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introduction

In 1987 the National Bureau for Crime Prevention (LBVM) in The Netherlands started a comprehensive study on the misdemeanour of residential burglary. The main goal of the project was to acquire more information and knowledge on burglary. Besides the main goal an important objective was also to develop a set of rules and techniques to make it possible for police officers to conduct such research by themselves. 

The study was divided into several parts; one of these concerned the burglars. In 1987, 36 arrested housebreakers were asked to answer an extensive questionnaire. This was done again in 1991, but this time 106 arrested burglars were interviewer. The results of the two 'offender-researches' were published by the consultancy Van Dijk, Van Soomeren en Partners B.V. (DSP). 

The questionnaire that was developed and applied in The Netherlands, was in 1996 also used by the Japan Urban Security Research Institute (JUSRI) for interviewing 35 arrested housebreakers in Tokyo. 

The present study is a comparison of the results of the 1991 'offender-research' in The Netherlands and the 1996 Japanese study of 35 arrested housebreakers in Tokyo. The crime the Japanese offenders were arrested for was burglary during daytime when nobody was home. The Japanese population therefore is not identical to the Dutch population. The reason for this incongruously is a difference in the classification of burglary in the two countries. 

With regard to the comparison between Japan and The Netherlands the small test sample in Japan constitutes a methodological constraint. The Japanese study focuses on 35 offenders while the Dutch researchers interviewed 106 arrested residential burglars. When a crime doesn't occur relatively often (as is the case in Japan), the test sample should consist of a relative large number of cases in order to get representative results. Another bottleneck is the question whether the test samples in both countries are characteristic for the category studied. The respondents to the questionnaire are the offenders who were caught after or 

while breaking into a house, and not the successful burglars who manage to stay out of the hands of the police. Moreover, in order to make the questionnaire suitable for Japanese respondents some of the questions and answer-categories were altered. Finally, the Japanese questionnaire was shortened; the result of which is that it is difficult to make a comparison on a number of aspects. 

The comparison between the Japanese and the Dutch studies will be supplemented on a number of aspects from research done elsewhere. This to get a clearer picture of the burglars in general. Three of these studies are focused on the offenders: Wright & Decker (1994), Cromwell, Olson & Avary (1991), and Cornish & Clarke (1985). The first two studies tackle the earlier described problem that the respondents might not be characteristic for the whole population by the (ethnographic) operationalisation of their field research: the burglars were identified and interviewed in their own environment, which eliminates the restriction of being caught first. 

The sequence of subjects in this report is as follows. First the demographic characteristics and (financial) motivation of the residential burglars in the two countries will be compared. Then this study will focus on the 'modus operandi' (working method) of the housebreakers: the preparation, the different choices that have to be made, the duration of the housebreaking, and the disposition of the goods. The model that is being used in this study, is the 'waterleidingmodel' (water-works model) developed by DSP. This model is a combination of the ' zoom-model' by Cornish & Clarke (1986) and the three criteria on which the burglars make their choices by Bennett & Wright (1984). These criteria are accessibility, chance of being caught, and the potential loot. This study ends with a summary of the conclusions made in the comparison.

A comparison of the results 

Demographic characteristics 

In the samples of both countries all the arrested residential burglars are male. The Dutch respondents are aged between 1 5 and 45 years. Over 50% of the offenders is between 21 and 30 years old. Half of the Dutch residential burglars has committed over 50 burglaries each. Nine out of ten have been convicted for any kind of crime. 

In Japan the percentage of previously convicted housebreakers is about the same (89%). The respondents are, however, older than those in The Netherlands: 14% is in their fifties or over, 20% is in their forties, 37% is between 31 and 40 years old, and only 29% is aged between 20 and 30. None of the respondents is younger then 20.

Financial motivation 

The Japanese questionnaire asked about the need for money. The majority of the Japanese offenders (51%) says that the money is needed to cam a living, while 43% says that the money is spent for pleasure. 

The results of the Dutch questionnaire give more detailed information about the burglars’ need for money. DSP define somebody as addicted when he spends more than fl 100,-- in a week on hard drugs, gambling or alcohol. According to this definition 43% of the Dutch burglars is addicted to hard drugs, 23% to gambling, and 18% to alcohol. About 10% has more than one addiction. The 

financial motive for breaking-in is closely linked to the costs of these addictions. Findings of Wright & Decker (1994) show that the main motivation to commit a burglary for American housebreakers is the acute need for money. Their easily earned money is quickly spent primarily on drugs, status symbols, and to a lesser extent on primary needs. Cornish & Clarke (1986) add that the changing lifestyle as a result of housebreaking enlarges the financial dependence on burglary. 

