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Abstract

This review explores some flaws within early investigative psychology as defined by Dr. Gabrielle Salfati in her article, “Offender Profiling: Psychological and Methodological Issues of Testing for Behavioral Consistency”. Three methodological issues within the field are looked into: individual differentiation, identifying and measuring behaviors and the definition of a “type” or “theme”. These topics are defined and critiqued into ways that would better contribute to the field of investigative psychology.


Criminal profiling is a fairly new concept in the world of criminology and investigative psychology. When investigative psychology initially became a studied subject, there were many concepts that were accepted across the board of understanding, however, there were also many “gray areas” that needed to be expanded upon, improved or changed entirely. Some of these “gray areas” are talked about in the article by Dr. C. Gabrielle  Salfati, “Offender Profiling: Psychological and Methodological Issues of Testing for Behavioral Consistency”. She zeroes in on three main methodological issues evident in the process of creating a profile for serial offenders. 


With an escalation in serial crimes over the last few decades, there has come a need for an understanding of the human mind in order to (a) apprehend repeat offenders and (b) to possibly prevent further crime from happening. The field of investigative psychology has allowed us to peer into the mind of these repeat offenders and gain a clearer perspective on why this might be happening in relation to the background of a serial offender. This, then, creates an easier job for authorities in searching for and apprehending these serial offenders because they have an idea of what kind of characteristics and/or tendencies to look for in their suspect pool and where to look for it.


One of the three methodological issues discussed in the article is called individual differentiation. This process separates/identifies the differences in how offenders behave and allows for these behaviors to be placed into categories. Before investigative psychology became an actual field, it was believed that motivation is what separated one offender from another. Salfati mentions that a criminal’s motivation is both hard to measure and is interpretive - that is, it is almost impossible to know exactly what is going on inside the mind of another or what notions might drive one to commit the same kind of crime over and over. There is a need for a more tangible unit of  measurement for analysis in order to differentiate one criminal type from the next. Instead, one should be looking at the behaviors present in the repeated crimes as this is something that can be measured more accurately.  


This branches to problem number two in the methodological process: identifying the behaviors and measuring them accurately. One problem with this process is the way the behaviors are being defined as identifying factors. Early methods in investigative psychology had a flawed way of separating criminals. These methods focused on behaviors common to most offenders rather than focusing on their differences. In a study conducted by Salfati, 69% of offenders had three or four (out of four) identifiable homicidal behaviors present which makes it hard to separate one from the other. It is almost impossible to find differences by focusing on similarities only. Alternatively, the focus should be shifted to less common behaviors among these offenders.


The final issue discussed in the article by Dr. Salfati is the need to define what guidelines to follow for a “type” or a “theme”. This is one of the newest concepts in the field of investigative psychology, only being introduced in a small amount of studies and literature. As a result, there is little to no consensus on what these terms should be defined by and instead the focus is on one specific behavior in any given crime. Dr. Salfati suggests that these topics should be defined by behaviors as a complete picture. These behaviors should be interpreted by looking at patterns in a criminal’s series of crimes as a whole (also called linking) and finding a correlation between life behavior and criminal behavior (also called actions to characteristics link). 

 
The article, “Offender Profiling: Psychological and Methodological Issues of Testing for Behavioral Consistency” by Dr. C Gabrielle Salfati touched on three main issues presented in the methodological process involved in investigative psychology: individual differentiation, identifying and measuring behaviors and the definition of a “type” or “theme". Two of the three processes have been improved upon but the third is still a work in progress. The field of investigative psychology is constantly advancing and developing new concepts and theories. Dr. Salfati has outlined a way for the field to improve in order to get a better understanding of the human mind and what drives criminals to act upon impulses. 
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