 Critically discuss the role of offender profiling in the investigative process associated with crime. 
Reports of crime and criminal offences date back to before 1873, although crime has occurred for much longer than this (Friedman, 1990). The changing times in recent years have not deterred crime, with the recent researchers Ariel and Bland (2019) highlighting that there has been a genuine rise in criminal offences being committed throughout the United Kingdom, but also transnationally, as highlighted by May (2017). The ability to identify these offenders had become increasingly more difficult, with often no scientific evidence being available, however, the proposal of offender profiling, initially researched in 1976, contributed to identifying a range of offenders (Fox & Farrington, 2018). Although this investigative tool has only been researched over the last 5 decades the practices involved in profiling were similarly used during the 1880s with the attempt at identifying the murderer known as ‘Jack the Ripper’, holding specific beliefs on what type of person could commit such serious and serial crimes (Fox, 2022), demonstrating that although research only started within the last 5 decades the principles of such proposals have been implemented throughout history in investigative processes of crime.
Offender profiling assists law enforcement and psychologists in their investigative processes to identify key personality and behaviour characteristics a serial offender may hold, including key demographic characteristics such as their age, height, and build, using the crime scene at patterns within it (Fox & Farrington, 2015). This type of profiling does not identify the offender however predicts the characteristics a person would typically hold to be able to repeatedly complete the same crime and become a serial offender. Analysing the crime scene allows investigators to identify similarities across the scenes, believed to be by the same offender, identifying characteristics using the manifestations - modus operandi and crime signature (Douglas & Munn, 1992). Modus operandi, as outlined by Li and Qi (2019) describes the method an offender uses to commit a crime. This recent research further highlighted that this method used is not necessarily fixed but instead is influenced by the personal experience that the offender gains and learns from each crime they commit, of the same offence. It is the modus operandi that contributes towards the crime signature; the characteristics of the crime scene that are not typical, appearing at several scenes, indicating the characteristic is specific to a particular offender (Rotaru et. al., 2022). The recent research by Rotaru et. al. (2022) further highlights that acknowledging this link to a wider range of evidence creates the possibility of predicting the characteristics of offenders. Although these main principles of offender profiling remain the same, variations occur, specifically with its uses within different countries, specifically between the United Kingdom and the United States. These countries hold different processes with how they profile individuals with the UK using the bottom-up approach (Alison & Rainbow, 2011) and the US using the top-down approach (Coble & Bright, 2019).
The British approach to offender profiling, commonly known as the bottom-up approach, was proposed by early researcher Canter (1990). This approach regards the analysis of evidence using investigative psychological approaches to identify the characteristics of the offender, utilising interpersonal coherence to determine the way an offender's behaviour, when committing a crime, reflects their regular behaviour (Bennell & Blaskovits, 2020). This approach also regards these perceived behaviours as linked to geographical details that can predict the location an offender may reside or have connections, with Canter and Young (2009) specifying that the locations are likely to be the home or base locations of the offender. This early research contributes to demonstrating that even several years after the initial proposal of profiling, it is still frequently used, providing accurate locations of offenders' homes. Canter (2004) further suggests that the geographical approach to offender profiling applies psychological theory and methods to appropriately understand characteristics and the behaviours the offenders may hold, demonstrating that appropriate and reliable knowledge is being used to reinforce the theories surrounding offender profiling. This approach of profiling has further allowed for advances in technology, to assist in geographical identifications, including that of crime mapping and routine activity theory, proposed by Cohen and Felson (1979). 
