
 



Abstract
This paper sets out to perform an analysis of the various methods employed by offenders and potential offenders when they are consciously and sub-consciously going through the process of selecting a target to victimise. This paper will specifically focus on offences that are committed by offenders on strangers in public places. There has been comparatively little study in this area when compared to the areas of study in the sphere of criminality.
This paper will include the context a review of available literature and an analysis of data collected by a survey. This will be broken down by the three objectives that will be presented. The survey will be conducted in the method that is explained in the third chapter.
The analysis of all data showed that the offenders ultimately select the outliers of society. These individuals are typically more vulnerable. The research showed that the offenders can perceive the physical expressions of vulnerability. The offenders also observe their surrounding before starting to victimise an individual. 
Overall, the paper presents a variety of data and observes a variety of potential uses for the data. The data also needs to be expanded upon. This means that more data needs to be researched before effective application can be achieved.
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[bookmark: _Toc197385218]Chapter 1: Introduction 
[bookmark: _Toc197385219]Section 1: Overview
Over the course of history, research has been undertaken to examine and understand many of the mechanisms of crime and deviance. Ranging from a belief in demons possessing those who commit crimes to the modern era’s discussion of nature versus nurture. Analysis of why people commit crime has long been a question that has been discussed and is perceived to be in the forefront of the public psyche. As society progressed, discussions surround the short- and long-term effects of being a victim has also been brought to the forefront (Beaver, et al., 2014). Despite this progression there is still a gap to bridge. The discourse surrounding the reason why someone is victimised is not as prevalent. The belief that a victim of crime experienced bad luck or was simply in wrong place at the wrong time is still present. This paper aims to bring more light on the current research surrounding the process of offenders selecting victims on the conscious and sub-conscious level.  
Offences in current law are vast and deep. An analysis on every aspect of is not possible due to the sheer variety of humans on the planet. Instead, this paper will focus entirely on offences that are committed in public places. Criminal Justice Act (1972) “This includes any highway and any other premises or place which at the material time the public have or are permitted to have access to whether on payment or otherwise “. Offences that can take place in public places against an unknown individual include, but are not limited to robberies, assaults and public order. The criminal actions preformed against strangers whilst they are on streets, and in other public places, can seemingly be random. However, they are dictated and determined by many factors; this includes motivation, body language, and hatred for a specific group of people (Burt & Simons, 2013). Each factor will influence the target of the potential criminal act. Motivating factors are involved in every aspect, but the focus will be placed on systems and process not on the motives behind the actions taken. These factors are outside the scope of this paper and will be excluded whenever possible. Despite this, these factors could still hold sway and influence results, which means that considerations will be made whenever possible. 
The analysis of the offender’s target selection method will involve an analysis of current available literature. This will be followed with preforming a survey with the goal of collect primary data. The data will be analysed and compared when appropriate.

[bookmark: _Toc197385220]Section 2: Background
Research into how offenders select their target only started relatively recently in the late 1980’s. This area of study was first introduced in a study of offenders rating potential victims based on a video recording of them walking. The study was an investigation into whether offenders followed a specific process when selecting their potential victims. This study analysed the use of body language as a determining factor for offences committed in public places. The study utilised a tool to assess movement patterns, including gait, and found that violent offenders were subconsciously assessing potential targets based on the various components of movement (Grayson & Stein, 1981). This study was widely publicised which opened a new set of research into the study of how victims are selected. This is due to the emphasis on the target selection, as opposed to the other research which looked at why a crime occurred from a societal perspective and a motivation or goal perspective. These ideas are not completely separated, but distinction was made and continued in subsequent research. 

[bookmark: _Toc197385221]Section 3:  Aims and Objectives
The overarching aim of the research is to examine and analyse the methods and processes that an offender, or potential offender, will employ when they are selecting a victim. This will be investigated in the goals or objectives. 
The first of the three objectives is to understand the personal traits, behaviours and qualities of a potential victim. This will cover qualities of the potential victim including body language, smaller movement and during speech. This will also cover inalienable qualities such as face shape. 
The second objective will be to examine why the characteristics covered in the first objective are desirable for an offender when looking for a victim. This will discuss the personality and mental processes that are made manifest in behaviour. This applies to both the offender and potential victims.
The third objective will be to analyse how external factors will potentially alter behaviour, as well as how the environment around the potential victim will alter the behaviour and choices made by the potential offender. 

[bookmark: _Toc197385222]Section 4: Research breakdown 
This paper will follow a basic structure divided into five chapters. The first chapter is based on the general knowledge and context necessary to fully understand the paper. The aim of chapter two is to investigate a litany of different research that has previously been conducted. This will be analysed and compared when appropriate. Chapter three will be a presentation of the methodology employed during the creation and distribution of the survey. The analysis of the survey will occur in chapter four. This will include both analysis of common trends in the answers provided and comparisons of numerical data. This will take the form of primary research that will be compared with various sources of secondary research when appropriate. The final chapter will focus on collating the various components of knowledge into a conclusive summery, as well as an analysis of potential applications and recommendations. 









[bookmark: _Toc197385223]Chapter 2: Literature review
[bookmark: _Toc197385224]Section 1: Basics
When analysing the available research, with regard to the variety of crimes that occur on the streets, numerous studies analysed the differing components of an individual and those qualities that an offender consciously and sub-consciously selects an individual or a group to victimise. This chapter aims to review a variety of traits and qualities that influence an offender’s target selection processes.
 
