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BACKGROUND 

The Edinburgh Study of Youth Transitions and Crime is a longitudinal study of around 

4,300 young people who started at secondary schools in the City of Edinburgh in August 

1998, when most were between 11½ and 12½ years old.  The study aims to further our 

understanding of criminal offending in young people by studying it in three contexts: the 

physical and social structure of neighbourhoods, the individual’s development through the 

life course, and interactions with the official apparatus of social work and law enforcement.  

It is assumed that the domains interact: for example, particular styles of parenting are 

sustained or subverted by the practices and norms prevailing in the neighbourhood 

(Bronfenbrenner 1979; Sampson and Laub 1993). 

By far the most important previous British study in this field is the Cambridge Study of 

Delinquent Development (Farrington and West, 1990).  The Edinburgh Study builds on the 

Cambridge Study, but coming 40 years later addresses a substantially different set of 

intellectual and policy questions, and accordingly adopts a substantially different design.  

It sets out to produce results that can be compared with those from contemporary 

longitudinal studies, especially those in Chicago, Pittsburgh, Rochester, and Denver. 

First, the Edinburgh Study focuses on gender differences, whereas the Cambridge Study 

was confined to males.  It is because rates of convictions and arrests are several times 

higher among males than females that earlier studies concentrated on males.  Equally 

important is the interaction between victimisation and offending, and the fact that  patterns 

of victimisation are also substantially different for males and females.  It has not been 

helpful to exclude this prime source of variation from the field of study, and the Edinburgh 

Study helps to redress the balance. 

Second, the Edinburgh Study is not concerned with the childhood origins of criminal 

inclinations: instead, it aims to explain why such inclinations are sometimes translated into 

serious, frequent, and persistent criminal offending, but often are not; and why some 

criminal careers end much sooner than others.  It starts, therefore, around the age of 12, 

and aims to continue up to the age of around 30.  Although individual differences in 

offending can be predicted fairly well from an early age, the substantial limitation of such 

predictions is that many difficult children turn out not to have serious criminal careers).  It 

is likely that the overall rate of crime will be strongly influenced by the rate at which 

antisocial children are ‘converted’ into serious criminals.  There is a strong body of theory 

in criminology that deals with the influences of official systems (social workers, courts, 

the police) and wider social processes on this ‘rate of conversion’ into a life of crime.  The 

Edinburgh Study aims to develop these ideas and evaluate them against a solid body of 

evidence.  



Third, the Edinburgh Study aims to integrate the study of individual differences and life 

histories with the study of the effects of communities and broader social context.  It aims 

to explain how structural characteristics of neighbourhoods (use of space, daily routines, 

economic activities, density of social networks) influence crime rates over and above the 

characteristics of the individuals found in them.  It will also investigate the interactions 

between individuals and neighbourhoods: for example, impulsive individuals may be at 

risk of becoming offenders in certain neighbourhoods, but not in others.  Integrating these 

levels of explanation is the project now at the leading edge of empirical criminology. 

OBJECTIVES 

1. To investigate from early adolescence onwards the processes leading to 

involvement in criminal offending and desistance from it. 

2. To elaborate and test possible explanations for the striking contrast between males 

and females in criminal offending; and to use these explanations to build a better 

theory of male as well as female offending. 

3. To integrate individual and ecological approaches through interpreting individual 

offending histories in relation to the social and physical structure of 

neighbourhoods, and the dynamics of local communities. 

4. To monitor the influence of interactions with the social services and criminal justice 

systems (police, children’s hearings, courts) on the subsequent behaviour of young 

people. 

5. To contribute towards the development and empirical evaluation of a theory of 

criminal behaviour which grows out of social control theory, incorporates important 

insights from other theories, and takes account of individual development through 

the life course, the physical and social structure of neighbourhoods and 

communities, and interactions with the social services and criminal justice systems. 

The present grant was to cover the first three calendar years, including the first two sweeps 

of data collection, on this longitudinal programme which is intended to run for many years.  

The longitudinal study, and associated studies, have been established as planned (see next 

section).  Progress towards achieving the overall objectives of the programme, set out 

above, is as expected at this stage.  All five objectives are addressed in the report of findings 

submitted with this report.  As we follow the trajectory of the cohort of young people over 

a longer period, we will address each of the objectives again. 

METHODS 

Full details of methods are given in the Technical Report which has been made available 

to ESRC along with the report of findings. 



