Lecture Notes: Stalkers and Murder Myth to Common Crime.
1) Creating a Myth: any good myth has a kernel of truth to it. It is grounded in some factual criminal behavior. But it is an exaggeration of the reality. We focused on the sensationalistic events, stalking events That captured the media and public's attention. They focused on the theme of innocence. 
2) Evoking a panic: stalking is a very directed crime for express reasons. We tend to focus on the random nature of stalking. The idea that the individual stalks the victim for no apparent reason. Language of fear - the stalker is lurking in the dark or hiding in the shadows. Regardless of when it comes into public consciousness it is still a difficult concept to unpack there is a lot of similar behaviors but at the same time there are other elements or other behaviors that people think of stalking that others do not. 
Understanding Stalking 
1) what is stalking? - harder to define from a legalistic standpoint because different states have different concepts and legal constructions of what stalking is. There are commonalities between states but also some differences between states. Broad stroke not specific to any state in terms of criteria: 
A) it has to be directed to a person or persons- there has to be a clear focus on the part of the stalker. Stalking of a group is usually members of a certain organization. 
B) It must seriously alarm, annoy, intimidate, or harass the person or persons- in terms of a normal person. 
C) It must serve no legitimate purpose example credit card company calling you to remind you that is legitimate. Stalking takes on many forms typically what the media covers is what we think about an example a stranger watching you in reality it can involve phone calls, letters, emails, personal confrontations, use of social media. 
2) characteristics of a stalker- not all stalkers will fit this description, but these characteristics are more likely to exist in a stalking population. 
A) they tend to come from a troubled domestic environment. High probability the individual was a victim of abuse of some form. 
B) They are part of a dysfunctional relationship maybe at this particular point in time. They have a troubled background. 
C) Most stalkers have a very domineering parents or guardians usually it is one. typically the male figure 
D) They tend to develop love or interest in unattainable individuals. Example attraction to an actor or actress or athlete or in a relationship even though they are unattainable. 
E) There tends to be a history of dramatic demonstrations of love. Displays of affection. They are unaccepting of rejection to love they do not understand you aren't interested they take it as try harder. 
3) typologies of stalkers.
- not all stalkers behave in the same manner or stalk in the same manner. Look at patterns and motivations. Some overlap. Stalkers tend to have a fixed typology. 
a) the celebrity stalker- they are rare. They get attention from the public- not the typical case, anybody who has fame about them, athlete, actor, actress, not politization’s. to the stalker they are a known individual. The victim is known but known on an impersonal level. They are not known to the stalker on a personal level. The victim is not really going to remember meeting them. The motivation is self esteem boost by knowing this individual. Not a sexual desire or out of personal relationship. The outcome is usually a restraining order. Once the stalker has been pushed aside by a legal manner the outcome is usually violent- legal violence they are likely to be injured or killed  
b) the Lust stalker- are stalkers who are motivated by sexual desire. The gain is to engage in sexual activity. These individuals are unknown to the victim they are strangers. They are involved in the stalking process. Once they identify the person it is a target of opportunity. It is a skin tone, body type, that satisfies them. They use violence to control a victim, they tend to do it again if they are not caught. As they get more involved the more it happens. There is an escalation in violence to killing over time. Or kidnapping or multiple assaults 
c) the hit stalker- a stalker who are typically stalking because of a precursor to a different crime. Ex) professional killers. The crime of murder. It is a means to an end, so they know when the right time to strike. They are motivated by economics. If they are not being paid, they do not care. 
D) the love scorned stalker- the motivation they tend to cause harm physical or psychological harm. But it is not to kill them. They are known to the victim but typically friends or acquaintance. They do not believe rejection is rejection try harder is the motto. How much affection they feel? The victim and the stalker are at two different places in the relationship. The victim seems them as just a friend the stalker feels like it is a love relationship. Not mutual relationship. The victimization toward the victim is not typically sexual assault. This happens more commonly. Highest percentage. 
E) the domestic stalker- is the most prevalent, widespread. Has a relationship with the victim but the difference is there was once a mutual relationship between the two? Typically, a former or current spouse, boyfriend/girlfriend. It can happen in the ongoing relationship like physically stalking, monitoring there were abouts, monitoring cellphone calls/texts- electronic surveillance. Physical- monitor where they go or who they hangout with. Happens usually in former relationships. Divorce or break up. Whoever is the one that wants to maintain the relationship becomes the stalker. The motivation is physical or psychological trauma. They are much more likely to engage in lethal violence. They will target the new individual in the relationship as well. If it goes unchecked by law enforcement, its outcome is domestic suicide
F) The political stalker- the victimization is low like the celebrity stalker. These individuals are involved in the political arena. The stalkers do not have the same views as the politic. 13 president stalkers have been caught with weapons. 4 have been killed and 2 have been injured. The motivation is ideological differences. The goal is lethal violence to kill or bring injury to the person. The victim does not know the offender.  