[bookmark: _Toc197385225]Section 2: Vulnerability
Before looking at specific methods of target selection an analysis of vulnerability is required. Vulnerability can take numerous different forms and mean many different things. When referring to an individual there is no singular definition of vulnerability, but instead it is a result of intrinsic and extrinsic factors that lead to an individual become temporarily or permanently vulnerable (Bailey, 2022). Vulnerability means that the individual is more susceptible which can manifest in a variety of forms. With regards to this paper, vulnerability takes the form of weakness that can make an individual a softer, and therefore easier, target for crimes such as robbery and assault. The individual factors that contribute to vulnerability are not always apparent, but on closer inspection are noticeable. These are displayed in different forms of self-expression, such as clothing choices and body language. The result of this is that vulnerability is a major contributor to the targeting selecting process. 

[bookmark: _Toc197385226]Section 3: Objective 1
Starting with physical qualities, specifically stride length, the Grayson and Stein study found that a relatively average stride length caused the offenders observing the recording to perceive the individual observed to be less vulnerable and therefore make the potential offence harder to carry out. This was accomplished by showing offenders a recording a selection of people walking down a street; they then rated how difficult they believed that each individual they observed would be to physically victimise. The researchers analysed that there were common factors among the individuals who the offenders would not select as a target for crime. One example is stride length, which is dictated by body dimensions not the distance covered in a step. There was also connection to the shifting of weight. Individuals who shifted weight in all three dimensions, up and down, left and right, and forwards and backwards, were less likely to be selected as victims by the offenders involved (Grayson & Stein, 1981). On questioning of their observations and responses the offenders did not have a conscious and explainable reason for their choices. This denotes that the commonalities in target selection were inherent or developed in individuals who committed violent crimes on individuals who are not personally connected to the offender. This study revealed that the underlying principles of victim selection by an offender takes place in the sub-conscious mind as opposed to the conscious mind.
Despite the widespread result of the study criticisms were levied against the methodology used. This was as the recording of the individuals shown in the videos did not eliminate additional factors of victim selection, such as, choice of clothing, sex, and race. This indicates that other motivators for victimisation could override or warp the perspective of the viewers and therefore give skewed data. 
Over time, the research was expanded and developed. This led to the utilisation of different methods to separate motivators of an offence from the analysis of movement for target selection. One of these methods was to implement the use of point light techniques. This study used a similar practise to the Grayson and Stine study but eliminated factors and other potential motivators for victim selection, such as clothing and race. This was accomplished by showing the movement via lights instead of showing a video (Gunns, et al., 2002). The study had similar findings within observable facets of movement such as a relative stride length, fluidity of movement and method of shifting weight. The qualities of an individual’s walk and body movements will give information to potential offenders and therefore can influence the chance of potential victimisation. This research also reinforced the results, of the earlier studies, that there was lack of a conscious awareness by the observers regarding the process of selecting victims. This is indicative of the subconscious qualities that potential offenders possess. 
Beyond gross movements, which include gait, there are also smaller movements and behaviours that can increase an individual’s chance of being selected as a victim. These minor movements and behaviours indicate vulnerability to crime and therefore factor into an offender’s target selection processes. There are a number of smaller movements that can make an individual more likely to be victimised (Bhavsar, et al., 2019). This study looked at the physical behaviours that were linked to psychiatric issues such as post-traumatic stress disorder and common mental health disorders. These behaviours include, but are not limited to, covering hands with sleeves and looking down for extended periods of time without a reason. These behaviours resulted in a higher level of victimisation. The study involved any mental health issues which includes anxiety and other common mental health issues. In application, signs of mental health issues, such as depression or anxiety, display as similar or identical to temporary emotional states like sadness and fear. This lack of differentiation between the perception of an individual with a diagnosed mental health issue and an individual who is undergoing a specific period of stress means that both experience a greater chance of being victimised. Consequently, fear of crime can increase vulnerability to crime (Jackson, 2009). These specific behaviours serve as indicators for potential offenders that less resistance will be offered by their victims resulting in less risk and an easier reward. These factors are indicative of an ideal target of crime and therefore will be sought after and exploited. This results in perception of an easier target. The behaviour that an offender would target can be caused by varied non-verbal factors demonstrated by an individual. The action of pulling sleeves down could be a result of an individual having low self-confidence or could simply be an attempt to stay warm. This means that the behaviours would need to be taken in consort with other factors. These factors could be larger factors, such as gait, or a multitude of smaller factors. 
There are also factors that could potentially be caused by victimisation or be a result of it. The sound of an individual’s voice has been shown to indicate to offenders whether the speaker was a victim of an offence that could have been physical or of a sexual nature (Monti, et al., 2024). This study looked used individuals who had already been victimised. This results in two possibilities. The first is a noticeable change in the voice after being victimised and the second is that the voice itself is an indicator of vulnerability to victimisation. Regardless of the precise cause of this pattern, the offenders are able to use the voice of an individual within their target selection processes. In the former case, being a victim of an offence causes an increase in vulnerability. For the latter, the qualities that an offender can detect will contribute to who they perceive as a potential target. 

