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We believe the structure of routine activities influences criminal opportunity and therefore affects
trends in a class of crimes. We refer to as direct contact predatory violations. Predatory violations are
defined here as illegal acts in which “someone definitely and intentionally takes or damages the person
or property of another”. Further, this analysis is confined to those predatory violations involving direct
physical contact between at least one offender and at least one person or object which that offender
attempts to take or damage. We argue that structural changes in routine activity patterns can influence
crime rates by affecting the convergence in space and time of the three minimal elements of direct—
contact predatory violations : (1) motivated offenders, (2) suitable targets and (3) the absence of
capable guardians against a violation. In other words, any successfully completed violation requires at
a minimum an offender with both criminal inclinations and the ability to carry out those inclinations, a
person of object providing a suitable target for the offender, and the absence of guardians capable of
preventing the violation. We further argue that the lack of any one of those elements is sufficient to
prevent the successful completion at a direct—contact predatory crime, and that the convergence in
time and space of suitable targets and the absence of capable guardians may even lead to large
increases in crime rates without necessary requiring any increase in the structural conditions that

motivate individuals to engage in crime.
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