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An Analysis of Development in and Problems
with Theory for Criminal Victimization

Lifestyle theory was originated in 1978 by Hindelang et.al., and routine activity theory
was advocated in 1979 by Cohen and Felson. Contributing greatly to the progress of
victimology, these two theories have evolved into a more general theory, opportunity
theory for criminal victimization. This paper attempts to explore the current theoretical
standard and problems of the criminal opportunity theory.

The proponents of the opportunity theory analyze various data, including criminal
victimization survey data, and try to explore the process of victimization for direct-
contact predatory violations. They take criminal motivation as a given, and examine how
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motivation comes into action, Therefore, opportunity theory is classified as sociological in
its orientation.

As with all pioneering efforts, lifestyle theory and routine activity theory were not
devoid of flaws, but many subsequent studies have addressed some of the weaknesses.

First, they have created the mediating concepts (sub concepts), proximity, exposure,
target attractiveness, and guardianships. It doesn’'t explain the process of victimization
merely to say that lifestyle,~Toutine activity affects the probability of victimization. By
adopting the mediating concepts, however, they make clearer how criminal victimization is
realized.

Second, they have identified the factors besides lifestyle, such as individual attributes
and community-context factors, that affect the probability of victimization.

Third, they have tried to integrate studies of victims, offenders, and environments.

Finally, they have attempted to apply opportunity theory to other types of crime besides
direct-contact predatory violations.

It can be concluded that today’s opportunity theory goes far beyond lifestyle theory and
routine activity theory. But it has not yet succeeded in clarifying how criminal victimiza-
tion is realized. The problems to be solved are more adequate collection and analysis of
data, more concrete and precise identification of the factors that affect the probability of
victimization, construction of a more sophiscated model, and integration of studies on
victims, offenders, and environments for clarification and prevention of victimization,”

crime events.