[bookmark: _Toc197385227]Section 4: Objective 2
When looking at any form of an offender’s victim selection process, atypical individuals within society are often selected. Offenders may or may not be aware of the reason why the potential victim behaves in a specific manor, or even why they are inclined to select these individuals as victims. Despite this there are normally underlining reasons as to why the potential victims are selected. 
 As previously discussed in this paper, many forms of the behaviour that entice an offender are a result of vulnerability. One example of this is homelessness. Individuals who are homeless have a marked increase in the likelihood of being victimised (Nilsson, et al., 2020). This potentially is a complex issue and has a number of different explanations. Homeless individuals could potentially be targeted for an offence due to an offender’s motivation in selecting a target. They could also be targeted due offenders perceiving them as a safe target. The individuals are vulnerable due to the external factor of being homeless which could increase the chance of exhibiting submissive behaviours. Homeless individuals could exhibit several factors, which have previously been discussed, such as a stiff gate due to poor sleeping situation. This would alter the individual’s gait and cause offenders to perceive them as easer targets.
Another example that could result in the behaviour that contributes to the selection of victimisation is disability. Intellectual disability has shown to increase the chance of being targeted by a criminal (Díaz-Faes, et al., 2024). The study looked at a variety of offenses; including many offences that are committed in public places. The study showed that the participants that experienced higher amounts of victimisation more commonly possess a level of intellectual disability but are able to function independently without constant support. This creates a point where the individual is lacking a level of protection both intrinsically and extrinsically which results in these individuals being comparatively more vulnerable than a non-intellectually disabled person. This is due to the intrinsic factors that are affecting their overall level of vulnerability. 
The factors of both large and small movements can be indicative of being perceived as submissive. Individuals who are described as behaving in a submissive manor during an offence, are more likely to make choices which are beneficial for the offender (Fuller, et al., 2025). This means that an individual whose behaviour indicates that they can be deemed as submissive will be considered during the offender’s process of selecting a victim. This could be conscious or sub-conscious. 
The perception of potential submissiveness is potentially a key factor in any victim targeting possess. Offenders report that they are unaware of why they would target a specific individual, however submissive qualities are desired due to the offender encountering less resistance. Offenders who have been assessed and diagnosed as a psychopath are also able to distinguish factors that relate to vulnerability  (Book, et al., 2013). These offenders showed a greater awareness of why they would select the targets based on the stimulus provided. This was more common in psychopaths that are classified as Factor One, meaning that the lack empathy and don’t connect with other individuals. Psychopathy is also shown to result in easier recall and selection of failure (Brooks, et al., 2020). This alone is not indicative of crime but further reinforces that offender select their victims based on specific principle. One potential principle is to select targets that are unlikely to resist or accept an offence. Awareness allowed for a reason. The consensus was that lower-level psychopaths made selections based on physical qualities whereas higher level psychopaths were able to provide more reasons as to why which included some of the discussed topics including gait. Ultimately this indicates that a capability to overwhelm a potential victim is sought out in many different offenders targeting process.
 Comparatively, one study analysed the facial and postural recognition capabilities of violent offenders in comparison to nonviolent individuals. This study looked at four different experiments (Kret & de Gelder, 2013). Within the context of this paper, the overall conclusion is the most important. This resulted in three key takeaways. First is a common trend that showed a bias towards perceiving aggression and violent intentions. This was seen throughout the paper. The second was an extension of the bias towards aggression specifically when the posture and facial expression did not match. This was seen in perceiving the aggression cue before other cues. Third was the false perceptions of aggression and violent intent in postural and facial expressions that were indicative of other emotions such as fear, sadness and happiness. The overarching information shows that there is a connection between perception of violence and performing violent acts. This is seen given the number of different scores when compared to the control group. It is not possible to identify whether this is causation or correlation. The most likely answer is a mixture of the two is possible due to the intricacies of the human psyche and the interconnectivity of human choice. The imprisoned individuals could have perceived violence and reacted accordingly which was then rationally judged as unjustifiable or, the individual could be inclined towards violence and therefore perceived aggression when there is none. 
The lack of a capability to perceive emotion and intention is unique as it is not a selection based on submissiveness of the victim, but instead more reactionary in nature (Wegrzyn, et al., 2017). It appears that it may not seemingly be a targeting process but, instead it shows that there are a variety of factors that may or may not be applied in a specific situation. The gait-based and other factors of target selection ultimately is a goal-based selection method. This method identifies the outliers of society and are therefore more vulnerable and easier targets for the desired crime. On the other hand, the perception of anger and aggression is a reactionary form of target selection. This reaction is based on the perceived actions of another.

