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The practice of crime linkage: A review of the
literature
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Birmingham, UK Crime linkage has been the subject of increasing attention
Correspondence in academic research. Research has found support for the
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Birmingham, Edgbaston, Birmingham, B15 which underpin crime linkage, but this does not provide
2TT, UK. direct evidence as to whether crime linkage is useful in prac-
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tice. This literature review draws together documentation

Funding information that refers to the practice of crime linkage, from assessing
Economic and Social Research Council
analysts' efficacy, to discussing the usage of computerised
tools to assist with the linkage process, to providing a com-
prehensive outline of the process itself. The implications of
the amount and type of information currently available are
discussed, including the variations in practice and terminol-
ogy that were explored. Avenues for future investigation
and the manner in which future research could be con-

ducted are set out in a research agenda.

KEYWORDS
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case analysis, crime linkage, linkage analysis, signature analysis

1 | INTRODUCTION

Crime linkage is the process of linking two or more crimes together on the basis of the crime scene behaviour
exhibited by an offender (Woodhams, Hollin, & Bull, 2007). With regard to academic research of this topic, the
theory of crime linkage has received an increasing amount of attention in the last decade. This research largely
focuses on testing the two fundamental assumptions of crime linkage: behavioural consistency and behavioural
distinctiveness (Bennell & Canter, 2002). An offender's behaviour must be similar enough that it can be recognised
across a series of offences and distinctive enough that it can be distinguished from other offenders' behaviour
(Woodhams & Bennell, 2014), in order for crime linkage to work effectively.

This is an open access article under the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution License, which permits use, distribution and
reproduction in any medium, provided the original work is properly cited.
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Crime linkage is currently used to inform police investigations of a range of crime types, in cases of sexual assault
and murder (see the Serious Crime Analysis Section; National Crime Agency, n.d.) and in a wider variety of crime
types according to police service priority, notably burglary, robbery, and car crime (Burrell & Bull, 2011). In some
countries, it is also used to support prosecutions in court (Labuschagne, 2006, 2012; Pakkanen, Santtila, & Bosco,
2014). Using offender behaviour to link crimes can be advantageous where more traditional linkage methods are
expensive and time-consuming (Pakkanen, Zappala, Grénroos, & Santtila, 2012), or where there is limited or no phys-
ical forensic evidence (Grubin, Kelly, & Brunsdon, 2001; Labuschagne, 2014).

Theoretical research has reflected the broad application of crime linkage, finding support for the principles of
behavioural consistency and distinctiveness in burglary (Bennell & Canter, 2002; Markson, Woodhams, & Bond,
2010), personal and commercial robbery (Burrell, Bull, & Bond, 2012; Woodhams & Toye, 2007), sexual assault
(Harbers, Deslauriers-Varin, Beauregard, & van der Kemp, 2012; Santtila, Junkkila, & Sandnabba, 2005; Woodhams &
Labuschagne, 2012), car theft (Davies, Tonkin, Bull, & Bond, 2012; Tonkin, Grant, & Bond, 2008), arson (Santtila,
Fritzon, & Tamelander, 2004), and homicide (Salfati & Bateman, 2005; Santtila et al., 2008). Support for these princi-
ples has also been found using samples containing several crime types (Tonkin & Woodhams, 2017), both unsolved
and solved offences (Woodhams & Labuschagne, 2012), one-off and a series of offences (Tonkin, Santtila, & Bull,
2012), and using different methodologies and data from different countries (Ellingwood, Mugford, Bennell, Melnyk, &
Fritzon, 2013; Tonkin et al., 2017). Although these empirical studies have found support for the theories of behav-
ioural consistency and distinctiveness, this is often caveated with the notion that these theories do not hold for all
offenders, and within all series, to the same extent (Woodhams & Labuschagne, 2012). Further observations have
been made that certain behaviours appear more (statistically) successful at linking crime series together than others.
For example, in studies of the principles underpinning crime linkage (rather than its practice), geographical and
temporal information results in statistical predictions of linkage that are more accurate (Tonkin, Woodhams, Bull,
Bond, & Palmer, 2011), as have behaviours over which offenders are thought to be able to exercise greater control
and which are less susceptible to situational influence (Grubin et al., 2001).

These findings from the academic literature have obvious implications for the practice of crime linkage; support
for the principles of crime linkage can give credence to the practice of crime linkage in general, and certain research
may be able to generate hypotheses about particular behaviours that would be more useful to crime analysts during
the crime linkage process than others. Indeed, importantly, not finding support for these principles would suggest
that such a practice would be ineffective, so the influence of these positive results cannot be understated. What this
research does not do, however, is assess how these results translate to the practice of crime linkage. As noted above,
crime linkage can be used in both an investigative context and a legal context. In terms of using crime linkage in a
legal context, standards of admissibility exist in some countries that need to be satisfied before crime linkage has the
potential to be used as evidence in those countries' courts. The practice of crime linkage, for example, needs to have
been subject to peer review and publication and be generally accepted in the appropriate scientific community (see
relevant court cases where these issues have been discussed; e.g., Daubert v. Merrell Dow Pharmaceuticals, Inc., 1993;
Her Majesty's Advocate v. Thomas Ross Young, 2013; State of New Jersey v. Fortin, 2000). These issues, though, pertain
more to the subsequent use of crime linkage evidence after it has been conducted, rather than the practice of linking
itself. Crime linkage as used in an evidentiary context, therefore, is not the subject of this review; rather, its focus is
on crime linkage conducted in an investigative context.

When used as an investigative tool, the potential ramifications of inefficient or erroneous crime linkage could be
severe. This consideration is especially important given that crime linkage is used in this capacity across many differ-
ent policing contexts and across different continents, including countries in Europe (Rainbow, 2014), North America
(Hazelwood & Warren, 2004), and Africa (Labuschagne, 2006). Inaccurate linkage predictions may hinder, rather than
help, an investigation, including the inappropriate allocation of law enforcement resources and, in the case of incor-
rectly identifying several cases as linked, generating unwarranted media interest and unnecessary public anxiety
(Grubin et al.,, 2001). With these considerations in mind, academic research needs to focus, not just on the theoreti-

cal underpinnings of crime linkage but also on the practice of crime linkage itself. Despite what are pressing research
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considerations in this area and the use of crime linkage across the world, there has not, to date, been a review of the

literature on the practice of crime linkage. This article, therefore, aimed to draw this literature together.

2 | METHOD

The term “crime linkage” in this article was used as a blanket term for all types of behavioural crime linking, but
it must be recognised that variations in the practice of crime linkage are distinguished through the use of dis-
tinct terminology in practical settings. In the United Kingdom, for example, a distinction has been made between
comparative case analysis (CCA) and case linkage analysis (CLA; Rainbow, 2014). This distinction denotes searching
through a database for crimes that share distinctive behavioural similarities (CCA), as opposed to offering an opinion
as to whether a number of offences presented to an analyst as a possible series are, in fact, linked (CLA). The former
tends to be conducted by Serious Crime Analysis Section, whereas the latter is conducted by the United Kingdom's
behavioural investigative advisers (BIAs). Woodhams, Bull, and Hollin (2007) also made the distinction between
reactive CCA (searching for potential links to cases on a database of offences using an index offence/series as
a reference point) and proactive CCA (searching for potential links between offences without starting with an
index offence/series). For the sake of clarity, any reference to CCA in this paper refers to reactive CCA unless
otherwise specified.

These differences must be borne in mind when considering the practice of crime linkage, and, as such, all termi-
nologies used in research and practice were incorporated into the search process. The academic literature discussed
in this article was searched using PsycINFO (from 1806 to February 2018) and Westlaw UK (searches run on
5 March 2018; cases and legislation excluded). The following keywords were used in separate searches in order to
find relevant, peer-reviewed material written in English (in several instances, multiple keywords were combined in
the same search as indicated below, and due to the volume of Westlaw UK search results, these queries were fur-
ther refined using more stringent combinations of keywords): “crime analyst”; “crime linkage”; “case linkage”;
“crime” & “case analysis”; “crime” & “linking”; “crime” & “linkage analysis”; “comparative case analysis”; “behavio(u)ral
investigative advice.”