The core of the study is a cohort of 4,300 young people aged 11½ to 12½ at the start of 

fieldwork in the autumn of 1998, when they entered secondary school.  Essentially the 

cohort consists of all the young people in the City of Edinburgh in the relevant age group.  

The strategy is to collect information from multiple sources about all members of the cohort 

once a year.  At each sweep the period covered is the previous 12 months, so that the study 

provides a continuous account of events in the lives of the cohort, and not just an account 

of selected time segments.  The advantages of this design, which focuses on the largest 

possible number of young people within a single city, are discussed in the paper by Smith 

and McVie that is submitted with this report.  Closely integrated with the cohort study is a 

parallel study of social geography and crime patterns in Edinburgh, which primarily makes 

use of data from the 1991 census and police-recorded crime data.  This makes it possible 

to analyse the findings for cohort members in the light of the characteristics of the 

neighbourhoods where they live. 

At the first two sweeps, information about individual cohort members was collected from 

questionnaires normally completed in the classroom; from the files of the City of 

Edinburgh Social Work Department; from the files of the Scottish Children’s Hearing 

Reporters Administration; and from school records.  At the second sweep, pastoral teachers 

completed a short questionnaire about each cohort member. 

The first, major, exercise in mapping the social geography of Edinburgh made use of 1991 

census data and police-recorded crime data for 1997. 

We carried out case studies of two Edinburgh neighbourhoods with similar social 

composition but contrasting crime patterns. 

Semi-structured interviews were conducted with 40 young people selected from the cohort. 

An initial, detailed analysis of findings from the first two sweeps was carried out.  

Multivariate analysis is currently in progress. 

Ethics and data protection 

It is important to ensure that the study is carried out with the informed consent of parents 

and children, and that no child or parent can be harmed by taking part.  The Data Protection 

Acts prevent a court from requiring the researchers to hand over information obtained 

solely for the purposes of research, for example to aid a criminal investigation.  This means 

that we are able to offer children and their parents an absolute assurance of confidentiality, 

with one qualification.  This arises because the child protection guidelines of the education 

department of the City of Edinburgh state that any disclosure of physical or sexual abuse 

must be reported to the appropriate school authorities.  For that reason, no direct questions 

about abuse by adults will be asked until respondents reach the age of 16.  On the rare 

occasions (two in the first three years) when respondents provide unsolicited information, 

researchers report the matter to a pastoral teacher, and also encourage the child to report it. 



At the beginning of the study, a two-page letter from the researchers with a covering letter 

from the head teacher was posted by schools to parents.  The letter set out the purposes of 

the study, and clearly described each of its elements.  Parents who wished to withdraw their 

children from the study were invited to return a tear-off slip.  On the first occasion that 

children were asked to complete a questionnaire, they were given a single sheet 

summarising the purposes of the study, describing the main elements, and explaining how 

the confidentiality of the information would be maintained.  At this point, and on all 

subsequent occasions, children could decline to participate.  Parents are sent a newsletter 

about the study about once a year, which in future will contain a summary of key findings.  

Parents are always given the opportunity to withdraw if any new element is added to the 

study. 

Advisory Group 

An Advisory Group was established under the Chairmanship of Professor Sir Michael 

Rutter of the Institute of Psychiatry, London, and met for the first time on 26 May 1998.  

The members comprise senior representatives from all the agencies involved in the study, 

including education, police, social work, the children’s reporter, the Scottish Executive, 

the Home Office, independent schools, state schools, and parents, together with several 

academics and practitioners with an interest or involvement in research into crime and 

young people.  The Advisory Group meets formally once a year, but is regularly kept 

informed of progress and approached for advice at key stages of the study. 

Access and relationships with other organisations 

The research can only be carried out with the close co-operation of a range of organisations, 

including the City of Edinburgh Department of Education and individual state schools, 

independent schools in Edinburgh, the city’s Department of Social work, the Scottish 

Children’s Hearing Administration and its Edinburgh office, and the Lothian and Borders 

Police.  Our initial, formal approach to the education department was followed by a series 

of presentations to the Director of Education, the Convener of the Education Committee, 

head teachers, and the Parents’ Consultative Committee.  In February 1998 the Education 

Committee, and shortly after the full Council, agreed in principle that the Edinburgh 

schools could participate, although final agreement had to be sought from individual 

schools.  Separate approaches were then made to the other organisations, and to the 

individual independent schools.  The study has received a remarkable degree of support 

and active participation from these organisations.  The only small qualification is that a 

few independent schools refused to participate (see below). 