[bookmark: _Toc197385228]Section 5: Objective 3
There are currently a variety of models that attempt to reduce crime via applying an understanding of a variety of mechanisms involved in committing an offence. One example of this is routine activity theory. This theory was first constructed in the late 1970’s but is still analysed and serves as a model for many other methods of crime reduction. This system was developed on the premise that for an offence to occur three factors are required. These are lack of a capable guardian, a motivated offender and a suitable target (Cohen & Felson, 1979). These are treated as separate factors but in reality, are linked. The capable guardian serves as a deterrent which can be a form of protection that also makes a target less suitable. A motivated offender is only motivated if the suitable target aligns. There has been an analysis of a variety of qualities that make a target more suitable but deterrents and capable guardians also factor into the offenders targeting selection process. 
Starting with streetlights, these are objects in public places that increase visibility and reduce the chance of avoiding observation. Street lighting has shown to reduce the number of reported offence when making a variety of comparisons (College of Policing, 2015). This application of street lighting reduced the number of reported offences in the same area. This information is speculative due to the lack of ability to have a control test in the real world. Despite this many decisions made in regarding to an offence, such as grievous bodily harm, are dictated partially by the environment (Azumah, et al., 2020). This means that the environment and factors that are ambient and external to the potential victims are also a component in the offender’s target selection process. 
Closed-circuit television is a surveillance method that allows for monitoring and recording of occurrences within the field of view. The use of closed-circuit television is shown to have a multitude of effects (College of Policing, 2015). The primary focus of this paper as a whole is how offenders select victims. The environment is also considered. Closed-circuit television creates an environment that will provide a recording and facilitate the identification of the offender is undesirable. There is also the factor of a potential recording, which will show a part or all of an offence being committed in situ. These factors combine to impose a consideration, due to the threat that they pose. This means that closed-circuit television is a threat to offenders that reduces victimisation (Piza, et al., 2019). This shows how external threats are also considered during the selection of potential victims.
Overall, clear links are established between various components of the offenders targeting selection process. While motives were not considered the underline principles remain. The connections between the various qualities contributing to vulnerability to victimisation and how offenders can perceive them. There are different qualities that offenders will use depending on various factors on the offenders themselves. 


 



















[bookmark: _Toc197385229]Chapter 3: Research Methods 
[bookmark: _Toc197385230]Section 1: General information
After developing a more comprehensive understanding of the process utilised by offenders and potential offenders to select victims of more opportunistic offences based on current and available research, the next stage of this paper is to analyse a single modality of research based on methodology. Methodologies are the overarching principles and processes that guide and direct the various stages and actions taken during research (Acharyya & Bhattacharya, 2019). The overarching methodology is composed of the methods and tools that a researcher would employ. There are a variety of methodologies and structures that can be employed such as onion methodology. In this paper a focus on the onion methodology will be employed. 

[bookmark: _Toc197385231]Section 2: Onion Methodology
The onion method was developed in 2007 by a group led by Mark Sunders (Saunders, et al., 2023). This methodology breaks up the process of research into six distinct stages. These six stages are then sub divided. The six stages are split and ordered so that a guideline for the researcher to follow. Divided section indicates different methods that the research can employ. This helps to create a malleable guide for the researchers utilising the methodology to follow.

[bookmark: _Toc197370534][bookmark: _Toc197370884][bookmark: _Toc197385232]Stage 1: Philosophy 
The first stage of the research onion is the philosophy, also known as a paradigm or model (Pabel, et al., 2021). These are patterns and concepts in the research sphere which are based on the nature of the question the researchers have posed as well as the previous research and beliefs that the researchers hold. The philosophy acts as a foundation for the other stages to build upon
This paper is looking at crime form the perspective of the offending individual. This is a specifically qualified area that a typical individuals utilised in low-risk primary data sample cannot add to but, there is knowledge, beliefs and preconceived notions that could contribute to understanding the similarities and differences between offenders and other communities. The nature of the research means that an interpretivism paradigm would be most appropriate. 
Interpretivism focuses on subjective experience and the human factor (Ryan, 2018). Unlike the other philosophies interpretivism focuses on subjective experience. Positivism focuses on underline rules of reality. Realism focuses on the objective truth and pragmatism focuses on application of understanding. 

[bookmark: _Toc197370535][bookmark: _Toc197370885][bookmark: _Toc197385233]Stage 2: Approach
The second layer of the research onion methodology is the research approach. This contains two different options for researchers. These are inductive and deductive routes (Woiceshyn & Daellenbach, 2018). An inductive approach involves utilising research that is typically qualitative (Jebb, et al., 2017). This form of data has more expansive and open answers (Flick, 2023). This means that there is a greater number of potential varieties in answers and allows for more intensive and insightful answers. This allows for the researchers to generate a theory or concept based on participants experiences. Whereas a deductive route begins with a theory that is built upon by further research (Azungah, 2018). This means that quantitative information is usually gathered. Quantitative data is gathered from numbers and typically possess closed questions (Francom, 2025). This form of data has less information available but allows for a greater amount of comparison and scaling. 
This paper will use the study as a point of comparison between offenders and non-offenders. The data gathered will be used to generate a hypothesis, but adjacent and related studies sometimes utilise non-offenders are utilised as a control group. Additionally, there are also studies that look at the perspectives of non-offenders which serves as an indicator and therefore contributes to a hypothesis. This means that a combination of both qualitative and quantitative date will be used to generate empirical information, as well as gain insight into perspectives. This results in a mixture of both inductive and deductive approach (Proudfoot, 2023).
[bookmark: _Toc197370536][bookmark: _Toc197370886][bookmark: _Toc197385234]Stage 3: Strategy
The next layer of the to consider is the research strategy. This is the method that a researcher will be employed to gain the data. There are a number of different possible method and process that can be used to gather data to answer the posed question (The Open University, 2016). There are many different considerations that can be made such as availability, question, approach and philosophy.
Taking the number of different factors into consideration, a survey will be used. This is to ensure that the level of risk is maintained at a safe level (Evans & Mathur, 2005). The question also requires that there are a number of perspectives and experience included and considered. The survey also provides the benefits of gaining structured data and controlled questions allowing for different forms of analysis on the gathered data. A survey has the added benefits of low cost and time investment (Eichhorn, 2021). All of these benefits show why a survey is ideal for the paper. 

