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TABLES-FIGURES 

 

Table 1. Mullen et al. stalker types with variables selected for each 

 

Rejected Intimacy seeker Incompetent Resentful Predatory 

Threats (80%) 

Follows (78%) 

Phones (76%) 

Previous convictions (58%) 

Confronts (52%) 

Ex-partner (48%) 

Letters (46%) 

Accesses house (46%) 

Violence (42%) 

Destroys (32%) 

Defames (28%) 

Friendship (6%) 

Co-worker (6%) 

Threats (80%) 

Follows (78%) 

Phones (76%) 

Letters (46%) 

Violence (42%) 

Love (40%) 

Threats another (40%) 

Contacts another (40%) 

Gifts (28%) 

Family abuse (10%) 

Confronts (52%) 

Letters (46%) 

Invites contact (42%) 

Love (40%) 

Sexual (32%) 

Destroys (32%) 

Stranger (28%) 

Threats (80%) 

Follows (78%) 

Phones (76%) 

Letters (46%) 

Destroys (32%) 

Co-worker (6%) 

Follows (78%) 

Previous convictions (58%) 

Surveillance (44%) 

Violence (42%) 

Researches (16%) 

Details (16%) 

Drives by (14%) 

Knowledge (12%) 

 

 
Note. Frequency across the sample of 50 cases indicated in parentheses. 

 

 

 

  



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Figure 1. Two-Dimensional Smallest Space Analysis (SSA) Plot of Stalking Behaviours:   

Rejected Stalker Variables Highlighted (coefficient of alienation= 0.208) 
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Figure 2. Two-Dimensional Smallest Space Analysis (SSA) Plot of Stalking Behaviours:   

Intimacy Seeker Stalker Variables Highlighted (coefficient of alienation= 0.208) 
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Figure 3. Two-Dimensional Smallest Space Analysis (SSA) Plot of Stalking Behaviours:   

Incompetent Stalker Variables Highlighted (coefficient of alienation= 0.208) 
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Figure 4. Two-Dimensional Smallest Space Analysis (SSA) Plot of Stalking Behaviours:   

Resentful Stalker Variables Highlighted (coefficient of alienation= 0.208) 

  

 

Family abuse 

Invites contact 

Destroys 

Ex partner 

Violence 

Co-worker 

Defames 

Drives by 

Researches 

Details 

Knowledge 

Friendship

Stranger 

Gifts 

Surveillanc

e 

Accesses house 

Love 

Sexual 
Letters 

Follows 
Previous convictions 

Contacts another 

Phones 

Threats another 

Threat

s 

Confronts 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Figure 5. Two-Dimensional Smallest Space Analysis (SSA) Plot of Stalking Behaviours:   

Predatory Stalker Variables Highlighted (coefficient of alienation= 0.208) 
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Figure 6. Two-Dimensional Smallest Space Analysis (SSA) Plot of Stalking Behaviours with 

Frequency Contours (coefficient of alienation: 0.208) 
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