
OFFENDER PROFILING

 



Publication Number 1107

AMERICAN SERIES
IN

BEHAVIORAL SCIENCE AND LAW

Edited by

RALPH SLOVENKO, B.E., LL.B., M.A., Ph.D.

Professor of Law and Psychiatry
Wayne State University Law School

Detroit, Michigan



OFFENDER PROFILING
An Introduction to the Sociopsychological

Analysis of Violent Crime

By

GEORGE B. PALERMO, M.D., M.SC.CRIM.
Clinical Professor of Psychiatry and Neurology

Medical College of Wisconsin
Adjunct Professor of Criminology and Law Studies

Department of Cultural and Social Sciences
Marquette University

Director
Center for Forensic Psychiatry and Risk Assessment

Milwaukee, Wisconsin

and

RICHARD N. KOCSIS, B.A. (HONS)., DIP.MAN.,
M.CRIM., PH.D. 

Forensic Psychologist
Sydney, Australia

(With a chapter on “The Staged Crime Scene” by Robert R. Hazelwood, FBI, Ret.
and Michael R. Napier, FBI, ret.)



Published and Distributed Throughout the World by

CHARLES C THOMAS • PUBLISHER, LTD.
2600 South First Street

Springfield, Illinois 62704

This book is protected by copyright. No part of
it may be reproduced in any manner without

written permission from the publisher.

©2005 by CHARLES C THOMAS • PUBLISHER, LTD.

ISBN 0-398-07548-4 (hard)
ISBN 0-398-07549-2 (paper)

Library of Congress Catalog Card Number: 2004055371 

With THOMAS BOOKS careful attention is given to all details of  man-
ufacturing and design. It is the Publisher’s desire to present books that are sat-
isfactory as to their physical qualities and artistic possibilities and appropri-
ate for their particular use. THOMAS BOOKS will be true to those laws 

of quality that assure a good name and good will.

Printed in the United States of America
CR-R-3

Library of Congress Cataloging-in-Publication Data

Palermo, George B.
Offender profiling : an introduction to the sociopsychological 

analysis of violent crime / by George B. Palermo and Richard N. 
Kocsis ; with a chapter on The staged crime scene, by Robert R. 
Hazelwood and Michael R. Napier.

p. cm. -- (American series in behavioral science and law)
“Publication number 1107”--Ser. t.p.
Includes bibliographical references and index.
ISBN 0-398-07548-4 -- ISBN 0-398-07549-2 (pbk.)
1. Criminal behavior, Prediction of. 2. Criminal investigation--

Psychological aspects. 3. Criminal profilers. 4. Crime scene 
searches. 5. Violent offenders--Psychology. 6. Racial profiling in law
enforcement. I. Kocsis, Richard N. II. Title. III. Series.

HV6080.P32 2004
363.25’8--dc22

2004055371



To Adriana and Rosanna





FOREWORD

Law enforcement officers consider profiling an important tool in the
investigation of crime. Critics, however, contend that profiling is based

on racism or ethnicity. Hundreds of motorists in the United States who have
been stopped and searched by the police have claimed to be victims of
“racial profiling,” or as the practice became known, “driving while black in
a white neighborhood.”

To be sure, standing alone, an arrest based on a profile is discriminatory
but not when considered with other evidence. It is one factor among many—
like dress or demeanor—that law enforcement officers must consider for
effective police work. Objections to profiling are countered by a reduction ad
absurdum: “If a tiger springs out of the bush and bites you on the rear end,
and you give chase, you hunt for the tiger and not a hippo.”

In an article on the topic in the New York Times Magazine,1 Jeffrey Goldberg
interviewed Bernard Parks, chief of the Los Angeles Police Department.
Parks, who is black, and asked rhetorically of racial profiling: “Should we
play the percentages? . . . It’s common sense.”

Profiling is ingrained in our thinking. In daily life, as stated in this book,
we stereotype, consciously or unconsciously. The danger comes when per-
sonal biases, rather than actual police experiences, guide instantaneous deci-
sion making on the street.

On the scientific evidence, the primary function of stereotypes is what
researchers call “the reality function,” that is, stereotypes are useful tools for
dealing with the world. Confronted with a snake, our immediate response is
determined by a stereotype about snakes. Stereotypes are merely an aspect
of the mind’s ability to make generalizations. At some level, everybody
knows it. 

A distinction must be drawn as to the purpose for which a profile is used
(as a basis to justify a search and seizure or as evidence at trial to establish
guilt or innocence). The use of race as an indication of suspicion, which has
been called racial profiling (or “driving while black”), is to be distinguished

vii

1. June 1999.



from profiling that looks at the specifics of a particular crime in order to draw
a portrait of the culprit.

The term profile is loosely used not only as to its meaning but also as to
its application. The process of inferring distinctive personality characteristics
of individuals responsible for committing criminal acts has commonly been
referred to as criminal profiling, but it has also been referred to, among
other less common terms, as behavior profiling, crime-scene profiling, crim-
inal-personality profiling, offender profiling, and psychological profiling.