Rates of participation and response 

A total of 49 schools in Edinburgh were approached to take part in the study, including 

mainstream state schools, special needs schools, and independent schools.  All of the 

mainstream schools agreed to take part, 9 of the 12 special needs schools, and 8 of the 14 

independent schools.  Of all independent school pupils, 63 per cent were in participating 



schools (at sweep 1), and 75 per cent of special needs pupils were in participating schools.  

Overall, 92 per cent of Edinburgh pupils at sweep 1 were in participating schools.  

Although new pupils were allowed into the cohort at sweep 2, these percentages remained 

very similar.   

Parents were given the opportunity to withdraw their children from the study, and the 

young people themselves could decline to participate.  Of all children in the participating 

schools, 3.5 per cent were withdrawn or opted out at sweep 1, and this proportion declined 

slightly at sweep 2.  The proportion opted out was the same at mainstream state and 

independent schools (but as expected, higher at special needs schools), which suggests 

there was no systematic bias according to social class.  Questionnaires were completed at 

both sweeps for nearly all (over 99 per cent) of those in scope (who had not been withdrawn 

by their parents or opted out). 

Questionnaire development and piloting 

The sweep 1 questionnaire was developed after a systematic trawl of the literature and 

collation of questionnaires used in current and recent longitudinal studies focusing on 

crime.  Very close attention was given to making the questions understandable and 

interesting for the age group.  There were several stages of pilot work at both sweeps, 

carried out at schools outside Edinburgh (so that members of the cohort would not be 

involved).  This moved from qualitative and open methods, through trials of short sections, 

to a full-scale pilot of the whole procedure. 

Fieldwork in schools 

Most children filled in the questionnaires in the classroom, under the close supervision of 

one or two researchers.  All children were carefully briefed about the purposes and methods 

of the study before they began, and had the opportunity to withdraw.  Children with reading 

or writing difficulties were given help adapted to the level of the difficulties.  This usually 

involved reading the questions out to them.  In the most difficult cases, they were 

interviewed on a one-to-one basis.  Recalls were made to find children not present on the 

first occasion.  Where children were still not present after several recalls, researchers made 

efforts to contact them at home. 

Teachers’ questionnaire 

The teachers’ questionnaire consisted of a shortened version of the Goodman Strengths 

and Difficulties Scale.  Teachers’ questionnaires were completed during the autumn term 

of 1999 for 94.2 per cent of members of the cohort included in sweep 2. 

 

 



Social work and children’s hearing records 

Monitoring forms were designed so that relevant information could be transferred for every 

member of the cohort who had had contact with the social work department, and, 

separately, with the children’s hearing system.  A total of 468 cohort members were 

identified as potentially having a social work record by the department’s central computer 

system.  Files were found for 363 of these young people (further details in the Technical 

Report).  It is likely that most of the remainder were either incorrectly shown as having a 

file, or had had little contact overall, and no recent contact.  Children’s hearing records 

were identified for 374 members of the cohort, and 356 of these files were successfully 

located.  At sweep 1, information was collected about contacts with the agencies at any 

time up to August 1998.  At sweep 2, information was collected about contacts during the 

12 months ending August 1999. 

Personal interviews 

A total of 40 semi-structured interviews were carried out in the summer of 2000 with a 

sample of boys and girls selected from the cohort to include a larger group of frequent 

offenders and a smaller group with low offending scores.  Interviews were tape-recorded 

and transcribed in full. 

Mapping social geography and crime patterns 

Mapping the social geography and crime patterns of Edinburgh was a large undertaking 

which involved bringing together data from a number of sources and processing it in a 

variety of ways (see Chapter 14 of the report of findings).  As one outcome of this process, 

Edinburgh was divided into 91 neighbourhoods, choosing the boundaries so as to maximise 

the homogeneity of each neighbourhood, and hence the contrasts between them.  The main 

criterion used was an index of social and economic stress derived from six census variables.  

Post-codes were obtained for the home addresses of most cohort members, so that each one 

could be assigned to a neighbourhood.  From this point on, there were two datasets: one 

containing 91 cases (neighbourhoods); the other containing 4,300 cases (cohort members).  

Information could be exchanged between the datasets.  Information about individuals could 

be analysed by reference to characteristics of their neighbourhood, and neighbourhoods 

could be characterised according to information derived from cohort members living in 

them. 