Searches were also conducted using Google Scholar, and reference lists of pertinent documents were searched
for any further relevant material. Any document was considered relevant if it pertained to behavioural crime linkage
(using behaviour demonstrated at a crime scene in order to make inferences about whether or not two or more
crimes may have been committed by the same offender) and if it referenced the practice of crime linkage
(as opposed to evaluating the theoretical underpinnings of crime linkage). Any literature reviews pertaining to the
practice of crime linkage were also included. Differences in terminology are returned to in Section 3.

All articles were assessed for relevance; only publications where the practice of crime linkage was the main focus
were included in this review. The following sorts of documents were not included in the review: the use of crime
linkage in court, such as studies of the reception of crime linkage evidence by juries (e.g., Charron & Woodhams,
2010; Fawcett & Clark, 2015); investigations of the justification of claims made about links by practitioners (Almond,
Alison, & Porter, 2007); and descriptions of how the assumptions of crime linkage might be considered by an analyst
when conducting linkage and how these assumptions would need to be considered in terms of the benefits and risks
of crime linkage (Alison, Goodwill, & Alison, 2005). The reliability of linkage is also questioned in some literature
including, as noted above, its lack of acceptability as legal evidence given its failure to meet the Daubert criteria for
admissible expert evidence (Ormerod & Sturman, 2005), but as noted above, this was not considered the primary
purpose of this review. Many of these references to the practice of crime linkage are secondary considerations in
research concerned with the theoretical principles, as opposed to being considerations in their own right. Where the
practice of crime linkage was mentioned in passing or as part of another discussion, articles were excluded. This
necessitated exclusion of many practitioner documents found (such as the Practice Advice on Core Investigative

Doctrine, the Guidance on Major Incident Room Standardised Administrative Procedures, and the Murder Investigation
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Manual; Association of Chief Police Officers [ACPO], 2005a, 2005b, 2006, respectively), whose focus, although
mentioning the utility of crime linkage in passing, was not exclusively that of linking crimes. Finally, one study was
considered for inclusion because of its investigation into whether one of the linking methods used by practitioners is
effective (Schlesinger, Kassen, Mesa, & Pinizzotto, 2010) but was excluded on the basis that it examined the theory
of consistency in ritual behaviours, as opposed to whether these behaviours are operationally useful.

The search process, including the inclusion and exclusion criteria and the number of results returned at each
stage, can be seen in Figure 1. At the end of this process, 30 documents remained, all of which were reviewed (see
Table 1 for details of these papers).

3 | RESULTS

In comparison with the volume of literature investigating the theoretical principles of crime linkage, the number of
documents focusing on the practice of crime linkage is much smaller. These articles have been summarised and are

FIGURE 1 The search process



173

WILEY

DAVIES axo WOODHAMS

(senunuo))

sBuipui Jua3ay ‘ysnoy |
JuaIn) :siapuajjo |puas ul Jaideyd yoog

S22U319§
21SU2104 JO [pUINOf U] 3|13IE [euINOf

J10IADYag
JU3JOIA pub UOISSaIBBY ul 9[d1ue |eunor

u13ajjng 3uawa2ojug M7 Ul S|d13Je [euinof

Sawi)
JU3J0IA BulAJissp|D pub BuilpBiisaAu|
104 Wa1SAS pIppupis Y/ :[DNUDIA

uo1pPIIISSD|D) awi) 3y} ul Jaydeyd yoog

uopejgnd Joj parwigng
Budljod Ul 3|d13Je [euinop

Uo[IDBI3SaAU| JUaPIdU JOfDIA pUD
apIdIWIOH Jo [buinof ay Ui djdle [eusnor

Ajsianiun Aauung :un youeasal
3uljyoud uspuayyo ayz Aq paonpoud Juoday

JUIWBDUD A %9 90UBIIS 221jod
JO [puinor [puoiIbUIIU Ul 3]DI}e [EUINO[

JoiAbyag
pup 3213sN[ [bUIWILID U] S]213J€ [eulnof

MDT %9 2wl ‘ABojoydAsd ul d)dI1e [euinof

uonedignd jo uoned’o

s93e1S payun

$93835 payun

$93e3S PaHUN

593835 PaHUN

$93e3S PapuN

wop8ury payun

wop3ury pajun

wop3ury pajun

wop3ury pajun

wop8ury payun

epeued

epeue)

uisiio Jo Aluno)

ainjeusdis
pue |pupiado snpow Yy3noay3 sased

3upjuI] :J9puaYo (eSS Byl JO uolednsaAu|
sas5ed

pa1ejaJ [BISASS JO Hodal V :siapinwl aunjeusdis
QWD [BNX3S |l Ul aunjeusis

pue ‘lemu ‘ipuesado snpoj :SisAjeue agexur]
3uidejs pue ‘ainjeudis

‘Ipupiado snpojy :SISAjeue aua2s SWLID JUS|OIA

WD JUS|OIA

J0 s1oadse aunjeusis ay} pue Ipuesado snpoj
wnigjag ul 8ulpod (SY1DIA)
WJSAG SISA[euy a3exul] swidD) JUS|OIA

33 Jo Ajljigel|ad Jajessiul Sy} JO 159}

S90UDY0 (L3S Supjur]

;1asIApe aA11ESIISOAUI [enolAeYaq
© WOJ) 9DUE]SISSE 23S 0} 359q } S| USUYAA

3uljyoud uspuayjo 03 yoeoidde 390e) v

SisAjeue
952 9AIjeledwod JO s9dUBLIAAXD pue SMIIA
\SISAjeue swiLd Jo uoljeuiwexs Ateuiwipad v
epuage Yd4easal pue MaIAJ |ed13LID
V :SWa)sAs a3exul| awLd pasandwo)
|opow uoissaidal
2135130| e pue ‘sjeuolssajoud adi1jod ‘syuspnis
AjIs19A1UN JO 9duewload ay3 Suedwo)
:Alej3unq |el1as Jo sased ul sisAjeue agexur]

aweu uopesiiqnd

MaJAS1 34} Ul PAPNDUI SJUSWINJOP 3Y3 Jo sjielod T 318V L

(e0002) [2dda)

(S66T) [odday

(#00¢) UsiepA pue poom|azeH

(266T) uuniy pue sejgnog

(9002) se|3noQ pue sej3noq
(6102)

SWEeYpPOOAA pue ‘@iw| ‘saineq

(#66T) >ol1ed pue yied

(2T0Z) UMmoug pue 3j0D

(T66T) '|e 3 423ue)

(TT02) IIng pue |jp1ung

(¢T02) "B 3@ |]2UUag

(0T0C) sauJeg pue ‘JojAe|
“Joous ‘playwioolg ‘|jpuuag

a3ep uonedignd pue (s)Jioyny



DAVIES anxo WOODHAMS

7 | WILEY

(senunuo))

2213sN[ [pUILLD)
pup ABojouiwiLi) Jo pbipadojpAdug ul Aijug

UOI3DBIISaAU| JUBPIDU| JOfb) pUD
3pIdIWOH JO [buinor ayj Ul S[d134e jeulnof

3013004d pup ‘Y2pasal
‘A10ay] :aBoyur awD ui Jaydeyd joog

Buljjoud sapuajjo pup ABojoydAsq
2AIIDBIISaAU JO [DUINO[ Ul B]D1E [eudnof

92139D.d pub ‘Y2IDasay
‘A10ay | :a8px)uIT awili) ul J23deyd yoog

ABojoyaAsd |puiwii)
pub 22104 J0 [buinof ul 3|d11e [eusnor

20110D1d pub ‘Yoipasay
‘A10ay | :a8pb)uIT 2wl ul J23deyd yoog

20130014
pup A10ay] :SiapuajjO |plias ul Ja3deyd yoog

Buljjoud sapuajjo pupb ABojoyoAsq
2A1IDBIISaAU| Jo [puInOf Ul SD13Je |eusnof

Buijjoud sapuajjo pupb ABojoyoAsq
2A1IDBIISaAU| JO buINO[ Ul 3|D13Ie [eudnof

>oog

$22U319§ 2ISUJ04 JO |bUINO[ UL 3|213Je [eulnof

uonedijgnd Jo uoned0T

wopsuly pajun

wopsuly pajun

wopsuly pajun

puejuiy

epeue)

epeued

edLYY YInos

edLyY YInos

CaTTATIL TS

s93e3S pajuN

$93e3S pajuN

$91e15 pajun
uiSiio Jo A1uno)