[bookmark: _Toc197370537][bookmark: _Toc197370887][bookmark: _Toc197385235]Stage 4: Data Choice
The next layer of the research onion concept is the choice of data. This component dictates the type of data that will be collected. This includes the range of data that the researcher will be attempting to collect (Dora, 2017). This includes mono data which is extremely specific and can be either qualitative or quantitative. The data collected can range to multi-method. This uses data from a larger number of sources and data types.
 As discussed during the research approach, the data that will be gathered will be qualitative and quantitative. Due to the link between this section and research approach, a mixed approach has already been deemed as most applicable in relation to this paper. 

[bookmark: _Toc197370538][bookmark: _Toc197370888][bookmark: _Toc197385236]Stage 5: Time Horizon
Time Horizon is the next layer and involves consideration of when the data will be gathered. There are two options provided in the onion methodology these are longitudinal and cross sectional (Philips, et al., 2008). Longitudinal is a method that a researcher would employ to gain data over a long period of time allowing for observations and changes over time (Neale, 2019). Cross sectional research is done over a short period of time providing information for the specific time and is not comparing multiple points in time (Spector, 2019). Several factors will determine the method used including time constraints, goal and question.
For this paper, a cross-sectional method will be employed. This is due to the limitations placed on the survey. The survey will be available for a total of two weeks. This provides sufficient time for all willing participants to answer. Furthermore, the question does not require a longitudinal perspective of trends or data points over time.

[bookmark: _Toc197370539][bookmark: _Toc197370889][bookmark: _Toc197385237]Stage 6: Techniques
The final section to consider is what techniques and procedures will be used. This is the final stage before preforming the research and is also for fine tuning the principles that are underpin the research. This includes the type of data, sampling, ethical considerations, and reliability. All of these factors are considered before the creation of the research and allow for specifics to be considered.
The first of these considerations is the type of data that will be collected. This is whether the data is primary or secondary. This refers to the individual who is gathering the data (O'Leary, 2021). Primary data is gathered by the researcher whereas secondary data has been collected by a different researcher and then utilised alongside multiple other primary sources. This study will be primary research as the data is being collected in the form of a survey from the public. Surveys are inherently primary research due to inquiring answers that have not already been collected. 
Another consideration is sampling. This is the group of people that will be participating in the research. The sampling is adapted to the question and research methods (Bhardwaj, 2019). This means that the participants can be generic or specific. Answering the survey for this question will be voluntary and open to anyone who consents to the survey.
The next consideration is structure and distribution method. This is the consideration to make in regard to the specific details of the questions and answers. This consideration will drastically change depending on the method the decisions made on the other layers of the onion methodology (Nayak & A, 2019). The distribution method will also adapt to the category of research depending on material that the involved individuals will require to participate in the research. The planned primary research will be a survey with specific variables including a mixed data choice, quantitative and qualitative data and, has an Interpretivism philosophy. This cumulates in the categories of questions that will be posed. The questions will fall into many categories including open or closed questions, numerical or literary. There will also be questions that utilise a Likert Scale (Jebb, et al., 2021). This is a specific tool which involves having an individual rate their level of agreement with a provided statement. The scale will have seven options ranging from completely agree to completely disagree. The survey will be conducted utilising Google forms and will be made available online. 
The next consideration is limitations which affects both the performance and utilisation of the research. Limitations will very in each piece of research. For the survey, sampling will be the main limitation. The survey will be freely available but that does not mean that the participants will be varied (Meenagh, et al., 2024). This is due to the limits of distribution for low level research. There are also specific groups connected to the researcher which are likely to have higher response rates and therefore have data that is not representative of the population. 
The ethics regarding research is imperative to consider. This is due to the potential for the paper and therefore the individuals who participated in the survey component. To elevate the issues consent and approval was given at different stages. An ethics form was completed before the start of the paper. This ethics form was approved; showing that the research was ethically sound. This includes limiting the survey to those who can freely consent including factors such as age and understanding. The survey will include information that informs the potential participants consent to the information being used in a university dissertation paper. The form also lays out the anonymity of the data as well as the freedom to withdraw their response at any point. 
[bookmark: _Toc197385238]Section 3
In conclusion, the onion methodology created a framework that allowed for consideration to many different components required when preforming research. This guideline allowed for many potential issues and oversights to be mitigated and seamless application of preforming a survey ready for the analysis of the different data that was collected. 
 


















[bookmark: _Toc197385239]Chapter 4: Research Findings 
[bookmark: _Toc197385240]Section 1: Overview
The next stage of the paper is to analyse the results provided by the survey preformed online. The survey was created following the onion methodology, which was discussed in Chapter 3. This includes the mixture of different types of data. The questions posed had answers that facilitated the collection of both qualitative and quantitative data. The different categories of data will be analysed utilising different tools depending on the question. The answers have the goal of understanding how offenders select potential victims of crime. 