Constructing the myth -The concept of stalking did not exist till the 1980’s from a legal construction. 
1) Celebrity cases- these are rare. They tend to acquire public attention. Before stalking, it was called psychological rape, obsession, harassment. How the media reports these cases. In 1 year, the number of reports increased 70%. Reports of celebrity stalking are entertaining but reading about it does not really worry the public, so they widened the pool of victims. The stories shifted to public victimization 
2) Media Depictions- saying this is a newsworthy event. Data that misrepresents the actual number it becomes a crisis to the public. All the good information is on the front cover of the magazine. The media had a hand in how stalkers were described. 
3) the media portrayal of stalking- defining stalking is different depending on who you ask. Most states in the 1990’s did not have laws against stalking. The stalking laws have all occurred in the last 31 years. How the media reported stalking had a hand in how the laws were constructed on stalking. Stalking comes from 3 places- legal definitions, scientific data, media, or popular accounts. The media has the public’s attention not educational knowledge to the public. 
4) Media stereotyping of stalking- 4 themes when it comes to stalking
A) stalking as the return of the stranger- the media, televisions, movies show the stalker as a stranger. 
B) stalking as Gendered- woman are more likely to be victims and males are offenders. However, this gender nature is problematic because woman can stalk, and men can be victims of stalking. 
C) stalking as psychopathic and violent- some cases resolve in violence towards the victim, but most do not get past surveilling the individual. Most stories cover violent people. And most do have psychological disorders brought in by law enforcement but not all are. 
D) stalking as distinguishable from courtship- someone who really likes you and breaks into your house and puts 6 dozen of flowers in your house its not romantic its illegal, that is trespassing and breaking and entering but the public sees it as romantic. The media/tv creates a narrative- drama or comedy around the concept of stalking but display it as an attempt on the part of the individual to show their affection. This display of romantism by the part of the media. Sends the message that these types of behaviors are different from what we would consider to be stalking. The hallmark of the pursuit in the media- ex) I am going to spy on the individual to see what they like to make yourself more attractable
5) Links to Violence- the medias perception is that stalking leads to violence. The love scorn and domestic stalkers are the most prevalent forms- oftentimes have an element of violence associated w/ them. The links to violence are somewhat over exaggerated- these links of violence may be to the benefit of a media source. Ex) the money machine theory of communication- the idea that if it bleeds it leads. The stories of stalking cases that go to violence or homicide those promote a culture of fear and it paints a picture that the victims of stalking are helpless strangers, and the offenders are these calculating cunning individuals that are deranged. And current laws cannot prevent them from engaging in these behaviors. A culture of fear has been developed around the issue and the concept of stalking. The heart of the issue is the CJ system/ law enforcement is powerless to act. Until there has been an actual incident of violence there is nothing law enforcement can do.
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Officializing the Myth- create an officialized myth. We know that stalking as an act of deviance at the very least in a criminal offense today it is something that has existed in American society as well as other societies for as long as individuals have been in relationships. If individuals have commingled and developed relationships, social relationships with one another there has probably been incidences of stalking. Thinking about it in the context of how the CJ system responds to stalking it did not really exist until 30 years ago. What are the things that got us from a behavior that was captured under other types of laws- a person that’s stalking is engaging oftentimes in things like harassment, trespassing- so there are already laws on the books that dealt w/ the issues surrounding stalking type behaviors? How did we go from having laws that address the issue of stalking to having anti-stalking laws in the U.S? four important factors that aided in the officialization of stalking as a criminal behavior 
1) Questionable Statistics- in the early years of trying to understand the phenomena of stalking our data really did not exist it was questionable and open to interpretation. Statistics originally could be best described as an educated guess. The primary issue w/ these questionable statistics centers around a congressional testimony, a congressional testimony that took place in the early 1990’s- a profiler and a clinical psychologist- park Diez testified before congress and when he was pressed on the issue, congress wanted numbers and so they asked him to give his best estimation of how many individuals are victims of stalking and how many stalkers out there in the U.S- his idea there was probably around 200,000 active stalkers and as many as 1 in 20 women were victims of stalking at some point in their life. The media takes these estimations as reliable and give them a life of their own. This was based on no scientific research on stalking. These #’s got repeated in the media. The numbers on stalking in the U.S were all over the place, some analysis put the # of stalking victims as high as 20% of the population 1 in 5 individuals. When separated by gender some studies reported as high as 1 in 4 women would be the victim of stalking and 1 in 10 men would be victim. These threats were primarily people they knew- former or current partners but it paints an extremely high estimation 
2) Universal Threat- one of the best ways to incite fear in the public and use as a tool for reform or change in laws or other types of social mechanisms is to present it as a universal threat. Ex) we know even in the early years. It is a gendered issue- women are much more likely to be victim than men and require a gendered response instead a universal threat argument – focus on the behavior not who the actor or the victims are. Gender blindness is a good thing in most cases, but we over generalize. We do not see it as a gender threat but rather we present it as a universal threat. The governments shift at a code for stalking lacked an emphasis on gender. That it was a gender-neutral crime both men and women are victims its not equal. Not a 50/50 split. Maybe the response should be more gendered in nature. Not great in the laws that may be constructed in a 50/50 split. No group was safe. The idea of universal threat there are other demographic characteristics that come into play as well. Ex) younger individuals will be victims more likely than older people. We approach it as a universal threat regardless of age, gender, everybody is equally at risk. A way to get more supporters. 