S2IApE SAIRESIISIAUI [BINOIABYSY

MBIIA Asesodwiajuod
V :921ApE 9A1e311S9AUI [elnolAeYySg

ysJeasal pue
‘ao130eud ‘A1oay] :dAI3dadsIad sJsuoiioerd

sapIdIwoy Jo ydJeasal
Supjul WD Ul Ajejiwis jeinolneysq
JO $9]BWI3SS UO Selq SUIpod JO $309)3 Y|

S9NSS| PAA|0SaIUN pue 33pajMmou]
JUa.IND) :UOIIBW.IO)UI [eINOIABYSq Suishn
SawILID Yul| 03 sa3pn[ uewny Jo Ajljige syl

Hodau swid
(SVIDIA) WaIsAS sisAjeuy agexul] awilD
JU3JOIA 33 Jo Ajjiqel|al ay3 Buljesisanu]
s|eLi} aduayjo
|ELISS Ul 92UDPIAS SISA|eue a3exul| Jo asn ay |

S9DUDYJO [B1IS
Ul |eLI9]BW [BIJUSPIAS pUE |00} dAIFESIISOAUI
ue se sisAjeue agexul| e Jo asn ay|
e211Jy YInog ‘Jasspinwi
|elI3S 3]1SEIMIN Y3 JO UOIIDIAUOD
33 uo sisAjeue a3eul| e Jo asn ay|
siapnw [2deydauymM T68T-888T
3y} 4O sIsAjeue aunjeudis pue jpuviado
snpow Y :siapinw saddiy ay3 doer ayl
SJ3||1Y 4O S213S1IS30eIEYD D4njeusis pue
Ipuesado snpow S| SISA[eUY/ :92US|OIA [elIdS
S9SED BIqWIN|OD) Ysilig “oouquesd)
86T Y3 Jo Hodau v :suspanwi aunjeusis

aweu uonedlqng

(#T0Z) ‘e 32 moquiey

(6002) Aloga19) pue moquiey

(#T0Z) Moquiey

(€T0Z) '|e 32 usuexpied

(#T0T) neauiel pue pJos3niy

(800¢) A210D pue neauipeln

(#T0OZ) 3useyosnqge]

(¢T02) 3udeyosnqge]

(9002) auseyosnqen

(5007) 'le 1@ [odday

(800¢) saua1g pue [adda

(90002) [odday
ajep uonedijqnd pue (s)ioyiny

(penuuod) T 374V1



175

WILEY

DAVIES axo WOODHAMS

JUWIBDUDI X 22U3IDS 301[0d
JO [puinor |puoIILUIRIU| Ul SJDIYE [EUINO[

201300.1d
pup ‘Yoipasay ‘Aloay] [puoiipuiaiu|

:Buljjoid [puiwi) ui Ja3deyd yoog
SISA|ipuy
30U3pPIAT [DIOIADYag 03 U0I3oNpo.ju|

uy :Buijoid [puiin) ui sa1deyd xoog
ABojopoyia
pup “AqipijpA [p2180j023 “AYljiqosijpIauaD)
:2BDyuI7 950D [DINOIADYDE :UOI}eIIISSIP

|es0300p paysiigndun ui Jaydeyd)
Joinbyag

pup 2213SN[ [pUIWLI) Ul |d1Ie [eusnof

MD7 R W) ‘ABojoydAsd ul dd13ae |eusnof

uonesijqnd jo uonesot

ueder

wopsuly pajun

$31e15 pajiun

wop3uly payun

epeue)

puejul4

uisuio Jo A1uno)

uedef uj Suljyoad Japuayjo Jo ad13oeld

J2PUDJJO dwes Y3
AQ paRIWwWod sawd SulAjipuap| :a8exul| ased

aunjeudis
pue Ipueado snpow JapusyQ :98exul| ased)

S213513€3S pUE ‘s)sAjeue

WL ‘spuUapnI§ :a8e|ul| ased [ednoiaeyaq
AM|iqel]24 J93eLIDUl JO 159)

V :WJSAG SisAjeuy aSexur] awD) JUS|OIA YL

S9119S SWLID Jed Jo
3upjuil Y3 ut Supjew uoiIsIPap pue asijuadx]

aweu uopesliqnd

(£707) '[e 39 BIONOA

(£002)
Ul||OH pUe ‘||ng ‘SWeypoopA

(TTOZ) Uewaal4 pue ASAIN|

(¢102) UpuoL

(¢T02) 'Ie 32 oous

(002) usuexyeH
pue ‘ejadioy| ‘e|i}pues

9)ep uonedijgnd pue (s)oyiny

(penunuod) T 374V1



176 DAVIES WOODHAMS
7 | WILEY

presented in Table 2. Section 3 has been organised according to the following four broad themes represented in the
documents in the review: (a) the process of crime linkage; (b) the accuracy of decision making and factors affecting
accuracy; (c) the use of computerised databases in crime linkage; and (d) suggestions for research based on practi-
tioners' experience.

From the literature reviewed, it is clear that there is not one universal approach or methodology followed when
conducting crime linkage. As noted above, rather than “crime linkage” representing one process, it is an umbrella
term under which a number of different approaches to the practice are subsumed. Within each approach, however,
there also seems to be a number of different methodologies used to link crimes. For the sake of clarity, this review
has made the explicit distinction between “approach” and “methodology.” Here, the word approach has been used to
describe the context in which links are searched for: using a database to search for potential links versus assessing
the likelihood of series membership within a prescribed group of offences, for instance. In this way, CCA and CLA
are different approaches to conducting crime linkage. The methodology used to conduct crime linkage can also differ;
searching for links on the basis of similarity at the individual behavioural level or at the level of themes of behaviour,
for example, are different methods for identifying links between crimes, but both of these methodologies could be
adopted by practitioners of either approach.

3.1 | The process of crime linkage

Most of the sources identified from the systematic search that were concerned with explaining the process of crime
linkage are focused on CLA (as opposed to other approaches to crime linkage). As noted above, CLA is concerned
with obtaining an expert's opinion as to the likelihood of a set of crimes (or some crimes within the set) being a linked
series, where the police already suspect that they may have been committed by the same offender. The methods of
conducting CLA, however, do differ and are described using a number of different terms: “signature analysis”
(Keppel, 2000a; Keppel & Birnes, 2008); “linkage analysis” (Hazelwood & Warren, 2004); “dimensional behavioural
linking”; and “multivariate behavioural linking” (Winter et al., 2013). There is less information on the methodologies
used when conducting CCA, although some information about this crime linkage approach is detailed in the litera-
ture. It is worth noting that many of the publications reviewed here are written by practitioners or ex-practitioners
(e.g., Hazelwood & Warren, 2004; Rainbow, 2014).

The earliest research on this topic comes from the United States and relates to the Federal Bureau of Investiga-
tion's method of conducting CLA. Keppel (2000a), for example, explored the history of the investigative use of modus
operandi (MO) in the context of linking crimes, the use of what they deem to be an offender's MO and signature
behaviour, and crucially, the conducting of what is termed a “signature analysis” in order to assess whether crimes
ought to be considered linked. It is posited that an offender's MO is “the way a particular criminal operates” (Keppel,
20003, p. 124) and consists of behaviours that are subject to change due to an offender learning and subsequently
adapting their behaviour. The signature (sometimes called the trademark; Keppel, 1995), on the other hand, is a
collection of behaviours that (a) demonstrates the offender's “personal expression” (Keppel, 2000a, p. 125);
(b) constitutes a number of unnecessary behaviours that go beyond the criminal act itself; (c) may incorporate the
unusual; and (d) is indicative of an attempt on the part of the offender to satisfy inner fantasies. Furthermore,
although the signature may evolve, it is generally consistent; “The ritual may evolve, but the theme persists” (Keppel,
20003, p. 132). It is this signature that is used in order to conduct a signature analysis; the crimes suggested to be
linked are assessed in order to consider whether they contain the same “signature,” the same set of behaviours
indicative of an offender's inner desires. Keppel (1995, 2000a) has described a number of case studies in order to
demonstrate the identification of a signature during CLA, including one in Canada (Keppel, 2000b), looking for the
same underlying theme while also accounting for an offender's escalation, which could result in the evolution of the
specific signature behaviours.