[bookmark: _Toc197385241]Section 2: Participants
The data collected had a total 54 responses from a variety of ages all participants consented to completion of the survey by completing the question requesting consent to use the data.

[bookmark: _Toc197385242]Section 3: Basic Questions
Question 1

The first question was to establish the sex of the participants. Out of the 54 participants 52% of the participants were male whereas 48% were female. No respondents chose the other available options. This means that there were 28 male and 26 female respondents. 
Question 2


The age range of the respondents varied significantly. The largest number of respondents was the 18-24. This is likely due to personal connections. This also serves as potential explanation for the lower number of responses in the 35-45 age group. 
Question 3


The vast majority of the respondents were white. There was a total of 40 respondents that described themselves as white. This means that nearly 75% of respondents were white. There were 12 respondents that selected another race. Two other participants chose not to say. This means that 22% of respondents were other races and 4% chose not to say. All of this collected data has little practical application alone but when analysing quantitative and qualitative data context can be presented. 
The next section will be looking at the questions specifically connected to the research topic. This means that some questions have predetermined answers while others are open ended. The options available for predetermined answers ranged from 3 to 7. 

[bookmark: _Toc197385243]Section 4: Vulnerability
When analysing the current available research, the concept of vulnerability repeatedly contributed to the concept of criminal target selection process. This led to the initial questions being asked to relate to vulnerability.


Question 4
The start of the more specific questions was the open and qualitative question of “How would you define vulnerability?” This question was posed first to reduce the chances that the next questions influence the given answers. The introduction and context given before the start of the survey indicate this was uncontrolled vulnerability. There were a variety of answers. The most common answers were regarding safety and weakness. There were some answers regarding vulnerability being a consequence and a state that can change. There were less common trends such as being a failure in a specific area and not sure.

Question 5

The next question was a closed quantitative question asking to rate the level of understanding. This was primarily asked as a method of comparison between actual understanding and believed understanding. The ratio of more accurate answers and percentage of higher answers was fairly close and therefore consistent.
Question 6

The final question specifically regarding vulnerability are a Likert scale. This contained four statements. The participants could select their level of agreement with these statements ranging from Strongly Agree to Strongly disagree. 
The first question was “Vulnerability is a product of an individual’s environment throughout their life.” This question was split with a majority agreement. A total of 29 participants selected that they did agree with the statement whereas 24 selected that they disagreed. This means that 59% of participants agreed with the statement. There were also significantly more strongly agree than strongly disagree. The factor of environment was occasionally mentioned in the first vulnerability question but not in a significant amount of the time. 
The second statement was “A vulnerable person can never decrease their vulnerability.” This statement had significantly more disagreement responses than agreement. 70% of participants disagreed. This was mentioned six times during the open question. This disconnect is likely due to the open question asking for a definition and therefore only asking for key facts regarding vulnerability. 
The third statement was “An individuals’ vulnerability can be seen.” The answers to this question were the most diverse. There was nearly a 50/50 with only one more agreement. This question also had the most middle response as well. There were four participants that selected the neutral response. There were 26 agreements of varying intensities. This contained 48% of participants. Similarly, 24 participants selected a disagreement. This totals 44% of all participants. This question is not just affected by knowledge but also criminal understanding and other soft skills. This can be seen with the literature review and that analysis of criminal targeting selection methods. 

[bookmark: _Toc197385244]Section 5: Selection
Question 7
The next question was the start of questions regarding the criminal targeting selection process, specifically in regard to the crimes that occur primarily in public locations. The question was “How do you believe criminal select their targets for crimes committed in public spaces?”  This question had a number of different responses. There were differences in every answer. Despite this there were four common concepts or ideas. 
The first was regarding vulnerability. This answer had a number of different reasons. The previous questions regarding vulnerability likely contributed to the commonality of this answer. Specific themes were common. There were a number of people who mention criminals could “see” vulnerability. This many have been an opinion from before the point in time where the survey was answered or could have potentially been prompted by the question in the previous section of the survey. There were a few participants that noted the link between vulnerability and crime. 
The second trend was that being a victim of crime is random. This concept was expressed in a number of ways including, referring to it as bad luck, random chance and wrong time wrong place. All of these ultimately indicate that the belief of crime being random is still common but not absolute. It is a commonly held belief that being a victim is outside of the victim’s control and isn’t their fault. This is a common phrase when referring to victims. This response may have also been influenced by many of the crimes committed in public spaces being referred to as random. 
Another common response was that crimes in public spaces are targeted. This specifically referred to the personal connection. This answer typically referred to a personal connection of some form. The victim was target by the offender for a specific goal that the offender knew they would accomplish by offending against that person. No definitive or common reason was given but it is likely an influence from television given the structure of detective series. 
Another common answer was motive. This answer was commonly referred to as their goal or what the criminal wanted. This is a connection that has been established in crime prevention and deterrence research and studies. If there is no motive, then there is no reason for the offence to occur. This reply had the most similarities between all of the common responses. This included that crime is because the offender wants something that the victim has. Overall, these individuals looked at the method of selection that offenders take as goal based.   
Question 8