Analysis 

The first stage of the analysis is described in the report of findings.  This involved deriving 

a large number of scores to summarise results across groups of questions.  Next, basic 

results were described in detail, with an emphasis on examining relationships between a 

wide range of variables and self-reported offending.  The pattern of relationships was found 

to be very different, depending on whether the analysis was at the individual or at the 



neighbourhood level.  An extensive programme of multivariate modelling is now starting.  

This will focus on attempting to predict, or explain, self-reported offending, victimisation 

(including bullying), and adversarial police contact.  Explaining change from sweep 1 to 

sweep 2 will also be a major objective.  There will be an intensive examination of the 

relative importance of neighbourhood and individual characteristics in explaining both 

offending and victimisation. 

RESULTS 

The study provides detailed measures of self-reported delinquency at the ages of 12 and 13 

for an extremely accurate sample of the whole population, from the most privileged to 

those with physical or psychological problems or special educational needs.  Extensive 

checks on the validity of the self-report measures can be made, by comparing them with 

agency records (social work and children’s hearings) and with teachers’ assessments of the 

same children’s behaviour.  A very large number of internal checks of validity are also 

possible: for example, the correlations between self-reported delinquency and other factors 

such as measures of personality, friends’ delinquency, or relationships with parents.  All of 

these checks tend to provide impressive evidence of the validity of the self-report measures.  

For example, variety of delinquency (the number of forms of delinquency in which the 

respondent had engaged) was twice as high among those with evidence of offending on an 

agency record as among those with no agency record.  Also, very few of those whose 

agency files showed evidence of offending claimed they had committed no delinquent acts.  

At the same time, self-reports are a far more complete and detailed account of delinquency 

than could be obtained from any other source: for example, children who had not been 

referred to the reporter during their first year of secondary school admitted to an average 

of nine delinquent acts over that period. 

A substantial proportion of respondents said they had engaged in delinquent acts.  For 

example, at sweep 2 (aged around 13) about half said they had injured someone in a fight 

in the past 12 months, two out of five had been rowdy in a group in a public place, one in 

three had put up graffiti, one in four had stolen things from a shop or avoided paying a fare.  

A considerable minority had engaged in more serious delinquent acts: for example, 14 per 

cent had started fires, and 5 per cent had ridden in or driven a stolen car.  There were some 

important shifts in the pattern of delinquency between the ages of 12 and 13.  The 

prevalence of rowdiness in public, fire-setting, and joyriding increased substantially, 

whereas theft from home and from school declined. 

Only a minority of those engaging in acts of delinquency had brushed with adult authority 

(the police, a teacher, a parent) as a result.  Delinquents became more successful at evading 

detection as they grew older.  Most kinds of delinquent act were committed by young 

people in groups, often quite large ones.  Incidents covered a very wide range from the 

trivial to the serious.  Although trivial incidents were the most common, a substantial 

minority of incidents involved property of some value, or a weapon capable of causing 

serious injury, or actually resulted in cuts or bruises. 



Whether we consider variety of delinquency (the number of forms of delinquency) or 

volume of delinquency (the number of delinquent acts) there is a group of around 12 per 

cent of all respondents who account for about half of delinquency.  There was some 

increase in both measures of delinquency between sweeps 1 and 2, as respondents began 

to mount the lower slopes of the age/crime curve.  Delinquency was higher among boys 

than girls, but less than twice as high on any measure.  Surprisingly, this gap narrowed 

somewhat from age 12 to 13 (we expect it to widen much more at a later stage of 

development).  There was a very much wider gap between boys and girls in the proportion 

caught by the police.  This may in part arise because girls’ delinquency tended to be less 

serious, but there is not much to support that supposition.  It seems, instead, that the police 

tended, strongly, to target boys rather than girls.  This changed sharply from age 12 to 13, 

with a dramatic increase in the proportion of girls caught by the police, although some gap 

between boys and girls remained.  This sudden criminalisation of girls around the age of 

13 was connected with a general shift of emphasis from informal controls (by adults not 

connected with criminal justice) to formal controls (for example, by the police). 

At the ages of 12 and 13, family background was not very strongly related to delinquency, 

although children with stepparents or single parents (especially those with single fathers) 

had somewhat elevated rates of delinquency.  The relationship with social class was not 

very strong, although it perhaps became rather stronger from age 12 to 13. 