In one use of the term, a profile is a list of characteristics, compiled by a
law enforcement agency, that have been found through experience to be
common characteristics of those engaged in a certain type of criminal activ-
ity. The most common example is a drug courier profile, but officers also
employ other profiles for specific criminal activity. The primary use of pro-
files is in police investigation, where they are tools for identifying crime sus-
pects. The Immigration and Naturalization Service also uses profiles of ille-
gal immigrants. In the wake of the terrorist attack on the World Trade Center,
Attorney General John Ashcroft focused attention on nonimmigrants from
the Middle East, and the concept of profiling sprang immediately to mind.

What about the use of profiles to establish guilt or innocence at trial where
the rules of evidence apply? Larry King in his CNN television program invit-
ed experts to discuss whether O.J. Simpson fit the profile of a stalking spousal
killer, and Simpson’s prosecutors at trial did the same. 

Prosecutors routinely offer drug courier profile testimony as the basis of
expert opinion of law enforcement witnesses to bolster circumstantially sub-
stantive proof of guilt at trial. The fact that an individual matched a drug
courier profile may be admitted as evidence to prove that the individual
must have known that he was carrying drugs, and, consequently, that he
intended to distribute them.2

In the 1980s, many therapists adopted the view that child molesters often
have a psychiatric condition called paraphilia.  They also established a bat-
tering parent profile (a “battering parent” frequently exhibits low empathy,
short temper, and lack of self-esteem). At times, such profiles have been
admitted as evidence in court. A number of courts have allowed testimony
that the accused does or does not share the characteristics of individuals who
typically abuse children. In a case where medical testimony regarding the
battering parent profile as well as the battered child profile was admitted at
trial, the Minnesota Supreme Court said:

We hold that the establishment of the existence of a battered child, together
with the reasonable inference of a battering parent, is sufficient to convict
defendant herein in light of the other circumstantial evidence presented by the
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prosecution. It is very difficult in these prosecutions for injuries and death to
children to establish the guilt of a defendant other than by circumstantial evi-
dence. Normally, as was the case here, there are no eyewitnesses…. The pros-
ecution properly presented to the jury the psychological framework which con-
stitutes a battering parent. It did not attempt to point the finger of accusation
at defendant as a battering parent by its medical testimony. Rather, it present-
ed sufficient evidence from which the jury could reasonably conclude that
defendant fit one of the psychological patterns of a battering parent.3

Three years later, the Minnesota Supreme Court determined that batter-
ing parent evidence was not an indispensable element of the state’s case in a
child abuse prosecution but held it was not reversible error to receive it into
evidence.4 Then, five years later, the same court ruled that the prosecution is
not permitted to introduce evidence of a battering parent profile or to estab-
lish the character of the defendant as a battering parent unless the defendant
first raises that issue.5 The rules of evidence specifically provide that the
accused must initiate the use of character evidence before the prosecutor
may offer character evidence of a negative type.6 The court stated, “We feel
this finding is required until further evidence of the scientific accuracy and
reliability of syndrome or profile diagnoses can be established.” In sum and
substance, we would say: Many people fit a profile, but few act accordingly.
As evidence, it would be misleading as there would be too many false posi-
tives.

In undue familiarity (sex with a patient) cases, the psychiatrist (or other
defendant) may seek to offer evidence that he is not the type of person who
would engage in that type of behavior. In his experience of evaluating, treat-
ing, and consulting on many cases of physician sexual misconduct, Dr. Glen
Gabbard, then of the Menninger Foundation, found that the vast majority of
the physicians involved fall into four psychodynamically based categories:
(1) lovesickness, (2) masochistic surrender, (3) predatory psychopathy and
paraphilias, and (4) psychotic disorders.7 There is no way, however, to estab-
lish the known or potential rate of error in the classifications used to estab-
lish profile evidence, therefore this evidence would be excluded at trial.
Exploiting therapists cover a wide range of people from the very good to the
very bad, as Gabbard’s findings indicate, hence profile evidence does not
offer much to the jury in a particular case.
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Even assuming scientific reliability of character evidence, in a criminal
case the accused may keep the evidence out by not introducing evidence of
character (or by not pleading not guilty by reason of insanity). Once the
defendant introduces evidence of good character (or pleads not guilty by rea-
son of insanity), however, the prosecution then may rebut it with evidence of
bad character.8 The defendant, however, has no option in excluding evi-
dence of habit or evidence of his other crimes, wrongs, or acts that tend to
establish motive, opportunity, intent, preparation, plan, knowledge, identity,
or absence of mistake or accident.9

In this book, two eminent scholars, George B. Palermo, M.D., M.Sc.Crim.
and Richard N. Kocsis, Ph.D., both active in clinical and research work,
grapple with the timely topic of criminal profiling. Their purpose in writing
their very comprehensive and objective book is to attempt to separate myth
from reality. The book stands on firm psychological/psychiatric foundations
as the basis for offender typologies. In the first section, the authors describe
the major violent crimes, particularly multiple/serial murder, serial arson,
serial rape, and burglary-related felonies as strictly connected with the under-
lying personality of the offenders. In the second section of the book, they dis-
cuss the crime scene. A special chapter by former FBI agents Robert R.
Hazelwood and Michael R. Napier presents the staged crime scene, often
puzzling for investigators. The third section includes a historical review and
criticisms of the major theoretical research on profiling. 