The next question was another scale-based question based on the agreement with the statements. The was a set of different statements and level of agreement that the participant had with the question. The goal was to gain information based on the behaviour of the participating individuals. This led to a total of three questions being asked in regard to different components of the information gathered within the literature review. None of these statements were specifically about crime deterrence but instead principles that would theoretically reduce crime based on selection process.
The first question was more generalist. The question is “I am aware of people in public who are looking at me.” This question had the goal of understanding participants general awareness. There was a significantly large quantity of agreements compared to disagreement. A total of 37 participants agreed with the statements this is 69% of the participants agreed to some extent with the statement. The participants that disagreed with the statement total 15 with 2 not choosing a definitive answer. The people who disagreed could have had a number of reasons. The question could have potentially been interpreted as being an actively aware and therefore resulted in more people disagreeing. 
The next statement was “I am careful of how I walk and posture.” This statement was aimed at understanding how aware the participants were about their posture and gait. The question was significantly more agreed upon than the previous question. This is likely due to proprioception and media advertising about posture. These responses would likely be informed by age. Younger individuals see more advertising about posture whereas older individuals would typically have more injuries and damage. This would mean that they must be aware from a health and comfort perspective. A total of 44 participants agreed with the statement and only 9 disagreed. This shows that people have a level of awareness regarding their gait which is a contributing factor of victim selection for offenders.
The last statement was “I monitor and consider how people would perceive me in public.”  This statement was up to each participants perception. This is a factor of other parts of their lives and a complete answer would have been intrusive. Instead, an awareness allows for change and was therefore the focus of the statement. In the agreement with the statement, 24 agreed, 23 disagreed and seven were indifferent. This relates to age and sex. More young people and females agreed with statement, but this was not an absolute. In public, specific qualities can be seen. This includes behaviour, voice and general appearance. 
An individual will have to speak during several components of daily life and therefore consider their voice. It is necessary to monitor your voice to be at a situationally acceptable volume. This connects to one study which showed that an offender can determine victims via speech. Additionally, paying attention to perception results in more confidence and less signs of nervousness or fear which are traits an offender would select. 

[bookmark: _Toc197385245]Section 6: Finishing analysis
When looking at the data, that was acquired during the survey, most information was congruent and the various check to identify perception verses action and knowledge showed that many of the individuals within the survey understood this topic. There were also steps that many participants stated that they performed which also serves as a deterrent and reduce the chance of being selected for an offence. This was seen in question 8, which was based of different pieces of research. Each response showed that the individuals who take steps to become more confident which results in a lower chance of victimisation.
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[bookmark: _Toc197385247]Section 1: Summary
In conclusion, this research paper aimed to uncover the methods that are used when selecting individuals to victimise. This was accomplished by analysing primary and secondary research data to answer the three objectives along with the overarching question. This was completed with several considerations to focus and create a clear context for the area of research. 
The research led to multiple key takeaways. The first revelation was the variety of different components of a potential victim, for an offender or potential offender during the target selection process. This includes the specific traits that an offender or potential offender will consciously and sub-consciously observe. There was also the underline root for these qualities to be preferable. This involved looking at the root causes of vulnerability. The analysis of vulnerability and submissiveness showed that there is a circular relationship. Submissive individuals are more vulnerable, and vulnerability can result in more submissive behaviour. There was also the takeaway that the offender or potential offenders’ choices are caused by environment. A target that is deemed as suitable may not be victimised if the environment does not facilitate the offence being carried out with minimal risk. 
Overall, the research focused on a few mechanisms that relate to how offenders process information and make choices.

[bookmark: _Toc197385248]Section 2: Limitations
Despite this there were several limitations in different stages of this paper. Within the secondary research that occurred during the literature review, a complete analysis was not possible. This was due to the relatively undeveloped area. This means that there is the possibility of a vast well of knowledge that has not been discovered yet. 
There was also the necessary removal of motivation, which contribute to the overall system of an offender’s target selection process. As discussed above the motive of an action will change what an offender or potential offender targeting. Focusing on offenses committed in public and offenses committed against strangers assisted in mitigating this factor by removing several motives. Specifically in offences where there are much wider variants of motives. 
Within the methodology and survey data analysis, the limitation of risk, was also present. This means that there were less options available and therefore the research data collected has reduced value. This factor was mitigated by looking at the process of an offender from the perspective of non-offenders. 
Overall, limitations were presented or created at several points, but the use of different tools and tactics circumnavigated this issue and mitigated most of the limitations.

[bookmark: _Toc197385249]Section 3: Application
Despite the limitations placed on the study, a variety of information was gathered. This information could be applied in a variety of domains. The use would inherently change depending on the area in question.
First and foremost, is the improvement of knowledge. Improving the knowledge of the general public and academic researchers would allow for misconceptions and unfounded beliefs to fade away and allow for more accurate understanding of victim selection. This would assist in propagating the information and allow for an easier transition and application in a practical domain. 
In terms of practical application, educating the general public allows for greater awareness of the reasons why people are seemingly randomly victimised. This would allow for individuals to reduce their chances of victimisation by understanding why they could be perceived as desirable by victims and therefore allows for changes in several aspects. This could include movement, expressions and minute movements that give away the vulnerability that may or may not be present. This would also allow for an understanding of why someone was victimised and reduce the chances of being victimised in the future. This would allow for individuals to reduce vulnerability and improve the individual’s quality of life. 
Similarly, education within the police force in this area could be fruitful. This education would allow officers to observe potential victims and be proactive by serving as more capable guardians in comparison. 
Conversely, this research showed that there is a relatively unexplored region of crime understanding. Knowledge can allow for an improvement in understanding and application. This also allows for more areas to be explored as the research expands. The research would therefore develop further.

