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Value and Ethics in Psychological Profiling
Investigators use psychological profiling as a tool to provide information on the personality behind a crime dependent upon pre-established personas. The resulting report has an increased probability of leading to their apprehension by the relevant authorities. A most common use for the technique is for violent crimes such as murder and rape. Psychological profiling involves the use of threat and risk assessments that provide viable information on their intentions and personas (Alison, 2013). Even in situations where the law enforcement authorities do not know the perpetrator, the data on their preferences may prove influential in determining potential targets. 
Psychological profiling provides meaningful information from sociological and psychological assessments. Law enforcement finds the information valuable based on its relevance to stop potential crimes. The judicial system also evaluates such information when presented with a defendant. However, the technique has come under doubt from various parties. Sceptics argue the effectiveness of such an archaic tactic in this modern era. The most warranting concerns come from the use of stereotyping and assumptions when creating an offender's profile. Such context provides grounds for ethical considerations and the value of psychological profiling based on degrading practices. 
Society Concerns Regarding Profiling
The society comprises of a majority of people who are at risk from such offenders. Psychological profiling is a beneficial tactic when considering their protection. The technique helps law enforcement identify potential threats to a recognized society and maintain their safety (Alison & Rainbow, 2011). The form of reaction can either be an alert to the community or increase police force within the community (Alison, 2013). Both strategies improve the security of the individuals within the society and reduce the probability of a threat. Law enforcement also considers psychological profiling as a resource when dealing with serious violent crimes. Such categories of crimes that use the tactic include terrorism, rape, and homicide. Societies stand as beneficiaries of such tactics that either safeguard them from risks or identify an offender posing as a law-abiding citizen. It is probable to conclude that psychological profiling improves societies' safety and security from external and internal criminal threats. 
However, the tactic involves assumptions based on the data provided. Most of the time, the data highlighted is not comprehensive or adequate to form an educated guess. The tactic has its merit from criminal science, but it is more qualitative without figures to improve accuracy. The use of a general pattern for profiles has increased racial discrimination of minority communities. The existing stereotype for black men views the group as threatening (Wilson et al., 2017). Police and psychologist may also exhibit such bias, which increases the threat to the target group based on profiles. The bias from psychologists results in racial profiling, which culminates in terrorizing a particular community. Police also contribute to the same perception of black men as dangerous and menacing (Silwa, 2017). Such context influences decision making for law enforcement to use force when apprehending people of colour. 
Racial profiling is just a modern approach towards victimization of the minority communities. Ethical standards demand equality in the perception of each individual, thus limiting such tendencies. The use of assumptions to come up with a profile sets the precedence for an increase in bias. Psychologists and law enforcement's contextual personal preference deprives a group of the society their constitutional rights. In such a context, psychological profiling goes against the standards of ethics. However, psychological profiling does demonstrate merit in its value to a community. 
Concerns to the Police Regarding Profiling
Psychological profiling is one of the tools that law enforcement use to investigate a crime. The technique is influential since it provides information even from minute evidence collected on scene. The strategy proves significant since even the most meticulous people tend to make a mistake which means clues for the investigators (Alison & Rainbow, 2011). Such clues prove instrumental for crime scenes without any digital recording of the event. The creation of personas helps the police department narrow down the list of suspects. The police department perceives psychological profiling as useful since it depends solely on how each criminal operates within a given set of values (Sastry, 2015). Additionally, with every other crime from the perpetrator, the clues pile up. One case that perpetuates psychological profiling's value is the mad bomber in New York from the '50s. James Brussel provided a profile of the criminal in this case, which was useful in leading to the arrest of George Metesky (Sastry, 2015). 
The same ethical issue as detailed under society comes up as a concern for the police department; use of assumption. The technique proves more complicated since it does not provide analytical results that show who the perpetrator is compared to other forensic science methods. Mastery of psychology to create a profile depends on identifying consistencies and tying them to any criminal, even one-time offenders. The value of psychological profiling is in tracking offenders who fit a pre-conceived persona of criminals and align with their beliefs and attitudes. However, some criminals do change strategies, in which case the consistencies do not have any relevance. Such deductions consecutively lead to wrongful arrest, and even imprisonments. One such scenario is the Beltway Sniper from October 2002, where the criminal profile was for an angry white male (Bolton, 2019). Subsequent investigations led to the arrest of two black males for the crime. Despite such wrong deductions, the police department does not find such profilers as incompetent. One common argument used in profilers' defence is that one out of five profiles is inaccurate (Alison, 2013). 
Every profession has codes of conduct that guide their practice, including psychologists. One such value held in high regard for many practices is not causing harm to others. However, a bad psychological profile could lead to the arrest or imprisonment of an innocent civilian or excessive use of force in apprehending an individual. The actions of the police may be deliberate or unintentional. Irrespective of their intentions, the technique has an increased likelihood of ethical violation. 
Concerns of Profiling in the Courts
The judicial system allows for witness testimonies from profilers, whom they regard as experts. Their input for the judicial process helps the courts align identifying character traits of a suspect to criminal behaviour related to the crime. Their testimonies are relevant for the prosecution in addressing the course of action taken by the police, and provide reasonable evidence for prosecution. The identifiable traits are taken in as witness testimonies need no identifying information from the profilers. Psychological profiles presented in courts also include treatment recommendations for those the judicial system deems require it.
The courts exclude profiles that identify the suspects presented, since the judicial system accounts for insufficiently relevant, unreliable, prejudicial, and waste of time (Omerod & QC, 2013). The influence of psychological profiles also extends to their nature (Constanza et al., 2020). The courts take in such information before offering judgment, which in other times may be harsh. Moreover, the prosecution may use the profiles to force the defence to settle if they plead guilty to an offence more often than not. Though the practices are constitutional, they bring up ethical concerns regarding the appropriateness of psychological profiles in a courtroom. Though there is value in profiling, the courts should allow profiles accompanied by the prosecution's identifiable information. 
Concerns of Profiling in the Correctional Centers
The treatment recommendations for offenders handed down from courts have reformed correctional institutions into rehabilitation centres. Rehabilitative justice is valuable to both the offenders and the correctional centres (Dvoskin et al., 2012). Such approaches are commendable, particularly in their approach to rehabilitating drug-offending youth. Experts in prisons provide therapy to inmates to release the offenders back into society after their treatment. The strategy also adds value to the nation since it reduces the government's expenditure in holding a prisoner for long terms. However, such approaches do not necessarily reduce the recidivism rate of offenders under rehabilitative imprisonment. An additional ethical concern is that prison healthcare is not as equipped as healthcare for civilians. The context presents the precedence of releasing patients before completing their treatment or easing the workload. 
Conclusion
The use of psychologist to offer profiles helps in identifying the persona of the criminal. Such information proves valuable to the community, the police department, courts, and correctional facilities. However, the profiles are the products of assumptions and preconceptions by the psychologist. They may not necessarily be accurate. The lack of 100% accuracy breeds ethical concerns for the technique in all the avenues through which it has value. It is crucial to address such concerns by assuring other forensic methods in conjunction with psychological profiling. 
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