3) Lack of Precise Definition: different state legislature began to define stalking criminally differently. Some say stalking is these factors others say its these as well. Every state has a law against stalking but there is still a lack of a precise definition from a legalistic standpoint. In terms of developing definitions: in every state following or pursing a victim is an act of stalking but not every state. Only 44 states. Some consider non-communicational to be stalking only 20 states consider this. Very few- being present in the same location only 4 states. Some states it is broad some its very narrow in stalking. States have amended their laws. In Louisiana is it considered stalking if a person willfully maliciously or repeatedly follows or harasses another with the intent to place fear or death or bodily injury. The issue is when states first develop their anti-stalking laws, they present it very vague and obstruse. A lot of the anti-stalking laws have been struck down by the courts. California becomes the first anti-stalking law state in 1990 by the end of the 90’s every state began to revisit those laws to make them clearer and to broaden other behaviors that would fall under stalking.
4) Net Widening: an effective pattern on most states to rewrite their stalking laws, most of the laws were written to make it clear or widen the net to include more behaviors- a catch all category for all categories. More individuals could be arrested for stalking and a 5th of the states increased the penalties. We see the crime and the number of behaviors under stalking increase in this period in the early 2000’s. we see more penalties being more server and expanding liberties when it comes to stalking on the part of law enforcement Ex) law enforcement was given the right to make a warrantless arrest on probable cause of stalking. Some allow employer notification- meaning that if a person were arrested for stalking the offenders place of employment would be notified- took place in Louisiana. The issue: were these laws necessary? In stalking laws, it made it easier for law enforcement to do their job. The anti-stalking laws did 3 things 1) it made it easier for law enforcement to do their job because warrantless searches, non-probable cause arrest. 2) it created a mechanism of social labeling- it created a pathway to label an individual as stalker. 3) it reinforced the idea that the existing criminal and civil penalties that surrounded stalking were unable to deter the offender. 
Measuring the Reality of stalking: in early research 1990’s early 2000’s – the date came about
1) Revisiting the Issue of Gender: an early study that looked at gender and stalking- 16,000 respondents. 50% men and women equal. What they found was 1% of women out of 8,000 so 80. And .5% of men reported they were a victim of stalking one year prior to the study. The problem when we translate this information to the population it is much less than what the media has reported they reported it being higher. The media at that time was reporting that 8% of women and 10% of men were victims of stalking. in this study 1 male for every 2 females 33%. The numbers are off. Research supports the idea that men are more likely to be stalkers. 
2) Revisiting the Issue of the Stranger stalker: - the research today supports the idea that the most common victim offender relationship is that of a current or former domestic partner. Early estimations- 80% of victims did not know their offender. The reality is opposite 75% know their offender. Also stalking was a pattern and an ongoing cycle of other forms of abuse and manipulation. 4 out of 5 women report being stalked by a domestic partner also report incidences of physical violence.
3) Revisiting the Issue of Mental Illness: another common issue point to the idea that the offender is a crazy person, and the law cannot stop them. However, hard scientific data show that mental illness offenders only comprise about 7% of the population not including depression or anxiety but serious mental illness. So, 93% of stalkers do not suffer from a mental illness/issue. The public view of what a stalker looks like or acts like is not reality. The reality most stalkers never make an overt threat to the victim. The most common stalking is what we call non-contact surveillance- meaning they surveil from a far and do not interact with victim. 