Modus operandi

· Preparation

The Dutch burglar is general speaking better prepared for the job than his 

Japanese colleague. In The Netherlands nine out of ten offenders take tools with them when they go to their work. In Japan this percentage is only 57%; in addition 34% never uses any kind of tool when breaking into a house. The remaining 9% is of the inventive kind and gets tools at the site if necessary.

Japanese burglars often use public transport to get to their destination. Just like transport on foot, 29% makes use of this form of transport. In most cases in The Netherlands burglars either go on foot or by car; in the latter case probably in view of the properties to be stolen. 

At first sight, it seems odd that Japanese burglars often use public transport, but two factors must be taken into account. First, the public transportation system in Tokyo is very efficient and as a consequence few people in this city travel by car; let alone people with lower incomes, to which at least part of the studied group probably belongs. Second, this same conclusion was reached in a Dutch study in the city of Utrecht during the early eighties. After the introduction of a new tram in the city the researchers found that the frequency of burglaries along the tramway line augmented. 

The conclusion of DSP (pg. 11) that the Dutch burglar is purposeful in his preparation for the job and has a definite plan of action may not apply to the Japanese housebreaker. Unfortunately, the Japanese study did not elaborate on the details concerning the preparation, so that the conclusion can only be partially falsified. 

· Choice of city, neighbourhood, type of house, and dwelling 

In The Netherlands burglars operate by preference in their own city (54%). The short distances (46%) and the acquaintance with their own neighbourhood (40%) are the main reasons for this. One out of four works preferably outside his own city, mainly because of the reduced chance of being recognized (75%). The criteria for choosing the city where the crime is conducted are related to the chance of being caught. From the group of respondents 20% has no preference for his own or another city. 

The Japanese housebreakers prefer to commit their crime outside their own city (43%). Almost half of this group thinks that the chance of being recognized is less in another city, while 20% is lured by the appearance of wealth of the houses. From the total group of respondents 46% has no preference on where to operate. A little more than one out of ten preferably breaks into houses inside his own city. Three fourths of them argues that they know their own area best. In short, apart from the chance of being caught the criterion of the value of the loot ('wealthy-looking houses') also influences the choice of city in Japan. 

The study in The Netherlands shows that of the group that prefers to operate inside their own city more than half preferably works outside their own neighbourhood. Only one out of six prefers his own neighbourhood. The Dutch burglar uses definite criteria for this choice, such as an easy possibility of escaping, a quiet neighbourhood, a wealthy appearance, and the possibility of 

easy access into the houses. Preferably the choice is based on all three criteria: the chance of being caught, the accessibility of the dwelling, and the loot. According to the above, the conclusion can be reached that the Dutch burglar investigates the neighbourhood before he goes to work. 

On the contrary, 46% of the Japanese housebreakers doesn't check up the neighbourhood nor the houses before planning a break-in. This could be the result of the preference for working outside the own city. It is clear that the investigation of a neighbourhood inside one's own city is easier than in another city. The Japanese burglars that do attend to the neighbourhood (54%) mainly pay attention to the chance of being caught: a quiet neighbourhood and the case of entry and escape are the most important criteria. 

According to Coenen (1989) the choice for a specific type of house is an important one. With the presence nowadays of blocks of houses, many dwellings in such a block are of the same type. By breaking into one of the houses the burglar gets information about many of the other dwellings as well. The result may be a high frequency of burglaries in one type of house in a relative short period of time. 

The choice of the burglars for a type of dwelling is difficult to compare between the two nations. In Japan the dwellings are categorized according to type of occupant (they are, for example, differentiated according to income), while the Dutch categorization is based on the location of the house (for example, a comer-house). Despite this incomparability it is remarkable that in Japan only 17% has no preference for a specific type of house, while this is the case with 41% of the Dutch burglars. 

The choice for a type of dwelling in The Netherlands mainly depends upon the chance of being caught: an easy escape-route and the possibility of working quietly and unnoticed determine the choice for a specific type of dwelling. Van der Voort & Van Wegen (1990) point out that a closed block of houses reduces the chance of burglary, because of the few enter- and escape-routes. In Japan the choice for a type of dwelling chiefly regards weak security arrangements and the presence of cash (chance of being caught, accessibility, and loot). 

In The Netherlands nine out of ten burglars apply clear criteria in choosing a dwelling for their work. The interior of the house, the lighting, and the presence of people or a dog (loot and chance of being caught) are the main factors in making this decision. 

In Japan only 54% chooses a specific house on the basis of specified criteria. The most important decision-criteria relate to the chance of getting caught and the accessibility: the absence of people, the possibility of working quietly, and unnoticed, the case of entry and escape, and the weak security.

