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The scientific establishment of the link between crime and place can be traced as far back as
to the 1820s from work put forth by the French Home Office, Michel-Andre Guerry, and
cartographer, Adriano Balbi, as well as Belgian statistician, Adolphe Quetelet. Since the early
analysis of the distribution of crime in France, researchers have transitioned from examining the
relationship between crime and geographic place from a macro-level perspective (for example,
cities, neighborhoods and communities) to a more micro-level perspective (for example, census
blocks). The micro-level study of crime at geographic locations has appropriately been coined
‘the criminology of place’. Although the ‘criminology of place’ movement is a recent
contribution to the criminological field, it has become one of the fastest growing areas of
interest among academic researchers.

In their book, The Criminology of Place: Street Segments and Our Understanding of the
Crime Problem, David Weisburd, Elizabeth R. Groff and Sue-Ming Yang explore the
relationship between crime and place by focusing on street segments in Seattle, Washington.
Using various sources of longitudinal data, the authors extend previous research by exploring
whether crime that is concentrated at street segments are simply an extension or reflection of
neighborhood or community social processes often discussed in the communities and crime
literature. Specifically, they merge the gap between the environmental criminology and
communities and crime literature by not only analyzing the potential relationship between
opportunity and crime hot spots of street segments, but also whether crime hot spots are also
associated with social processes, such as racial heterogeneity, poverty and willingness to
intervene in neighborhood matters rooted in the social disorganization perspective. Therefore,
Weisburd, Groff and Yang’s work is a unique contribution to not only the environmental
criminology literature, but also the communities and crime literature by exploring the
relationship between crime concentrated at street segments and opportunity, as well as social
disorganization processes over time.

The book, comprising eight chapters followed by appendices, notes and references, starts
with an introduction to their research efforts. In the introduction, also known as Chapter 1, the
authors note that traditional criminological theories focus on the criminal. While criminals
contribute to understanding crime, it is essentially only one component of understanding
the crime problem. In response, Weisburd, Groff and Yang suggest that a clearer picture of the
crime problem might emerge by changing focus from the criminal to a micro-geographic place.
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The authors argue that support for this perspective emerges from the general findings of the
16-year time series analysis, arguably the longest to date, that the authors’ layout in the
subsequent chapters. The focal point of their study is built around the street segment, which is a
micro unit of analysis that is defined by the geography of streets in Seattle, Washington. Their
first chapter concludes with a brief summary of what to expect in the following chapters.

In Chapter 2, Weisburd, Groff and Yang discuss the role of place in criminological
literature and how the criminological field has gradually moved to focusing on smaller
geographic units of analysis compared with the previously studied larger units. Using
previous literature, the authors argue in favor of further examination of understanding the
relationship between crime and place at smaller units of analysis, such as the street segment.
In addition, they also address the need for theoretical integration instead of theoretical
competition in the exploration of the variation in crime and place. Specifically, the authors
suggest that instead of solely focusing on the use of opportunity theories to explain variation
in crime as past research has done, researchers should also incorporate social disorganization
theoretical frameworks to explain crime at place. They propose that theoretical inte-
gration may be the key to testing their concept, behavior settings, which suggests that social
and structural forces contribute to crime at micro-geographic places or communities.

Using descriptive statistics in Chapter 3, Weisburd, Groff and Yang explore the
concentration of crime amongst street segments in Seattle. First, when looking at incidents
of crime across 16 years of data, they find that overall, street segments in Seattle experienced
a decline in crime. However, they also observed that not all street segments experienced a
decline during the 16-year period of time. In fact, by examining the data from year to year,
the authors discover that like previous studies, crime was found to be concentrated at certain
street segments over time. They suggest that this provides support for a ‘law of concentra-
tions’, which is indicative of the stability of crime coupled at ‘hot spots’. Next, the authors
use the statistical technique, group-based trajectory analysis to examine developmental
patterns of crime at place across 16 years of data. They argue that this statistical approach
allows for the identification of street segments with similar crime patterns and then groups
them into trajectories. From their analysis, the authors determine that 13 per cent of the street
segments had experienced the majority of the decline in crime, which suggests the
importance of examining crime trends at a micro-place level to understand variation in
violence across larger geographic areas such as cities. In addition, the authors also find
evidence of crime increases in a small percentage of street segments, when a majority of the
city was experiencing crime decline. Weisburd, Groff and Yang assert that these results
highlight the need to explore the potential role that social, structural (for example, residential
mobility) and opportunity mechanisms (for example, motivated offenders) have in explain-
ing crime concentration, as well as patterns of crime over time.

Chapter 4 serves as a critical role in justifying their use of street segments as the unit of
analysis for the explanation of developmental patterns of crime. They explore the usefulness
of the street segment in explaining crime by mapping the trajectory patterns found within the
data. From the maps, they observe that hot spots are dispersed across large geographic areas.
To determine whether patterns of crime found in the visual illustration (maps) of the data are
concentrated beyond chance, the authors use spatial statistical analysis. More specifically,
they use the statistic Ripley’s K to explore the strength of the relationship between or
clustering of street segments located in the same trajectory pattern. The authors find support
for clustering; however, their data also highlight variability in crime concentration from
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street segment to street segment. The clustering, with an average distance of a mile, suggests
that neighborhood- or community-level forces have a role in the production of crime at street
segments. Further, Weisburd, Groff and Yang use Anselin’s local indicators of spatial
autocorrelation (LISA) to determine whether street segments of a particular trajectory pattern
are located near street segments with the same trajectory pattern or other patterns. The
authors also use cross-K analysis to explore how street segments of a particular trajectory
pattern are related to other patterns. The relationships they explore include: spatial attraction,
spatial repulsion and independence. Evidence of spatial attraction suggests the significant
likelihood of two trajectory patterns located in the same area. In other words, there is spatial
heterogeneity of crime patterns in a given area. Spatial repulsion is the opposite of spatial
attraction in that two trajectory patterns amongst street segments are not likely to be located
in the same geographic area. In other words, there is spatial homogeneity. Independence is
evidence of spatial heterogeneity in that two patterns can be in the same area, but this is not
necessarily evidence of a relationship between the patterns. Results from cross-K analysis
suggest spatial attraction, which is indicative of spatial heterogeneity. The lack of evidence
of spatial repulsion supports examination of crime trends at the micro-place level; as
focusing on larger geographic areas can lead to overlooking of localized crime patterns.