Routine activity theory (RAT) indicates that there are 3 factors that contribute to the explanation of crime; having a suitable target – the victim or property, having a motivated offender and the absence of a capable guardian that would normally prevent crime from occurring (Cohen & Felson, 1979).  The development of this theory within the geographical approach has allowed for an understanding of why certain areas are more prone to crime than others and allowed law enforcement to understand where crime is likely to occur, as demonstrated by Kigerl (2021). This study highlights that for fraudulent crimes, routine activities theory is frequently and reliably used. However, there is a failure of support indicating that routine activity theory can predict why certain individuals are more likely to be victims, with this theory further not distinguishing why certain crimes are more common than others. RAT is heavily focused on the environment and not how this relates to the victims or type of crime: however, it also fails to explain why some places are more dangerous than others, reinforcing that this theory can only reliably meet its intended goal, which it does well (Silva & Green-Colozzi, 2021). Routine activity theory has been applied to a range of systems, to aid in the investigative processes of crime, specifically the digital computer system of Dragnet by Canter (2003), which uses the locations of crimes, believed to be by the same perpetrator, to pinpoint a rough area of where the offender may be living. Dragnet follows the early research by Godwin and Canter (1997) who indicated that 85% of serial offenders live within the circle that encompassed their offences, a statement reinforced by the recent research of Xin et. al. (2020). The early research by Canter and Larkin (1993) theorises this connection is a result of spatial consistency and that offenders fit within two categories: marauders and commuters. The recent research by Hamm (2023) reinforces the work of Canter and Larkin (1993) further explaining the marauder model to suggest the range in which the crimes are committed will overlap with the area where the offender lives. The research indicates that the crimes will move outward away from this area, changing direction each time. The commuters, though, are indicated to travel much further to commit an offence, with suggestions this is to avoid confrontation or recognition by other individuals in familiar areas.
 The research by Meaney (2004) further highlights the relationship between geographical characteristics and marauders and commuters, with marauders being more likely to live in metropolitan areas. However, this research fails to find convincing and significant evidence to reinforce the link between specific demographic characteristics and the marauder and commuter categories, although it does propose that commuters are likely to make more calculated decisions, making it likely they would be more calculated individuals. Although this research can be considered early it has been supported by the recent research by Barreda (2020). The entirety of the geographical approach to offender profiling is highly applicable to many different serial crimes ranging from burglaries to more severe crimes such as assault or murder. The psychological research behind the approach and theories reinforces the reliability of the approach further due to its scientific background (Petherick & Brooks, 2021). Despite this the research that has been carried out, specifically by Canter (1990, 1997, 2003, 2004, 2009), was carried out within Western societies, suggesting the findings would not be truly generalisable to societies outside of Western ones, as regarded by Fox et. al. (2021). Despite this, the geographical approach, together with the use of the bottom-up approach to offender profiling has been demonstrated as useful and reliable. The arrest of John Duffy known for the ‘Railway Murders’ in the 1980s who, due to offender profiling was identified and convicted, demonstrates the applicability of offender profiling, reigning as the first use of offender profiling within the UK (Bolland, 2002). However, the murder of Rachel Nickells is one example that demonstrates how offender profiling, particularly the bottom-up approach has fallen short, with an individual being wrongfully accused and her murderer being unidentified for 15 years, until more forensic techniques were introduced (Horvath, 2009). Reinforcing this is the early research by Copson (1995) indicating that offender profiling through the bottom-up approach has helped catch offenders in 3% of cases. Supporting this is the more recent research by Gekoski and Gray (2011) who further highlighted that the bottom-up approach, including the geographical approach, to offender profiling, widens the scope of analysis to near-impossible proportions in terms of suspects and cases, providing no new useful information to aid in the investigative process of crime. Within the work, mentioned earlier, by Silva and Greene-Colozzi (2021) it is highlighted that to reliably use this approach of offender profiling, it should be used in conjunction with other theories, and that the victim-offender relationship linked to the British offender profiling approach needs to be understood more. This would allow a better understanding of the role of offender profiling in the UK’s investigative processes, outside of solely using geographical factors, as demonstrated by Osborne and Capellan (2017).
Alternatively, the American approach to offender profiling begins by looking at the big picture of a crime before finding ways to fill in the finer details, the opposite of the British approach of using the finer details to create the bigger picture, highlighted by Curnow (2021). It is the research from the 1970s by Ressler et. al. that highlights the differences between British and American offender profiling, with offender profiles being made using typological predictions over geographical ones (Douglas et. al., 1986). Although both typological and geographic profiling attempt to predict the characteristics of an offender, using the characteristics of their offences, and hence can both be used by law enforcement and psychologists, they differ in their applications to the investigative process of crime. Typological profiling focuses on using behavioural evidence from crime scenes, to place offenders into specific categories, based on their behaviours and the perceived link to different psychological characteristics (Goodwill et. al., 2009). These typologies use behavioural evidence to predict clusters of behaviours and attitudes that would be attributed to the offender, as demonstrated through the research by Abreu et. al. (2019). This research used a large sample of participants to indicate for homicidal behaviour the main typologies were externalising, psychotic and depressive, with each linking to behavioural characteristics, such as no employment linking to externalising and depressive typologies. These findings reinforce the effectiveness of typological profiling as a whole; however, the study faces criticisms with low ecological validity following participants being 84% British males. This suggests difficulty in generalising the findings outside of this population, hence the support provided may not reinforce typologies the way originally implied. Despite this, the findings of the more recent study by Sea et. al. (2020) did produce similar findings using participants from South Korea, suggesting that despite having low ecological validity, it still reinforces the effectiveness of typologies, particularly for males, throughout a range of first-world countries.