· Choice of side to approach, aperture, and working method 

In The Netherlands the preference for the side to approach lies at the rear of the house (62%). The windows and doors at this side of the dwellings are considered to be the weakest spots in the 'defence' of a house. The break-in usually takes place at the ground level. 

In Japan one out of four burglars tries to get into the house by climbing to the balcony. The most popular entrances of the dwellings however are the front door and one of the windows. In each case 31% tries to break into the house by using one of these apertures in the façade. 

That is, in both countries accessibility is the deciding criterion for choosing both the side to approach and the aperture in the façade. 

The working method to gain access to the house is straight forward in Japan: 40% enters the dwelling by breaking a window-pane, 31% simply walks into the house through an open door or window, and 11% finds and uses the key that was hidden by the occupants. 

In The Netherlands many of these techniques are no longer of use. As a consequence, Dutch burglars force a lock (28%) or a window (26%). 

· Duration of the break-in 

In Japan as well as in The Netherlands the burglars only remain in the building for a short period of time. Most Japanese offenders (86%) leave the house within 15 minutes after entering. Half of this group leaves within 5 minutes. Almost half of the Dutch test sample doesn't stay longer inside the building than 10 minutes. 

The chief reason to abandon or to end the break-in in both countries is the presence of people. Although the results of the two studies are not fully comparable (the Japanese sample was defined as burglary in the absence of dwellers), this similarity can be supported. 

The Japanese study shows that the burglars are most influenced to end their (attempt to) break-in when they are spotted or addressed by neighbours (47%). Apart from this reason, enhanced security and the presence of a dog are of importance in deciding to proceed or not with the break-in. 

In The Netherlands almost 75% of the offenders never broke into a dwelling when they knew that there were people inside. 

Japanese and Dutch burglars both make use of the same techniques to check whether someone is inside the house: they ring the doorbell or observe the building. The study of Wright & Decker (1994) shows that only in a few cases (American) housebreakers know the occupants themselves or make inquiries with somebody with inside information. 

When in spite of this caution the occupants and the burglars do run into each other, nine out of ten burglars flee (91% in Japan and 88% in The Netherlands).

· Disposal of the goods 

In The Netherlands the choice for the type of loot is mainly ruled by the consideration whether it can be sold. Many of the offenders want to get rid of the stolen goods as quickly as possible and know beforehand to whom they will sell. Almost half of the burglars sells to an official purchaser from time to time. In America, on the contrary, 60% to 70% of the stolen goods is sold to non-official buyers. Both the official and non-official buyers share in future burglary by asking for specific goods and by giving strategic information concerning the safety measures of houses, the location of certain goods, and the routines of occupants (Wright & Decker 1994; Cromwell et al. 1991). 

In Japan many housebreakers (46%) sell the stolen goods to a third party as well. However 34% of the respondents says that they threw the stolen goods away. 

Summary

In Japan as well as in The Netherlands all of the respondents are men. In both countries nine out of ten have a criminal record. The Dutch burglar in general is younger than his Japanese colleague. In both nations the main reason to break-in is the need for money. In The Netherlands the money is often spend on some kind of addiction. 

The Dutch housebreaker is well prepared and prefers to operate inside his own city, though outside his own neighbourhood. Generally speaking Japanese burglars are less well prepared and prefer to work outside the city they live in. In both countries the offenders often go on foot to the crime scene. In Japan however this is done as often as by public transport, while the Dutch burglars prefer to go by car. 

In The Netherlands burglars enter the house from the rear side by forcing a window or door. In Japan one out of three uses the front door to gain access to the house. The working method of Japanese burglars is more straightforward than the methods used by the Dutch housebreakers. 

In both countries the offenders remain inside the dwelling for a short period of time. The presence of people is the main reason for abandoning or ending the (attempt to) break-in. 

Many of the Dutch and Japanese respondents sell their loot to a third party. However, 34% of the Japanese burglars says that they threw the stolen goods away.

This summary concludes with a table of the criteria used by the residential burglars in making choices regarding their 'modus operandi'. As was already stated these criteria relate to the chance of being caught, the loot, and the accessibility of the house. The chart compares the criteria used between the two countries. 

Table: Criteria used at different planological levels for each country 

	Choices
	The Netherlands
	Japan

	City
	Chance of being caught
	Chance of being caught &

loot

	Neighbourhood
	Chance of being caught,

loot &

accessibility
	Chance of being caught

	Type of house
	Chance of being caught
	Chance of being caught &

loot

	Dwelling
	Chance of being caught &

loot
	Chance of being caught &

accessibility

	Side to approach, aperture
	Accessibility
	Accessibility
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