The next methodology to be described in the U.S. literature by the Federal Bureau of Investigation is termed
“linkage analysis” (Hazelwood & Warren, 2004). As in Keppel's work, Hazelwood and Warren (2004) explained that
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MO behaviours are the behaviours necessary to commit the crime and noted that learning, confidence, and situation
can all change an offender's MO, although they do suggest that successful MO behaviours are likely to remain con-
sistent. Hazelwood and Warren also introduced the concept of ritualistic behaviours, which, similar to the concept of
Keppel's signature behaviours, denote the internal psychology of an offender, born of their motivation and sexual
fantasy. These behaviours are deemed to be symbolic and highly individual to the offender and, contrary to what has
been previously suggested, are said to be subject to change via escalation, which occurs through an offender refining
the acting out of fantasies, or through the addition of new behaviours that the offender unexpectedly found to be
satisfying (e.g., sexually arousing) in prior offences. Importantly for this method of conducting CLA, Hazelwood and
Warren explained that the signature is a unique combination of both MO and ritualistic behaviours, rather than only
ritualistic behaviours. In the search for a signature, they outline a number of observations; it is likely more MO than
ritual behaviours will be observable; a ritual may not always be present in all crimes across a series; ritual behaviours
may be mistaken for MO behaviours; some behaviour may be both MO and ritual; it may not be possible to recog-
nise ritual behaviours; and, if the crime is impulsive, a ritual may not exist at all. In order to assess whether a signa-
ture exists, a number of steps are outlined that are designed to assess how likely it is that a series of offences have
been committed by the same offender. First, as much information as possible about the crimes is gathered, followed
by a review of all of the information to identify the significant features of each crime. These features are classified as
either MO or ritual, before being compared across the series in order to determine whether a signature exists.
Finally, a report of the process is written detailing the conclusions of the analysis. Hazelwood and Warren also used
a case study to illustrate how such linkage analysis is conducted. They further note the importance of recognising
any dissimilar features between cases to assess whether they can be explained on the basis of the context of the
crimes. They acknowledge there may be features within cases that may not be easily identifiable as either ritual or
MO; for instance, the disposal location of a body may result from the offender deliberately placing it there, or the
victim running from the offender to said location; equally, a behaviour may function as both an MO and a ritual
behaviour.

As in the articles already outlined, Douglas and Munn (1992) also stressed the importance of both the MO and
signature for crime linkage. They also make the important point that an offender's MO may be subject to change,
not just because of offender learning but also because of the effect a victim's reaction may have on the offender's
subsequent actions. MO may also be subject to change due to destabilising factors affecting the offender, such as
increased alcohol use (Turvey & Freeman, 2011). Douglas and Munn, as in Keppel's work, suggested that the signa-
ture never changes but instead evolves, although as in Hazelwood and Warren's (2004) article, they posited that it
may not always be present due to interruptions or other external influences. Douglas and Douglas (2006) gave exam-
ples of how linkage analysis may apply to serial murder, serial rape, arson, and terrorist offences. (Keppel predomi-
nately writes about murder and sex offences.) One further consideration made by Douglas and Munn is the notion
of staging, that either an offender or those close to the victim may alter the crime scene, either for the purposes of
misleading the investigation or to give the victim dignity in death. In either event, these authors caution that any
staging can act as a confound when attempting to link offender behaviour.

A similar methodology to that outlined in the U.S. literature—also termed “linkage analysis"—is used in
South Africa, as explained by Labuschagne (2012), the then Head of the Investigative Psychology Unit of the
South African Police Service and a clinical psychologist. Labuschagne described the steps of linkage analysis as
starting with those outlined in Hazelwood and Warren's (2004) article and added that geographical behaviour should
be considered (i.e., considering the geographical proximity of crime scenes). Labuschagne proposed that the benefit
of using this linkage analysis, as opposed to a signature analysis, is that it is not reliant on the presence of unneces-
sary behaviours and can be conducted using MO behaviours. This means, as Labuschagne pointed out, that it has the
advantage of being able to link crimes on the basis of unusual or uniqgue combinations of MO behaviours. Again,
Labuschagne used a number of case studies in order to demonstrate the method of linkage analysis, looking at both
the manner and the circumstances of the crimes, in order to determine the signature observable across the offences
(Labuschagne, 2006, 2012, 2014).
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CLA has also been written about by the BIAs working in the United Kingdom. Some of these publications discuss
in broad terms the role of the BIAs, highlighting that it is part their remit to provide advice as to whether cases may
be linked or not (Rainbow & Gregory, 2009; which is reproduced in Rainbow, Almond, & Alison, 2011; the
2009 article has been reviewed here) and that the data held in the Violent Crime Linkage Analysis System
(ViCLAS; a computer database used for the collation of information used to link violent crimes; Collins, Johnson,
Choy, Davidson, & MacKay, 1998) can be used to guide a BIA's decision making or to produce statistics to
demonstrate to the investigative team the rarity of individual behaviours or combinations of behaviours (Cole &
Brown, 2012; Rainbow, Gregory, & Alison, 2014). Other articles from the United Kingdom's BlAs address the
process of CLA in more detail; Rainbow (2014), for example, identified two specific methods used during the
U.K. CLA process. The first is “dimensional behavioural linking,” assessing whether several of the behaviours
exhibited are demonstrative of an underlying theme, in order to assess consistency of this theme, rather than
the specific behaviours themselves. The second is “multivariate behavioural linkage,” using databases of behaviours
to establish the commonality of one or more specific behaviours in combination, and thus their utility in linking
crimes. Similar database usage has been highlighted by Keppel (2000b), noting that searches can be run on the
Homicide Investigation Tracking System (a Washington database of sexual assaults and murders) to determine
behaviour frequency. Godwin (2000) also highlighted similar decision support systems designed to help police with
the linkage process, often based on ANACAPA,; “a tabulation process whereby all information considered relevant to
an inquiry can be collated in chart form” (p. 183). Finally, Craik and Patrick (1994)—two detective superintendents
within the Metropolitan Police Service in the United Kingdom—discussed, in the absence of computerised databases,
the benefits of creating matrices to better visualise similar behaviour across offences and more easily suggest
whether they are linked.

Most recently, Yokota et al. (2017) have described how CLA is conducted in Japan. They identified
280 investigated cases (primarily sexual assaults, thefts, robberies, and arsons); in 210 of these cases, crime link-
age had been used. Yokota et al. described four methods of crime linkage used in these cases. First, in 84% of
cases, behavioural case analysis was conducted, linking crimes on the basis of offence characteristics. Second,
visual information including offender description was used in 68% of cases. Third, 5% of cases were linked using
distinctive behaviour across the crime series; and fourth, 4% of links were made on the basis of multi-
dimensional scaling or cluster analysis of offence characteristics. It is important to note that the manner in
which crime linkage is conducted in Japan is not explicitly outlined, although mention of the consistency and
distinctiveness of offence characteristics suggests the approach is equivalent to what has been outlined here as
CLA. Further publications that provide more detail about the different linking methods outlined in this work
(such as what constitutes “offence characteristics”) would benefit the field. Because of these omissions, it is cur-
rently difficult to ascertain the exact differences between each method; it is not clear, for example, the difference
between methods 1 and 4, other than the use of statistics in method 4. Further, although “visual information” is
something analysts may consider during the linkage process, by themselves they do not constitute offender
behaviour.