4) What causes an increase in these accounts? -  one of the biggest issues is how do we define stalking every state is trying to develop their own mechanism to measure what exactly is a crime of stalking this also it happens academically as well because that there is no agreed upon legal definition of it fair to say there may also be a difference in scientific definitions. In the study they did not control the age if you have too many young people in this study it can cause an increase. Another issue we look at with talking we study it is how do I identify the time. The study only looked over the course of one year. Another issue is that stalking is it behavior that may take place over the course of weeks months years it is an ongoing behavior. Another issue is 75% of stalking victimization is surveillance and to be a victim of stalking you must know that you are a victim of stalking so if there has never been an overt action or if you have never identified a stalker because the behaviors, they are engaging in are unknown to you then how do we count that properly in the scientific data. The reason why we know the most common form for example is surveillance without interaction is from self-report data. It is possible the perceptions of stranger stalking or stalking’s being a more violent behavior if that is coming from law enforcement data those are the cases that are more likely to get reported to law enforcement. 
5) What does the Research Agree on? – the consequences of criminalizing stalking. From a legalistic standpoint most states now have somewhere between a 25-to-30-year experience with stalking legislation. And over that course of 25 to 30 years many states have revisited the issue, rewritten laws, etc. there are two clear consequences associated w/ the criminalization of stalking. Not saying it is a bad or good thing but debate whether such actions are necessary, when we have other laws in place that address these issues. 
Consequences of Criminalization- the first consequence has been an expanding of the powers of law enforcement- law enforcement has had their powers expanded because of the criminalization of stalking 
1) Expanding the Powers of Law Enforcement: this became another tool on the part of the criminal justice system- it allowed for individuals to be arrested more easily to be held in custody, etc. what comprises stalking behavior things like trespassing, assault, harassment these laws already existed- what it did was it tied it up in a nice neat little package for law enforcement and it gave them an easier mechanism to make an arrest. These laws were not created as a mechanism to arrest an individual for violating a law- b/c the laws to arrest these individuals on these charges already existed. What it did was it created an easier pathway to make an arrest and in a lot of cases it created what we consider to be an add-on charge. And law enforcement was given the power to arrest on discretion- their own judgment on stalking. 
2) Increasing Punitiveness: - it took the same types of behaviors that already existed in laws like trespassing, harassment. And we put it under the description of stalking and increased the penalties for it. Ex) trespassing for the first time just a warning. If the police officer believes it to be trespassing for stalking, they can make an arrest. Another thing it did, and it goes back to the early media conceptions is because we perceive these individuals or the public perceives these individuals as being dangerous, sociopathic personalities that were uncontrollable that it allowed for a lot of states to rewrite their laws for sentencing enhancements, longer penalties. In some states it starts out as a misdemeanor and can be elevated to a felony so multiple offenses may be a felony offense. In some states the first offense can be considered a felony depending on the circumstances. We found that the sentencing outcomes or the potential punishments for engaging in stalking we got much more severe. With the narrative that these individuals are uncontrollable- put them in a position where they can not engage in the behavior. There is a stigma associated with the label of stalking. 
Summary and Conclusion: stalking is a very real behavior or set of behaviors. It is a unique type of behavior that set it apart from other types of laws that were in place. So the debate is not whether or not the law should have been constructed in the first place- we need to look at in terms of how do we equitably look at the law and the reality of stalking itself even though we have been dealing with the issue of stalking for the last 30 years from a legalistic standpoint at the end of the day it fundamentally alters the legal landscape- it presents a different image than what we dealt with in the 1980’s. the biggest issue that we take away from the creation of the myth of stalking (not really a myth) the creation of stalking itself- is a lot of it is based on faulty premise, faulty depictions of atypical cases of stalking being normal. And how our social institutions like the criminal justice system, media react to those atypical cases and how law is constructed around them there was some general logic behind creating laws against stalking in the 1990’s that is a fair assumption however, because a lot of it was based on conjecture some of the things that came out in those particular laws are somewhat problematic. The over emphasis on says the stranger is the offender. Clearly even today the public perceives the stranger to be the more typical stalker than say a domestic partner which we know to be the case. How we address the issue is quite different we are still looking for the stranger danger when it comes to something like stalking. Most experts agree that the identification and warning signs of stalking are something that should be taught alongside of things like domestic violence prevention. 80% of individuals that are stalked from a domestic partner are in a physically abusive relationship at some point. The two concepts are intertwined with one another if we put psychological abuse in there it is almost 100%. Reality in both of those cases being physical or psychological abuse stalking is a likely outcome and it is likely to occur at the point of the relationship disillusionment- when individuals are in physically abusive relationships for example, they try to attempt to leave those situations the stalking behavior may manifest itself even if it was not present before 
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