[bookmark: _Toc197385250]Section 4: Further research
There is a comparative lack of research into the field of how offenders select their victims. This paper analysed offences committed on strangers and offences committed in public places. There are many different ways to categories different offences. This means that the research into desirable qualities for victims to select is a domain that could become comparable to other areas of research. 
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[bookmark: _Hlk197374394]Before continuing, select whether you consent after reading the details of what you are consenting to
You are aged 18 or over
You are of sound mind.
You are completing the survey voluntarily. 
You understand that answers can be withdrawn at any point. 
You understand that you are providing answers for research purposes.
You understand the research will be used for a dissertation.
You understand that the answers will be anonymous.
You understand that all data will be held and discarded under data protection act and other UK law.
You understand the information will not be shared with third parties.




Q1: What is your sex?
                                                                   
Male		Female	Other	       Prefer not to say
Q2: What is your age range?
                       		 		                                         
18-24		25-34		35-44		55+`   `Prefer not to answer
Q3: How would you describe your ethnicity?
			           	                                                      
White	Black	Asian	Ethnic Minority	Prefer not to say	Other
Q4: How would you define vulnerability?


Q5: How would you describe your level of understanding surrounding vulnerability?
   			       		        	             
Very High	High	Moderate	Low	Litle to None` Prefer not to say
Q6: Select your level of agreement with the following statements.
Q6-1: Vulnerability is a product of an individual’s environment throughout their life. 
                                                                                                
Strongly Agree         Agree	Slightly Agree		Don’t know/Neutral	

                                                                                                           
Slightly disagree	Disagree	Strongly Disagree	Prefer not to say	
Q6-2: A vulnerable person can never decrease their vulnerability.
                                                                                               
Strongly Agree         Agree	Slightly Agree		Don’t know/Neutral	

                                                                                                           
Slightly disagree	Disagree	Strongly Disagree	Prefer not to say	

Q6-3: An individuals’ vulnerability can be seen.
                                                                                               
Strongly Agree         Agree	Slightly Agree		Don’t know/Neutral	

                                                                                                           
Slightly disagree	Disagree	Strongly Disagree	Prefer not to say	

Q7: How do you believe criminals select their targets for crimes committed in public spaces?


Q8: Select your level of agreement with the following statements

Q8-1: I am aware of people in public who are looking at me.
                                                                                                
Strongly Agree         Agree	Slightly Agree		Do not know/Neutral	

                                                                                                           
Slightly disagree	Disagree	Strongly Disagree	Prefer not to say	



Q8-2: I am careful of how I walk and posture.
                                                                                              
Strongly Agree         Agree	Slightly Agree		Do not know/Neutral	

                                                                                                           
Slightly disagree	Disagree	Strongly Disagree	Prefer not to say	

Q8-3: I monitor and consider how people would perceive me in public.
                                                                                               
Strongly Agree         Agree	Slightly Agree		Do not know/Neutral	

                                                                                                           
Slightly disagree	Disagree	Strongly Disagree	Prefer not to say	


What is your sex ?	
Male	Female	Other	Prefer not to say	28	26	0	0	

What is your age range

Age Range	18-24	25-34	35-45	45-55	55+	Prefere not to answer	16	12	5	12	9	0	



How would you discribe yourself?

Race	White	Black	Asian	Ethnic Minority	Prefere not to say	Other	40	7	4	1	2	0	




Beleved level of uderstanding regarding vulrability	
Very high	High	Moderate	Low	Little to none	Prefere not to answer	20	16	11	3	4	0	
Likert scale responces to vulrability questions

Strongly Agree	Product of enviroment	 Constant	Can be seen 	8	2	6	Agree	Product of enviroment	 Constant	Can be seen 	11	6	8	Slightly agree	Product of enviroment	 Constant	Can be seen 	10	5	12	Don't know/nuteral	Product of enviroment	 Constant	Can be seen 	1	3	4	Slightly disagree	Product of enviroment	 Constant	Can be seen 	14	13	3	Disagree	Product of enviroment	 Constant	Can be seen 	7	18	15	Strongly disagree	Product of enviroment	 Constant	Can be seen 	3	7	6	Prefer not to say	Product of enviroment	 Constant	Can be seen 	0	0	0	



Aggrement with following statements

Strongly Agree	
Awerness 	Walking and posture	Perseption	6	4	7	Agree	
Awerness 	Walking and posture	Perseption	17	22	4	Slightly Agree	
Awerness 	Walking and posture	Perseption	14	18	13	Indifrent	
Awerness 	Walking and posture	Perseption	1	0	7	Slightly Disagree	
Awerness 	Walking and posture	Perseption	9	4	5	Disagree	
Awerness 	Walking and posture	Perseption	5	3	7	Stronglly Dissagree	
Awerness 	Walking and posture	Perseption	1	2	11	Prefere not to say	
Awerness 	Walking and posture	Perseption	1	1	0	
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