In terms of CCA, there is much less information about the methodologies used. Burrell and Bull (2011) con-
ducted a survey of 18 crime analysts working in two U.K. police services in order to gain an insight into their
experiences of the practice of CCA. A 23-question survey was developed using the first author's practical expe-
rience of working with crime analysts, and the theoretical literature available at the time. This study was useful
in that it addressed specific considerations in the linking process—questions of why and how CCA is
conducted—as well as particular evidence for and benefits and challenges to CCA. Interestingly, during the inter-
views, participants did distinguish between proactive and reactive CCA, although the effect on the linkage pro-
cess of conducting one instead of the other was not detailed. CCA was conducted by either identifying all of
the offences that a known offender has committed or identifying different series within a particular offence
type. Analysts stated that CCA was conducted on a range of offences, including rape, murder, burglary, robbery,

and car crime, although it was noted that they did not tend to specialise in conducting CCA on a single crime
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type. Analysts said CCA took from as little as 20 to 30 min to as long as several weeks to complete. The typical pro-
cess was described as first retrieving data from relevant police databases and then constructing a matrix of factors
used to link crimes in order to assess similarity visually across offences. A range of behavioural, temporal, and spatial
factors were used to link offences, including the use of a weapon, time and day of the week, and offence location.
The potential unreliability of information was highlighted as an issue with regard to conducting linkage, for instance,
offender ethnicity being unreliable because of the precautions offenders took to obscure their faces. Analysts also
noted data quality in general as a barrier to conducting efficient CCA: having to source additional information
because of missing data, for instance, making the process of CCA longer. Once links were suggested, they were
assessed as to their strengths and weaknesses, with some analysts suggesting they would be inclined to include both
strong and tentative links in their reports to officers (provided they were highlighted as such).

Woodhams, Bull, and Hollin (2007) documented the steps of reactive CCA, on the basis of the first author's
experience of working as a crime analyst in the United Kingdom, and provided a valuable guide as to what
could be considered a general, “standard” approach to conducting CCA. First, all of the available documentation is
requested and read, before constructing a list of behaviours shown in the index offence/series (as above, the index
offence/series is the term given to the crime[s] to which links may subsequently be made). Analysts then search for
crimes with similar behaviour, constructing lists of behaviours for other potentially similar offences. Once this has
been done, they then consider (a) the similarities and dissimilarities between the index offence/series and (b) the
rarity of any similar behaviours, thereby weighting them. Finally, a report is written for the police or Crown Prosecu-

tion Service, detailing the analyst's findings (Woodhams, Bull, & Hollin, 2007).

3.2 | The process of crime linkage—section summary

From looking at this research, it is clear that, although the approach to conducting crime linkage may remain broadly
the same, the method used to conduct crime linkage can vary widely. The benefit of much of this literature is that it
is written by current or ex-practitioners of CLA and CCA. The CLA literature includes case studies of conducting sig-
nature analysis using publicly available information about infamous cases, such as Jack the Ripper (Keppel, Weis,
Brown, & Welch, 2005), or on cases on which the author worked first hand (Labuschagne, 2012). The benefit of
using case studies is that the author is able to provide a great deal of detail about how crime linkage was conducted
in that particular instance. The downside is that because of idiosyncrasies within any one case (or particular experi-
ence one practitioner brought to that case), the method used to link crimes in one instance may not be applicable to
others. In contrast, in the CCA literature, generalised methods are described in one article. Although this means the
specific behaviours with which offences are considered potentially linked are absent from the article, the benefit of
considering a standardised method of conducting CCA means the effects that any idiosyncrasies may have on the
linkage process are eliminated. Detailing the standardised method to linkage also circumvents the notion that the
case studies have been chosen as examples of conducting linkage precisely because (a) they are particularly recep-
tive to the practice of crime linkage or (b) they were particularly unusual or difficult to solve. The consequence of
the former point is that these cases are not likely to display any common difficulties normally encountered during
the linkage process. The consequence of the latter is that, although it would explain why practitioners were asked to
consult on the cases, it would also mean the manner in which these cases are treated are likely to be different to
how other, more typical cases would be subject to the linkage process. In either event, some of the potential issues
that relying on case studies may cause are demonstrated here. A combination of both techniques—for example, a
general description followed by a case study—may be a way of best describing the different linkage processes. What
is also important to highlight here is that most articles are written using examples of specific crimes types, and there
is currently no research that looks at whether the process of linking crimes for one crime type may be effectively

transferred to linking crimes of other types.
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3.3 | Accuracy of decision making and factors affecting accuracy

The accuracy of crime linkage decisions is a topic that has been subject to previous review (Mugford & Martineau,
2014), in particular looking at human efficacy of conducting crime linkage, the effect of experience on this practice,
and the manner in which linking decisions are made. Previous research has used a number of different participant
groups, including law enforcement personnel, lay-people, and even mathematical models, to investigate crime linkage
accuracy. In terms of the accuracy of law enforcement personnel, Canter et al. (1991) investigated the accuracy of
32 U.K. police detectives' linkage decisions regarding a series of sexual assaults. Most of the officers performed at a
chance level of accuracy, although there was a significant between-participant variation in linkage accuracy. Perfor-
mance below chance level was attributed to the difficulty with choosing aspects of behaviour relevant to the linkage
task, and considering and combining the amount of information available in order to assess whether cases are linked
(Canter et al., 1991). More recently, Yokota et al. (2017) investigated the number of times 156 police professionals
used crime linkage, and in how many of the instances the decisions made were correct or not. Links were incorrectly
made in 15% of cases, on the basis of participants making links to crimes committed by another offender, and in
52% of cases, potential links had failed to be confirmed. The authors themselves recognised that it was likely many
of these were unconfirmed, not because of the inaccuracy of the link, but simply because of the difficulty of con-
firming some links without other evidence (such as DNA or offender confession).

Although it is important to understand the decisions made by law enforcement personnel as to what increases
accuracy, it is equally important to understand whether decisions that increase accuracy are attributable to the
expertise of the participant. In other words, the question is whether law enforcement personnel, in comparison with
lay-people, should be more accurate, on the basis of their general experience of crime, crime series, and potential
training received. Studies testing this notion have typically compared law enforcement groups with experience of
conducting crime linkage with non-law enforcement groups with no such experience, or compared different law
enforcement groups with varying degrees of linkage expertise. Santtila, Korpela, and Hakkanen (2004) investigated
whether greater linking accuracy would be demonstrated by experienced car crime investigators compared with
experienced investigators of other crime types, inexperienced investigators, and “naive” participants (or lay-people).
They also recorded the type of information participants used in order to make their linkage decisions, and they
assessed whether this information was actually useful in linking crimes in terms of being associated with greater
accuracy. Thirty-three participants were asked to complete a linking task pertaining to several car thefts during
which they articulated their thought process to the researchers. They were also subsequently interviewed to
describe the linkage process. In terms of performance, the naive participants performed significantly worse than all
other groups, and although there was no significant difference between the different types of investigators, the
mean linkage accuracy was highest in the experienced car crime investigators group.

In order to further assess the notion of expertise as an influence on crime linkage accuracy, studies have also
introduced an element of training to certain participant groups in order to test whether this training (designed to
introduce an element of expertise) affects linkage accuracy. Bennell et al. (2010) investigated whether differences
existed in linkage accuracy of burglary offences between groups of students, police professionals, and a com-
puterised statistical model of linkage, with half of all participants receiving training. Perhaps surprisingly, all of the
untrained participants performed significantly better than chance; however, there were differences between the dif-
ferent participant groups. The students significantly outperformed the police professionals, and the participants who
received training outperformed those who did not. The students placed greater emphasis in their decision making on
geographical information about the crimes, and there was a strong trend that trained participants also placed greater
reliance on the same information.

More recently, Tonkin (2012) recruited 37 crime analysts with specific experience of crime linkage and 100 stu-
dents and asked them to link a number of crimes. Participants were randomly assigned to groups linking either resi-
dential burglaries or commercial robberies, and to groups receiving either training similar to that in previous research

(Bennell et al., 2010) or no training. With regard to the commercial robbery condition, the analysts performed
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significantly better than did the students. For the residential burglary condition, however, there was no significant
effect of training or experience on performance. Instead, training was associated with increased accuracy by the stu-
dents but decreased accuracy by the analysts. When looking at the information used by participants, the analysts
relied more on the map provided, and those with training relied more on intercrime distance. Some of these results
contradict previous research, and it seems as though participants were able to identify more effective strategies for
linking in Tonkin's study. This may be explained by the fact that participants had more relevant experience of con-
ducting linkage, and specifically of conducting linkage with the crime type used in the study, than had participants in
previous research.