The book is well written, enlightening, and easy to read, even when pre-
senting psychiatric and statistical research. The authors accompany the read-
er on an interesting voyage through the development of profiling without
apparent effort, a quality that denotes a profound knowledge of the subject
that derives from their many years of forensic experience. The book will be
of interest to professionals involved in criminal work, whether psychologists,
psychiatrists, attorneys, or criminal investigators. It is a major contribution to
the field of criminal profiling. 

RALPH SLOVENKO, EDITOR

American Series in Behavioral Science and Law
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PREFACE

This book has been written with the intention to bring clarity to the field
of profiling, which, thus far, seems to lack a coherent theoretical model

on which profiling decisions are based.  Because of the uniqueness of the
offenders and of their offenses, difficulties are frequently encountered in the
clearance of major crimes. In order to overcome this, we have attempted to
look at profiling in a holistic manner. From this, the idea of sociopsycholog-
ical criminal profiling came about. Indeed, we look at the offender as a social
being, who lives in a society and because of that is subjected to social forces.
In addition to being a willful act of an individual with a specific psychologi-
cal makeup, crime is an expression of social factors, at times a reaction to
social frustrations.  Because of this, our holistic approach to profiling includes
historical, social, and psychological underpinnings.  

We believe that profiling is a common practice in all human interactions
and has been present throughout the history of humankind. However, in the
context of this book, we attempt to identify specific types of individuals who
tend to commit a specific crime. Therefore, we focus our attention on the
various personality traits and personality patterns and look at their interplay
in the formation of a criminal predisposition. We briefly report the efforts of
eminent past and present psychiatric, psychological, and criminological
scholars, those who have formulated various criminal typologies. These
typologies have been found to be useful in the composition of a profile, and
actually laid the foundations for present-day profiling.  

We have illustrated the most important theoretical approaches to the field
of profiling with the purpose of enlightening the reader on scholarly think-
ing in more recent years.  We present what we believe to be constructive crit-
icism and have expounded at length on the theory of Crime Action Analysis.
However, we recognize that all the methods presented are based on assump-
tions, data collections and databases, quantification and statistics, and the
development of pertinent diagrams. These diagrams, derived from various
crime scene settings, are designed to distinguish common offender traits
from more specific traits or patterns that are at the basis of the uniqueness of
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the offender. We believe that our holistic approach is more thorough, more
research-oriented, and more objective than others, even though some read-
ers may find it to be more complex.  

The book is divided into three parts. Part I presents historical views on
profiling; psychological factors in perpetrators of violent crimes; sociological
perspectives on the perpetrators of violent crimes; violent crimes and violent
criminals, with special reference to murder, multiple murders, rape, arson,
and burglary related to felonies. Part II discusses the crime scene and the
crime investigator. It includes a chapter on the staged crime scene.  After an
introductory chapter on profiling in general, Part III includes the main
approaches to profiling, with chapters on criminal investigative analysis;
investigative psychology; geographic profiling; and crime action analysis. In
the chapter on crime action analysis, the personalities of offenders are again
dealt with in regard to specific crimes. The book concludes with a summary
of this information and personal reflections on sociopsychological criminal
profiling.  

Obviously, much has been left out, because it would be impossible to
include all the work about the topic that has appeared in the past. We have
tried to be inclusive and objective as we have attempted to separate the
wheat from the chaff. We hope that we have been successful. 

G.B.P.
R.N.K.
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Part I

THE PSYCHOSOCIAL SUBSTRATE OF
CRIMINAL PROFILING

 





Chapter 1

PSYCHOLOGICAL PROFILING: ITS ORIGINS 

INTRODUCTION 

Offender profiling is the combination of sociological, psychiatric, psy-
chological, and criminological disciplinary knowledge in the analysis of

criminal behavior. Taking these elements into consideration, we have coined
the term sociopsychological criminal profiling, which, in our opinion, is
not a new form of profiling but reflects the various disciplines used in it.

PSYCHOLOGICAL TESTING

Psychological profiling is not totally the creation of present-day profilers.
It comes to us from the keen observation of literary scholars, the fantasy of
fiction writers, the early developments in the field of psychology with the
advent of psychological testing, and the vast research in psychology/psychi-
atry as applied to criminology. One may consider psychological testing to be
the forerunner of sociopsychological criminal profiling. 

Diagnostic psychological testing and attitudinal testing have been used for
many decades by psychologists and counselors and have been, and still are,
an adjunct to psychiatric examinations. Both testing procedures are helpful
in shedding light on the personalities and motivations of patients/clients, not
only in the diagnosis but also in the treatment of the person being tested.
Psychological testing is also used in the assessment of criminals for danger-
ousness and recidivism. The testing procedures aid in the assessment of
diverse variables related to the intellectual endowment, cognitive capacity,
affectivity, attitudes and criminal predisposition (e.g., to acting out, aggres-
sion, lying, etc.) of a given person. Usually, the collection of these data in
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