Whilst the British regard RAT, using geographical details of crimes to categorise criminals as marauders or commuters, the American approach to offender profiling does not. The top-down approach features using evidence left at a crime scene to classify a serial crime as either organised or disorganised, with either classification predicting different characteristic assumptions about offenders, as proposed by Hazelwood and Douglas (1980). These classifications followed the researchers ‘lust murder’ account, suggesting that when committing a murder, offenders are one of the categories. According to Hazelwood and Douglas (1980), organised crime is planned, with the weapon often being brought to the scene and handled with self-control, leaving little identifiable evidence: The disorganised crime uses little planning, with minimum constraint being used, leaving a ‘messy scene’ behind. Offenders of organised crime are socially competent with a high IQ, driven by the rejection and hatred they feel for their society, whilst offenders of disorganised crimes are socially inept, with unskilled employment, that internalise their hatred for society, resulting in a fantasy world that they enact with their victims (Hazelwood & Douglas, 1980). Although this theory follows early research, the recent research by Date (2023) reinforces that offenders of disorganised crimes are socially inadequate, unable to maintain relationships and often live alone, including having higher rates of personality disorders. The research by Date (2023) provides a reliable outlook using a transparent and efficient methodology to analyse their data, reflecting high levels of support for earlier research. The research by Chopin and Beauregard (2021) also reinforces the early research by indicating that organised crime is associated with crimes committed based on anger at the time of committing the offence, with the offender of an organised crime being high in intelligence using specific strategies to avoid police detection. This suggests that the findings by the earlier researchers are still reliable, with the findings carrying through into much more recent studies. However, the study by Chopin and Beauregard (2021), did face the issue of factors confounding their methodology, hence their findings may not be as reliable as initially proposed, suggesting their support for earlier research may not be adequate.
The FBI approach to offender profiling, using typologies and disorganised and organised crime classifications, follows a four-stage process: data assimilation, classifying the scene as organised or disorganised, reconstructing the crime scene whilst making hypotheses then comparing them to typologies (Howitt, 2009). Although early and recent research alike, have proposed great strengths in this attempt at profiling, research has rivalled this. The early research by Wilson et. al. (1997) argues that using the typological approach is reductionistic due to its assumption that offenders are either one thing or another and that this is continuous and stable, whilst reality suggests that most offenders demonstrate both organised and disorganised features, limiting the usefulness of using these profiles. The original research by Hazelwood and Douglas (1980), although readily used by the FBI, relied on a relatively small sample suggesting limited ecological validity, proposing that this approach to profiling is only applicable to American sexually motivated serial offenders, as seen in the original sample. The original research also relied on self-report techniques from offenders, speaking about their crimes; the offenders could have distorted their recollection of their crimes or manipulated their responses further suggesting unreliable validity (Dowden et. al., 2007). Although, these criticisms were proposed by early research, hence may not remain accurate. The work by Achenbach (2020) suggests that the top-down approach, as an investigative process, has greatly contributed to psychology and the understanding of criminal behaviour, reinforced through the identifications of serial offenders such as spree murderers Ted Bundy, in 1978 and Andrew Cunanan, in 1997. It is highlighted within this work that this approach does prioritise conceptual representations of empirical data though, and hence could only have good reliability if used in conjunction with empirical data (Achenbach, 2020).
Overall, offender profiling has played a key role in the investigative processes of crime, with it being responsible for the identification of many serial offenders throughout the UK and US, using both variations of the approach. Whilst both approaches to this profiling do differ drastically in the individual processes they use; both are able to successfully create offender profiles that have resulted in identifying offenders through the years. The use of this approach alone has dwindled in recent years though, following the introduction of newer more reliable scientific procedures. Despite this, offender profiling does still play a role in the investigative processes of crime, just alongside the more advanced scientific processes, that attempt to account for the downfalls that exist within the approach of offender profiling. 
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