As mentioned above, comparisons have been made between the accuracy of humans and computerised statisti-
cal models. Bennell et al. (2010) found that their statistical model significantly outperformed all human participants
in terms of linkage accuracy. Conversely, Tonkin (2012) found that the analysts outperformed the regression models
in the commercial robbery condition, and that there was no significant difference in accuracy between the regression
models and the student sample. The regression models outperformed both the students and the analysts in the resi-
dential burglary condition. The variation between the analysts' performance in the robbery conditions compared with
the statistical models may, however, simply be an artefact of the small number of linkage decisions made, and the
large drop in percentage accuracy that one mistake would have generated (Tonkin, 2012).

Finally, accuracy could be measured as a function of the different methodologies used to link crimes (as outlined
above). Unfortunately, no studies currently exist that aim to test whether any of the different methodologies used to
conduct linkage produce more accurate results.

As well as assessing the overall accuracy of linkage decisions made, the efficacy of particular parts of the linkage
process can also be assessed. Pakkanen et al.'s (2012) study investigated whether prior knowledge of links between
cases would create a bias as to the similarity perceived in an offender's behaviour across a series, when participants
coded the information in each case as present, absent, or missing. This is an important research question for the CLA
scenario where the police have already put forward an opinion as to whether they consider a group of crimes to be
linked before the analyst and then conducts their analyses. It also has ramifications for the population of com-
puterised databases designed to assist analysts with the linkage process. Participants were assigned to three groups,
one with information about links between cases prior to coding, one that had been misinformed about links prior to
coding, and one that was given no information. Although the incorrectly informed group coded less similarity for
their linked cases than did both the correctly informed group and the uninformed group, this trend was nonsignifi-
cant, and the uninformed group coded the most similarity (although, again, the difference between this group and
the correctly informed group was nonsignificant). As such, no clear evidence was found for the presence of a coding
bias. (Interestingly, the analysts interviewed in Burrell & Bull's, 2011, study mentioned the notion of bias, their
awareness of it, and their desire to remain objective. This may play a part in counteracting the effects of bias,
although this notion needs empirical testing.)

3.4 | Accuracy of decision making and factors affecting accuracy—section summary

The research in this section has shown that there can be large variation in individual performance when conducting
crime linkage, and one possible explanation for this may be the types of behaviours that participants focus on when
conducting crime linkage. Santtila, Korpela, and Hakkanen (2004) demonstrated that experienced car crime investiga-
tors relied on fewer variables when making their linkage decisions, with results showing that correct linkage deci-
sions were made when considering vehicle type, time, location, or chains of thefts. Participants who performed
better more often mentioned the time of the theft, whereas the type and extent of property stolen were often the
bases for errors in linkage decision making. It is worthy of note that the variables resulting in more accurate linkage
are those that are under the offender's control, in contrast with those that are more situation dependent
(Woodhams, 2008), and reflective of results found in the theoretical literature. In Bennell et al.'s (2010) study, poten-

tially useful information, such as the temporal information of the crime, was not given to the participants,
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information that more experienced police professionals would rely on, many of whom noted its absence. This indi-
cates that the types of behaviours used to link crimes are important, and that their absence from a research paradigm
may affect a study's findings.

A major limitation of each of these studies is that none of them state which crime linkage approach they
are attempting to study. Furthermore, all of the tasks in these studies are much simplified in comparison with
the real-life process as undertaken by practitioners. For example, Pakkanen et al. (2012) used edited summaries
of murder case transcripts, which would not be reflective of the many case papers generated in a murder inves-
tigation. As a consequence, the results of such studies will have limited applicability to real-world practice. For
example, a computerised statistical model may function well when completing a simple crime linkage task but
may be much less effective when having to consider the complexities of a real case as outlined in many of the
case studies explored above. Such studies need repeating under conditions of greater ecological validity. That
students outperformed police professionals (Bennell et al., 2010) may be because the task differed considerably
from what the police professionals' normal linkage tasks entail, thus limiting their ability to apply their expertise to
the task. As noted above, and as recognised by the authors, the police professionals were not given information that
they would normally use when attempting to conduct crime linkage, and furthermore, nine of the 31 police profes-
sionals were police officers who may have had little or no previous experience of linking crimes (Bennell et al.,
2010). Conversely, although the students in this study had no experience of policing or linking crimes, there was no
mention of their familiarity with behavioural psychology, which may have accounted for a certain level of expertise.
Furthermore, training consisted only of the information that previous research had indicated that geographical
proximity was an effective indicator of linkage; it is possible that students were more likely to take this sort of
training on board, whereas the police professionals may have placed greater weight on their own operational expe-
rience, essentially disregarding the training. Tonkin (2012) addressed some of these issues; participants, for
instance, were asked for their specific experience of conducting crime linkage, two of the three computerised
models were based on data geographically different to those of the crimes in the questionnaire, and participants
were presented with temporal as well as geographical and behavioural information. Some limitations of previous
research still stand, however, in that the context of the task was artificially generated and may not reflect the way
that crime linkage is conducted in practice. In this way, there is no guarantee that these studies provide a valid pic-
ture of the levels of accuracy achieved in practice, or the factors that may affect accuracy. Although there has
been an attempt to investigate which behaviours are important in linkage, the exact processes used and the
order in which decisions were made by analysts have not been outlined (Santtila, Korpela, & Hakkinen, 2004),
and efficacy of different decision-making frameworks has not been compared, which makes it difficult to attri-

bute potential efficacy to any one decision.

3.5 | The use of computerised databases in crime linkage

Interacting with computerised databases can be an integral part of a practitioner's role when conducting crime link-
age (Burrell & Bull, 2011). Indeed, although no comprehensive review of the practice of crime linkage has been con-
ducted to date, a critical review and research agenda concerning such computerised databases do exist, highlighting
a number of key factors that need to be addressed in order to assess the utility of such databases (Bennell, Snook,
MacDonald, House, & Taylor, 2012). Four key areas for attention were identified. The first stage is to establish
whether the information held in such databases is reliable, which, Bennell et al. (2012) argued, should primarily be
tested by ensuring a high level of interrater reliability of information coded by different analysts. Second, they posit
that the data entered into these databases need to be accurate, and third, the principles of consistency and distinc-
tiveness need to hold true. Last, Bennell et al. argued that practitioners should be able to accurately conduct linkage
using the data held in these databases.

Whether the information entered into such computerised systems is reliable is something that has been consid-
ered by a number of articles. Martineau and Corey (2008) tested the interrater reliability of ViCLAS coding in
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Canada. Although, at first glance, the results seemed positive, with participants demonstrating interrater reliability of
79.30% when coding a homicide scenario and 87.70% in a sexual assault scenario, when looking at the more
stringent measures of percentage occurrence agreement (POA; the percentage of times raters agree information
is present) and percentage nonoccurrence agreement (PNOA; the percentage of times raters agree information
is absent), the results were less encouraging, with an overall POA of 38.43% and 25.38% and an overall PNOA
of 54.67% and 68.80%, respectively. Snook, Luther, House, Bennell, and Taylor (2012) replicated Martineau and
Corey's study, making notable changes to the methodology used. Instead of using mock cases, real case details
were given to participants to code into VICLAS. In this instance, only the POA was calculated, with a similarly
low result of 30.77% agreement found overall. Snook et al. suggested a number of reasons as to why interrater
reliability was so low: (a) that participants may have found the study's task boring or unimportant; (b) that par-
ticipants were unfamiliar with the case materials; (c) that participants may have little experience of coding infor-
mation into VICLAS; (d) that the questions in VIiCLAS themselves may be difficult to answer; and (e) that the
case material was both complex and lengthy. Finally, Davies et al. (2019) conducted a similar study, using partic-
ipants from the Zeden Analyse Moeurs unit in the Belgian Federal Police. This study was designed to address a
fundamental difference in the manner in which ViCLAS is coded internationally; in some countries, such as
Canada, the VICLAS variables are coded by the officers conducting the investigation, whereas in many European
countries, including Belgium, this is done by crime analysts working within a centralised unit. The results in this
study were more encouraging, with an overall POA of 55.80% and an overall PNOA of 88.99%. Although these
results are far from perfect, Davies et al. highlighted that only the first part of the coding process is investi-
gated in these studies, with the effect of quality control processes used to improve reliability yet to be studied.
What the results from this most recent study may demonstrate, however, is that the coding of human behav-
jour into quantifiable and standardised responses is a complex and difficult process, which may be mediated
somewhat by the introduction of analyst expertise and familiarity born of consistent usage of a computerised
database such as ViCLAS.