The proportion of young people who smoked once a week or more often rose from 2.8 per 

cent at age 12 to 8.5 per cent at age 13.  The rise was much steeper among girls than boys, 

and by age 13, smoking was more common among girls.  Drinking also increased 

substantially between the two sweeps.  At age 13, 16.3 per cent of respondents said they 

drank at least monthly, although much of this was in a family setting.  Self-reported 

delinquency was closely related both to smoking and to drinking.  For example, the mean 

volume of delinquency was about eight times as high among those who smoked every day 

as among those who had never tried a cigarette.  There was a substantial increase in use of 

illegal drugs between the two sweeps.  At around the age of 13, 8 per cent of respondents 

said they had used drugs in the past year, most commonly cannabis, glue or gas, and speed.  

Use of drugs was closely linked to other forms of delinquency, although because it was 

rather rare, it did not predict delinquency particularly well. 

At age 13, about half of boys and one-quarter of girls had had adversarial contact with the 

police in the past 12 months, a substantial increase on the previous year.  There is evidence 

that the police target boys from the manual social classes, although it is not yet clear 

whether they target the individuals, or predominantly working class neighbourhoods. 

At age 13, about one in four respondents had been victims of theft, threats, and  assault in 

the past 12 months; 8 per cent had been hurt with a weapon, and 5 per cent had been robbed.  

Half of respondents had experienced at least one form of victimisation, and one-tenth had 

experienced three or more of them.  Incidents of victimisation covered a wide range.  Many 

involved intimate associates, and other young people known to respondents, but also many 

involved perfect strangers.  The offenders were rarely adults.  Generally, incidents involved 



low-value objects and minor injuries, yet in a substantial minority of cases, injuries were 

more serious and values higher.  Again at age 13, just under half of respondents said they 

had been bullied in one of four ways in the previous 12 months.  A very substantial 

proportion of young people had been disquieted by what they took to be odd, anomalous, 

or threatening behaviour by adults (e.g. staring 44 per cent, following on foot 23 per cent, 

following by car 14 per cent). 

Victimisation was much higher among boys than girls: about half as high again on the basis 

of variety, or about twice as high on the basis of volume.  This is similar to the finding, for 

adults, that males are victims of assaults more often than females.  Where the gap in 

delinquency between boys and girls narrowed between age 12 and 13, the gap in 

victimisation increased.  By contrast with these types of victimisation (theft, robbery, 

assault, threats) the extent of bullying was about the same among girls and boys, whereas 

harassment by adults was significantly higher among girls than boys.  These findings show 

that the three broad types of victimisation measure (crime victimisation, bullying, and adult 

harassment) are tapping widely different kinds of experience.  Victimisation was only 

weakly related to family background and social class, but those who had been in care were 

much more likely to have been victimised than others. 

The findings show that a strong relationship between victimisation and delinquency is 

already well established before the teenage years.  For example, at sweep 1 the correlation 

between variety of delinquency and variety of victimisation was .463.  From preliminary 

multivariate analyses, it is likely that experience of being a victim may be one of the most 

important predictors of delinquency. 

There is a large body of findings on the correlates of delinquency, arising from an already 

rich fund of information.  The study must continue for several more years before models 

of causal explanations of delinquency can be evaluated, but the pattern of associations 

already uncovered is beginning to throw up interesting results.  Both delinquency and 

victimisation are found to be strongly associated with two personality dimensions: 

impulsivity and alienation.  The findings are consistent with Moffitt’s theory that for a 

group who are both impulsive and alienated, there is a sequence of interactions in which 

impulsivity leads to offending and victimisation, victimisation causes increased alienation, 

and increased alienation in turn makes further offending more likely.  The findings are also 

consistent with Moffitt’s theory that the personality correlates of offending are different 

for lifecourse-persistent offenders and adolescence-limited offenders, but this remains to 

be investigated more fully when further sweeps of data become available. 

Low levels of parental supervision are associated (counter-intuitively) with high levels of 

conflict between parents and children, and low supervision together with high conflict are 

associated with high levels of delinquency.  At the same time, where parents trust their 

children and allow them autonomy (according to the child’s account) the level of 

delinquency tends to be low.  It is likely that trust, supervision, and low conflict all go 

together, but the exact nature of the relationships is not yet understood. 



Like other studies, this one finds a very strong relationship between respondents’ accounts 

of their friends’ delinquency and their own delinquency.  This could be partly because of 

an attribution effect (ascribing bad behaviour to their friends to help excuse their own).  