In Chapter 5, using descriptive maps and the LISA statistic, Weisburd, Groff and Yang
explore a key assumption of criminology of place, which is that if there are micro-level
geographic concentrations of crime, there are also concentrations of crime opportunities.
Therefore, they explore whether crime opportunities vary across street segments. The authors
use various longitudinal sources of data to explore key components of opportunity perspectives
such as routine activity, environmental criminology and situational crime prevention. Key
components of these opportunity perspectives that are included in their analyses are: motivated
offenders, suitable targets (or crime generators/attractors), guardianship and accessibility. The
results of their examination provide support for opportunity theories in that opportunity factors
that allow for crime are concentrated at micro-level places, such as street segments. Further,
there is variability from street segment to street segment in opportunity characteristics, which
supports the exploration of crime at micro-level places.

Using the same analysis structure in Chapter 5, in Chapter 6 the authors explore the
relevance of social disorganization theories to criminology of place. They examine whether
there are concentrations of social disorganization in micro-geographic areas, such as the street
segment, and whether there is variation in social disorganization in these areas. Using available
sources of data, Weisburd, Groff and Yang select structural and social forces relevant to
capturing social disorganization at the street segment level. Key components of social
disorganization that are included in their analyses are: socioeconomic status, mixed land use,
racial heterogeneity, urbanization, physical disorder, informal social control and willingness to
intervene in public affairs. Similar to the results in Chapter 5, the authors observe concentration
and variability in structural and social forces from street segment to street within larger
geographic areas, which support the exploration of crime at micro-level places.

To tie the previous chapters together, in Chapter 7, the authors use a multivariate
statistical model to understand trajectories or patterns of crime at place. They explore
whether variability in opportunity and social disorganization components are related to crime
patterns at the street segment level. They argue that their model allows for the comparison
of the relevance of opportunity and social disorganization perspectives in explaining crime
at place. Further, they also examine which characteristics of opportunity and social
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disorganization help to differentiate between crime concentrations or waves of crime at street
segments and street segments with little crime or decline in crime. In general, the authors find
that both opportunity and social disorganization perspectives contribute to the understanding
and prediction of crime at micro-level geographic areas. Specifically, though crime patterns
at street segments were more consistently linked to opportunity factors than social
disorganization characteristics, variability in social disorganization characteristics across
behavior settings comprised street segments that were also linked to observed crime patterns.

In the last chapter of The Criminology of Place: Street Segments and Our Understanding
of the Crime Problem, Weisburd, Groff and Yang discuss how their work has contributed to
furthering the criminological field’s understanding of crime and crime prevention. They provide
a summary of the findings and entertain potential policy implications as well as limitations of
their research endeavors. Essentially, the final chapter reemphasizes the main points summar-
ized at that end of each book chapter, while highlighting the importance of criminologists and
crime prevention practitioners in using place, especially micro places to understand crime
problems. Following the last chapter, the book concludes with five sections of appendices, each
section providing additional details regarding the data collection efforts and statistical models
used in their study. A notes section, organized with headings for each chapter follows the
appendices to give the reader clarification on information discussed throughout the book.

The Criminology of Place: Street Segments and Our Understanding of the Crime
Problem is a unique contribution to the field of Criminology because it carefully marries
two assumed opposing theoretical schools of thought – social disorganization and
opportunity. The analyses presented in Chapters 5 through 7 showcases how these two
perspectives can coexist, highlighting the individual and joint contributions of each
perspective to understanding crime at place. The careful organization of the book serves as
a roadmap, guiding the reader through each step of the authors’ research process. The
summaries provided at the end of each chapter function as a helpful tool to identify the key
points and findings discussed in each chapter.

While The Criminology of Place: Street Segments and Our Understanding of the Crime
Problem advances our understanding of the nature and causes of crime at geographic micro
units of analysis such as the street segment, it is not without limitations. First, and as addressed
by Weisburd, Groff and Yang, their analyses of crime at place are dictated by the data used for
the analysis. Specifically, their unit of analysis, the street segment was determined by the
decision to use data from the US Census Bureau. As a result, the authors are unable to capture
social processes that could be going on at smaller geographic units of analysis. While this
limitation is not unusual for social science research, it is difficult to assess the reliability of their
results without the ability to rule out other phenomenon potentially tied to smaller geographic
settings. Second, although summaries are provided at the conclusion of each chapter, some of
the language and procedures associated with the statistical models explored in this book can be
difficult for the average person to digest. Realistically, this book is geared towards academic
researchers, especially those with some working knowledge of geospatial mapping. Therefore,
for the information to help guide crime prevention practices, the information would likely need
to be presented in such a way that law enforcement agencies can understand.
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