3.6 | The use of computerised databases in crime linkage—section summary

VICLAS is typically used to search for potential links to an index offence/series and as such, although not speci-
fied, all three studies of the interrater reliability of ViCLAS coding make implicit reference to the practice of
CCA. As noted above, Keppel (2000a, 2000b) mentioned Homicide Investigation Tracking System, which is used
in order to determine the frequency of signature behaviours, both individually and in combination, to assess
their rarity when making linkage decisions. Similarly, Labuschagne (2012) made reference to the Violent Criminal
Apprehension Program, another database that can be used to assist with crime linkage. (Notably, Violent Criminal
Apprehension Program was evaluated in the process of creating ViCLAS, but they are two distinct systems. More
information about this can be found on the Royal Canadian Mounted Police's website http://www.rcmp-grc.gc.ca/
en). This demonstrates the reliance on computerised databases in the practice of CLA as well as CCA in some coun-
tries, highlighting the importance of evaluating these databases that are used to support crime linkage decision

making.

3.7 | Suggestions for research based on practitioners' experiences

There is no current literature that explicitly highlights how or whether specific current theoretical crime linkage
research is actually used in practice. The effectiveness of geographical data for linking volume crimes
(e.g., burglary and vehicle crime) as demonstrated in theoretical crime linkage research, for example, would sug-
gest that this sort of behavioural information ought to be prioritised in the practice of linking these types of
crimes (Tonkin et al.,, 2008). Another study (Godwin, 2000) tested whether statistical processes usually used in

theoretical papers to assess consistency and distinctiveness could be used to assist with the practice of crime
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linkage, although the number of unknowns in this study makes this more of an illustrative example than a rigor-
ous test of the potential for statistical processes to be used during the linkage process (and as such was not
reviewed above).

The difficulty of translating research into practice has been highlighted by Bennell, Woodhams, and Mugford
(2014), who explained that research findings may not be useful in investigative settings because (a) the samples used
in research may not be representative of samples found in real-life settings and (b) the nature of the linking tasks
used in theoretical research may be different to those within a real-world investigative setting. Indeed, although
some theoretical research does note the differences in crime linkage approaches (e.g., Bennell, Mugford,
Ellingwood, & Woodhams, 2014), these practical differences are not always considered, meaning it may not be a
straightforward process to infer the utility of theoretical research to crime linkage practice.

One study that does go some way to answering this question is Labuschagne and Salfati's (2015) article, which
provides a summary of current academic research that may be of use when conducting crime linkage. For example,
they noted Horning, Salfati, and Labuschagne's (2015) research on consistency of approach type, which has implica-
tions as to whether this type of behaviour should be relied on during the linkage process. It hypothesises about the
potential use of specific aspects of research in practice and, importantly, also suggests that practitioner case work
can inform a research agenda for the future—giving examples of such research that needs to be conducted—in order
to ensure the translational nature of future research from theory to practice. What it does not do, however, is dem-
onstrate how or whether this research is of actual value to practice (indeed, most of the research highlighted post-
dates the cases to which the paper refers).

Analysts have demonstrated that they are mindful of the available academic research relevant to their pro-
fession (Burrell & Bull, 2011). As with Labuschagne and Salfati's (2015) article, though, at this point, what is
perhaps most useful with regard to this section are the suggestions for further academic research made by
practitioners who conduct crime linkage. Rainbow (2014), for example, requested that more research investi-
gates the decision thresholds at which crimes should be considered linked (the importance of this factor is also
echoed by other authors; Alison et al., 2005). A low decision threshold, for example, may result in more hits
and fewer misses but increases the likelihood of false alarms. On the other hand, a strict decision threshold
would mean fewer false alarms but also fewer hits. Empirical research that can inform such decision making
would, therefore, be useful. (Some academic research has calculated what the “optimal” threshold would be for
considering offences linked using Youden's calculation; e.g., Davies et al., 2012; Tonkin et al., 2008). These have
not been reviewed here, however, as they do not consider the real-world factors that would be associated with
setting a linkage threshold, and they are not studies of the practice of crime linkage. Similarly, Rainbow called
for research that would further the development of CLA as an evidence-based practice, especially given the
legal contexts in which it could be used. Last, Rainbow made the more general observation that his 2014 chap-
ter is the only source to provide a detailed account of the differences between practitioners' approaches (CLA
versus CCA), and he suggested a change in academic focus to better incorporate the concerns of practitioners
of CLA, including developing an understanding of these different approaches to linking and using the appropri-

ate terminology.

4 | DISCUSSION

The aim of this review was to determine the extent of the available literature on the practice of crime linkage.
Although no information was found that suggests specifically how current theoretical research is used in practice,
the review identified writings on how CLA and CCA are conducted using a number of different methodologies.
Research on practitioner linkage accuracy was also found, in respect both to comparisons with nonexperts and to

statistical models. Research into how computerised tools affect the linkage process has also started to be conducted.
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In addition to its intended aims, this review has also identified novel areas of research need and areas where clarifica-

tion is required. These are discussed below.

4.1 | The variation in practice

The major difference between approaches—namely, CLA and CCA discussed in this review—is something that is
recognised within the literature; but, as highlighted here, there is often variation in the methodology used to carry
out each approach, something not often overtly recognised. CLA is (or has been) used in the United States and
Canada and is currently used in South Africa and the United Kingdom. In CLA, links are searched for in many ways,
from using behaviours considered to be of personal significance to the offender (signature analysis; Keppel, 2000a)
to identifying common behaviours or sets of behaviours across crimes, independent of their perceived significance
to the offender (multivariate behavioural linking; Winter et al., 2013). Although many different methods for con-
ducting CLA are described in the literature, much less information exists on how CCA is conducted. In fact, CCA has
only been mentioned in U.K. research on crime linkage practice, although the ViCLAS interrater reliability studies
that exist suggest that CCA is also used in Canada and Belgium. Indeed, the Royal Canadian Mounted Police confirm
ViCLAS's current usage in Canada, the United Kingdom, and Belgium, as well as France, Germany, the Czech Repub-
lic, Ireland, the Netherlands, Switzerland, and New Zealand (Wilson & Bruer, n.d.). This suggests an even wider use of
CCA globally than is currently reflected in the literature, although the exact methods used to conduct CCA in these
countries are not, to date, publicly available. Were such details made available to researchers, a formal and thorough
comparison of different linkage approaches and methodologies could then be conducted. Given some of the issues
raised with relying on ritual behaviours to link offences, for instance (Schlesinger et al., 2010), research into linkage
efficacy based on process is urgently needed.

Another area associated with how crime linkage is conducted is the notion of cognitive bias. The idea that bias
may exist in the coding of offences has been investigated in one study (Pakkanen et al., 2012), and in another, ana-
lysts mention their awareness of this issue (Burrell & Bull, 2011). Despite the potential for cognitive bias to influence
the results of linkage, however, this area has also received very little academic attention. Several biases have been
identified, which may affect linkage efficacy: the clustering illusion, the availability heuristic, the base rate fallacy,
and the representativeness heuristic (Rainbow et al., 2011), as well as the notion of ampliative blindness, the concept
by which crimes in the same jurisdiction fail to be linked (Godwin, 2000). Exploration of ampliative blindness and
these cognitive biases, as well as investigating others that may exist, is a necessary part of understanding more about

the factors that may affect the efficacy of behaviourally linking crimes.

