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	Objective



	Knowledge rating
	Independent Study
	Revised 
	Tested

	Offender profiling: the top-down approach, including organised and disorganised types of offender; the bottom-up approach, including investigative psychology; geographical profiling.

	

	Be able to clearly define Offender Profiling. 
	
	
	
	

	Outline and explain Top Down (US) approaches to profiling and application of general principles/constructing an FBI profile, e.g. Ted Bundy as an example of the typology approach.  Distinguish between organised and disorganised type of offender.
	
	
	
	

	Evaluate the Top Down (US) approach, Inc. research from Canter et al, Godwin (2002), Meketa (2017), Alison et al (2002), Mischel (1968). 
	
	
	
	

	Outline and explain the Bottom Up (UK) approach to profiling, investigative psychology and geographical profiling, e,g, Canter & Larkin (1993)’s Circle Theory.
	
	
	
	

	Evaluate the usefulness of offender profiling using research evidence, e.g. Canter & Heritage, (1990), Lunfdrigan & Canter (2001). Experimental research into profiling, e.g. Copson (1995) & Kocsis et al (2002). Including an understanding for discussion of the Rachel Nickell case. 
	
	
	
	

	Biological explanations of offender behaviour: a historical approach (atavistic form); genetics and neural explanations. 

	Outline and evaluate physiological theories -Lombroso’s (1876) atavistic form.  Hollin (1989) DeLisi (2012), including eugenic movements, & Goring (1913). 
	
	
	
	

	Describe and evaluate the role of twin and adoption studies for genetic explanations including research to support e.g.  Twin studies - Lange (1930) and Christiansen (1977). Adoption studies- Crowe (1972). 
	
	
	
	

	Describe and evaluate research into candidate genes (MAOA/CDH13) and the diathesis stress model under the genetic explanation - e.g. Tiihonen et al (2015) & Mednick, 1984. 
	
	
	
	

	Describe and evaluate neural explanations e.g. APD & Pre-frontal cortex e.g. Raine et al (2000), frontal lobe (Kandal & Freed, (1989) and the role of Mirror neurons e.g. Keysers et al (2011)
	
	
	
	

	Psychological explanations of offending behaviour: Eysenck’s theory of the criminal personality; cognitive explanations; level of moral reasoning and cognitive distortions, including hostile attribution bias and minimalisation; differential association theory; psychodynamic explanations. 

	Outline key features of Eysenck’s personality dimensions and the role of extraversion, neuroticism, inc. the role of psychoticism/PEN e.g. Eysneck & Eysneck (1977).
	
	
	
	

	Evaluate personality factors in explaining criminality, include research e.g.  Farrington et al. (1982),Digman’s (1990) Five Factor Model,  Bartol & Holanchock (1979). Including, methodological limitations of research e.g. correlational research/self-reports of the EPI (Mischel, 1988). 
	
	
	
	

	Outline the role of moral reasoning as proposed by Kohlberg, (1973) and the levels of moral reasoning effecting offending behaviour. 
	
	
	
	

	Outline the importance of cognitive distortions, including Hostile attribution bias (Schonenberg & Justye, 2014) and Minimilasation (Barbaree, 1991). 
	
	
	
	

	Evaluate Cognitive explanations of offending, (Palmer & Hollin, (1998), Gibb’s (1979), Thornton & Reid (1982), Krebs & Denton, 2005), Howitt & Sheldon (2007). 
	
	
	
	

	Outline and evaluate differential association theory inc, Sutherland (1939).
	
	
	
	

	Outline key features of psychodynamic explanation for offending behaviour, Inc. Inadequate super ego and Maternal deprivation (Bowlby, 1944) and 44 juvenile thieves. 
	
	
	
	

	Evaluate psychodynamic explanation for offending behaviour inc. methodological concerns e.g  Goreta (1991), Kochanska et al, 2001), Hoffman (1975), Lewis (1954). 
	
	
	
	

	Dealing with offending behaviour: the aims of custodial sentencing and the psychological effects of custodial sentencing. Recidivism. Behaviour modification in custody. Anger management and restorative justice programmes. 

	Outline and evaluate the aims and the psychological effects of custodial sentencing including research e.g Bartol (1995), Latessa and Lowenkamp (2006), Shirley (2019), 
	
	
	
	

	Outline the problems with recidivism and be able to have awareness of the Norwegian model as a comparison. (Yukhnenko et al, 2019)
	
	
	
	

	Describe the use and evaluate the effectiveness of behaviour modification in a custodial setting, inc. research e.g. Hobbs & Holt (1976), Bassett & Blanchard (1977)), Field et al (2004), Moya & Achtenberg (74).
	
	
	
	

	Describe the use and evaluate the effectiveness of anger management programmes, proposed by Novaco (1975). E.g. Keen et al (2000), Loza & Loza-Fanous (1999), Blackburn (1993) and Howells (2005). 
	
	
	
	

	Describe the use and evaluate the effectiveness of restorative justice programmes, e.g. Shapland et al, (2007), Wood & Suzuki (2016), Strang et al (2013), Gijseghem, (2003), Sen et al, 2018) . 
	
	
	
	



FORENSICS GLOSSARY

Crime
Official statistics
Victim survey
Offender survey
Offender profiling
The top-down approach 
Organised offender
Disorganised offender 
The bottom-up approach 
Investigative psychology
Geographical profiling 
Atavistic form
Genetics 
Neural explanation
The criminal personality
Levels of moral reasoning 
Cognitive distortions 
Hostile attribution bias
Minimalisation 
Differential association theory
Psychodynamic explanations
Custodial sentencing
Recidivism
Behaviour modification
Anger management
Restorative justice