Almost certainly, it is not entirely an attribution effect, because respondents often do not 

attribute to their friends acts of delinquency that they admit to themselves.  Friendship 

patterns do not help to explain the difference in offending between girls and boys, because 

(paradoxically) girls are more likely to claim mixed sex friendship groups than boys.  

However, both boys and girls spend much of their time in groups, and offending arises out 

of these group interactions, and is connected with group activities, that are very different 

among boys and girls.  Time spent ‘hanging out’ in groups is strongly related to 

delinquency: much more strongly than engaging in any sort of activities with friends. 

Self-reported bad behaviour at school is strongly correlated with self-reported delinquency, 

as are bad relationships with teachers.Moral neutralisation (willingness to believe it is ‘OK 

to lie’, to steal, etc.) is strongly associated with delinquency, and so is the belief that 

specific acts of delinquency are not serious. 

When Edinburgh is divided into 91 neighbourhoods (see methods section) high correlations 

are found at the neighbourhood level between various indicators of deprivation and the 

level crime, whether this is measured by crimes recorded by the police, or by self-reported 

delinquency among cohort members.  By contrast, at the individual level, relationships 

between the same indicators of deprivation and self-reported offending are weak.  This 

finding is of central importance, and will be investigated in depth in the coming months.  

Perceptions of safety, incivilities, and social control in the neighbourhood among cohort 

members are quite strongly related to neighbourhood levels of crime, but perceptions of 

social cohesion are not.  This provides a starting point for exploring the mechanisms that 

bring about contrasting levels of crime in different neighbourhoods. 

ACTIVITIES 

In January 1998 we held a two-day colloquium on Crime and the Life Course, funded by 

the Faculty of Law, which was attended by a dozen leading scholars who are currently 

working on longitudinal studies with a focus on crime in the USA, New Zealand, Sweden, 

and the UK.  This provided a substantial input to the development of the more detailed 

plans for the Edinburgh study, and established firm links with the leading research teams 

worldwide. 

We invited the leading American scholar, Robert Sampson, to give a plenary presentation 

at the biennial Scottish Criminology Conference (which is organised by McAra and Smith), 

in September 1998, on aspects of the longitudinal study of crime in Chicago.  At the 

following Scottish Criminology Conference, in September 2000, members of the 

Edinburgh Study research team gave a workshop presentation on the analytic approach and 

methods adopted.  McAra and McVie presented early findings on gender and crime at a 

conference organised by the ESRC Programme on Violence in September 2000.  Smith 

presented early findings at a conference at the University of Athens in June 2000.  Smith 



will present findings at the European Society of Criminology Conference in September 

2001. 

OUTPUTS 

Smith is currently devoting his sabbatical year to analysis and writing up (in collaboration 

with other members of the team).  McAra will take a sabbatical in 2001/2002.  During his 

current sabbatical, Smith will complete a book and several articles presenting findings from 

the Edinburgh Study.  To date, one article has been accepted for publication by the Journal 

of Child and Adolescent Psychiatry ( J. Shute, ‘Psychosocial risk in adolescence: individual 

difference, problem behaviour and victimisation in a young adolescent cohort’); and a 

second has been submitted to the British Journal of Criminology (D. J. Smith and S. McVie, 

‘Theory and Methods in the Edinburgh Study of Youth Transitions and Crime’).  Smith 

situated the study within a more general account of the purposes of criminology in an 

inaugural lecture given at the University of Edinburgh in May 1999 and later published in 

a revised form (‘Less Crime Without More Punishment’, Edinburgh Law Review Vol. 3 

(1999), pp. 294-316). 

The dataset for the first two sweeps is ready now to be deposited with the ESRC Data 

Archive.  It will be deposited there once certain explanatory notes have been written, by 

the end of May 2001. 

IMPACTS 

It is too early to report anything under this head.  However, once we are confident about 

the emphasis of early findings, Smith and McAra will certainly have the opportunity to 

present them to Scottish Ministers. 

FUTURE RESEARCH PRIORITIES 

Early indications are that the research questions posed, and the methods used to tackle 

them, will prove extremely fruitful if pursued for a considerable number of years.  Over 

the next couple of years, there will be a particular emphasis on analysing contextual 

neighbourhood effects, contrasting patterns of development in girls and boys, and the 

influence of family functioning. 