4.2 | The variation in terminology

Crime linkage has been recognised here as a blanket term that may encompass a number of different processes, but
the lack of specific terminology used to describe each process does make the comparison between different research
problematic. Furthermore, one of the major issues with writings on the practice of crime linkage is that the same ter-
minologies are used to describe different processes. For example, there are papers on “linkage analysis” written by
practitioners in different countries, where the steps that are undertaken to search for links are, in places, notably dif-
ferent (Hazelwood & Warren, 2004; Labuschagne, 2006). Attempting to describe each process in general terms,
away from the nuances of specific case studies, would help to clarify the process underlying each term. It may be
that a natural degree of evolution in the practice can account for discrepancies in the meaning of each term, or alter-
natively, that cultural differences may impact how linkage is conducted. The addition of the use of geography in
Labuschagne's (2012) linkage analysis method, for example, could be attributable to either of these factors. Because
these issues have not yet been explored, it is difficult to be certain whether the approaches and methodologies

described here are still reflective of practice around the world today.
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4.3 | The behaviours used to conduct crime linkage

Although a number of studies describe the steps involved in conducting crime linkage, there is little information on
precisely what behaviours are chosen when conducting this process. There are, however, some inferences that can
be drawn from the literature reviewed. The signature approach focuses on unnecessary behaviours, those posited to
be important to the offender in terms of fulfilling their fantasy. In contrast, academic research has found “style”
behaviours to be relatively inconsistent at an aggregate level (Grubin et al., 2001; Woodhams, 2008), and only con-
sistent in some offenders. Further, although it is possible for unnecessary behaviour to be present in all types or
crime (e.g., a burglar eating food from the victim's fridge), examples given of these types of behaviour often pertain
to sex offences and murder, and it is not clear how useful these behaviours would be when attempting to link other
crime types. It is also unclear whether unnecessary behaviours are considered to aid the linking process due to their
distinctiveness, or whether they are deemed to be useful because of assumed consistency due to their significance
to the offender.

The identification of rare behaviours is something that is highlighted in the linkage analysis approach of
Hazelwood and Warren (2004). As with the unnecessary behaviours, however, there is no specification of what
behaviours (or combination of behaviours) are distinctive and thus useful for linking crimes (other than those in the
case studies outlined, which cannot be generalised to other cases).

Studies of expertise in crime linkage also provide some suggestions as to what behaviours are focused upon
during this task. The Santtila, Korpela, and Hikkanen (2004) study of linking car thefts found that experts focused
on behaviours under the offender's control, such as the vehicle type, as well as time and location of the offence. In
Bennell et al.'s (2010) study, participants with experience of crime linkage suggested that temporal information
would have been used in the linkage task if that information had been available to them, and the importance of
these types of behaviours was highlighted in interviews of CCA practitioners (Burrell & Bull, 2011). This information
suggests that there are certain behaviours perceived to be more useful for linkage than others, presumably because
they remain relatively consistent as they are less subject to situational variance. Much of the academic literature
would support the notion that geographical, temporal, and MO behaviours under an offender's control are of poten-

tial use in linking crimes due to their relative consistency (Woodhams & Bennell, 2014).

4.4 | How behaviours are conceptualised in theory and practice

As well as the type of behaviours deemed useful to the process of crime linkage, there is the matter of how these
behaviours are actually conceptualised. In theoretical research, consistency is most often considered in terms of
whether linked pairs are significantly more consistent than unlinked pairs, measured by creating similarity coeffi-
cients between each pair, either for each behaviour or for domains of behaviours. (Domains are groups of behaviours
that share the same function, e.g., control or precautionary behaviours; Tonkin et al., 2008; in this way, behaviours
are represented more generally, although it is important to note this differs from grouping behaviours into themes.)
When considering thematic consistency, academic research first categorises cases into different themes and then
measures in discrete terms whether or not crimes in series demonstrate the same theme.

Practitioners' use of both themes of behaviour and taking note of individual distinctive behaviours suggests they
may be conceptualising behaviours, not just at a number of levels, but considering these levels simultaneously, some-
thing which the academic literature (with two notable exceptions; Melnyk, Bennell, Gauthier, & Gauthier, 2011; and
Woodhams, Grant, & Price, 2007) has yet to do. Further, in the academic literature, consistency is usually measured
at an absolute level. By contrast, practitioners seem to accept behavioural variations and implicitly consider relative
consistency (even if this is not formally measured), factoring in small changes due to escalation, for example (Keppel,
2000Db), to allow for the consideration of consistency given the context of the situation. Context and its effect on

the consistency of behaviour are rarely discussed in the academic literature (although there are a few notable
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exceptions; e.g.,, Woodhams, Hollin, & Bull, 2008), despite the importance that practitioners place on this factor

(Labuschagne, 2014). These issues warrant further investigation.

4.5 | Setting out a research agenda

This review and evidence synthesis has indicated several areas of research and scholarly need for academics to
consider. What is also striking is the scarcity of information about the actual practice and process of crime linkage.
Although there are case studies of CLA written by practitioner authors, there is a need for a more generalised map-
ping of the processes divorced from the nuances of particular cases. What differences there might be in practice
between countries could be disentangled from any differences potentially being a function of the specific illustrative
cases chosen. Although the CCA process has been mapped out in general terms in one publication (Woodhams,
Bull, & Hollin, 2007), this publication is more than a decade old. Burrell and Bull (2011) have made important inroads
in this area by interviewing analysts about their experiences of conducting CCA, but much more detailed (published)
information is needed about analysts' decision-making processes, including exactly which behaviours analysts pri-
oritise and why, how they operationalise these behaviours, how context and the situational influence of cases are
taken into account, the chronology of their decision making, and how the threshold at which cases are considered
linked is set.

With the publication of more studies that clearly outline the methods of conducting CLA and CCA, it will be eas-
ier for academics to design studies that test the accuracy of crime linkage decision making in an ecologically valid
manner. The same is true of the investigation into the effects of using computerised databases to assist with the link-
age process; the more that is known about the manner in which these programmes are used during linkage, the eas-
ier it will be to construct studies that test their contribution to the process. Although expertise has been touched
upon in the research into the practice of crime linkage, there remain many human factors involved in the crime link-
age process, such as stress and cognitive fatigue, which have yet to be investigated. Although the notion of cognitive
bias has been touched upon in the literature, this area of research requires expansion and further exploration. The
efficacy of crime linkage, including the reliability of the information used for linkage and the reliability with which it
is coded, and the different approaches and methodologies used need to be addressed, as do the error rates of practi-
tioners conducting crime linkage in its various forms.

This review has highlighted discrepancies between the manner in which crime linkage is researched and how
it is conducted in practice. This disconnect has been noted already by both researchers and practitioners
(Rainbow, 2014). The fact that practitioners are publishing in academic outlets (e.g., Labuschagne, 2014; Rainbow,
2014) and that researchers and practitioners are coproducing research (e.g., the Crime Linkage International
Network; Tonkin et al., 2017; Woodhams & Labuschagne, 2012) suggests there is a desire from both parties to
bridge this gap. Closer academic-practitioner working would facilitate crucial knowledge exchange, not only
advancing the understanding of crime linkage practice, but also ensuring that research better meets practitioner
need. This would also align with the increasing need to ensure policing is evidence based (Sherman, 2013). Although
there are challenges associated with such collaboration, such as issues of sharing sensitive data, or differences in
academic and practitioner priorities, these are not insurmountable problems. Researcher secondments into practi-
tioner workplaces, practitioner-academic networks and groups, conferences that integrate the perspectives of both
parties, and practitioner contributions to special journal issues and books are all useful ways to encourage collabora-

tive working and a two-way dialogue.

4.6 | Limitations

The main limitation of this review is that an exhaustive list of all of the available information, in particular documents
written by practitioners, which may not be publicly available, will not have been included here. Despite the effort to

search for practitioner writings using open source searches, is it likely that much of this type of information will not
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be in the public domain. Further, there will be documentation from other countries—written by both academics and
practitioners—that will have also been omitted here. This factor again highlights the importance of cooperation
between practitioners and academics from the international crime linkage community.

5 | CONCLUSION

The goal of this literature review was to identify and synthesise what is known about crime linkage practice.
Although there is existing literature on the practice of crime linkage, this review highlighted the paucity of such infor-
mation and the knowledge gaps that now need to be filled, including practitioner authored articles about the crime
linkage process, as well as more ecologically valid academic studies. Given that crime linkage is widely used around
the world, there is a sense of urgency with which this sort of research ought to be conducted.
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