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Outline and learning objectives
ωThe key principles and concepts that underpin offender mobility and 

offender spatial decision-making behavior
ςClassifying types of location that are of interest when examining the spatial 

mobility of an offender
ςThe journey to crime and offender search behavior
ςOffender ΨƘǳƴǘƛƴƎΩ methods
ςTarget backcloth

ωPrinciples and concepts determine characteristics about the 
offender's spatial behaviour that could be used to assist their 
investigation and apprehension, predict behaviour and mitigate 
threats
ωExample/discussion: a series of sexual assaults in South London



Consider the following scenario

1. Following a long running dispute with one of your neighbours, and a 
heated argument after a loud party they had the night before you 
decide to set fire to his/her car.

ς Where and when would you do it?

ς Why would you choose that location?



Consider the following scenario

2. You are a sex offender and desire a victim aged 18 to 25 
years of age

ςWhere would you go to find a suitable victim?

ςHow would you get there? 

ςWhy would you choose that location?



Offender mobility and offender spatial decision-making behavior

¢ƘŜ ǘƘŜƻǊȅ ǎƻ ŦŀǊ Χ
ωCrime pattern theory: a model to explain why an offender chooses a particular location to 

commit a crime

ςAwareness of the area, availability and familiarity of crime opportunities, previous experience of crime 
commission

ω Activities that take place in places are not static
ςSocial, economic and institutional structures operate in these places

ςChange over time in opportunity structure

ς Influences when offenders commit crime

ωMotivations are bounded by a degree of rationality in decision-making
ςPreference to commit offences in areas where they are comfortable, where risks are lower, to minimize 

effort

ω The combination of RAT, RCP and CPT help us to consider space in terms of a criminal 
geographic landscape



Offence 1 ςElectric Avenue, Brixton, London

ωSaturday, 17th April 1999 (nail bomb) 



Offence 2 ςBrick Lane, Shoreditch, London

ωSaturday, 24th April 1999 (nail bomb)

ωWhat would lead you to think the bombings were committed by the same person?



Offence 3 ςAdmiral Duncan Pub, Soho, London

ωFriday evening, 30th April 1999 (nail bomb)

ωSame person? Why these locations?



The London Nail Bomber ςDavid Copeland



Offender mobility and offender spatial decision-making behavior

Lƴ ǘƘƛǎ ƳƻŘǳƭŜ Χ

ωWhy an offender choses a particular location

ωWhy choses a particular person (or target)

Investigation: the location acts as clue, because it tells us something about 
the offender (mobility and spatial decision-making behavior)

Mitigating threats: we can predict offender mobility and offender spatial 
decision-making behavior, and identify vulnerable/high risk targets



Incident location types

ωEach piece of location information can act as a clue

ωThe more locations, the more information about mobility and spatial 
decision-making behavior

Example: murder


