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Abstract: 

This is a dissertation that represents an analysis and evaluation of the link between early childhood experiences and anti-social behaviour. This dissertation will also entail various other topics of discussion surrounding the subject such as examining the extent and potency of this issue currently posed to the United Kingdom as well as reviewing statistics obtained from studies and pieces of literature as well as research acquired from a self-created questionnaire.
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[bookmark: _Toc102700434]1 Introduction 
A safe assumption in relation to whether a child can be led into a life of crime starting anti-social behaviour could be as a result of the experiences they encounter during their years of youth. However, to what extent? How strong and evident is the correlation between these two subjects? Early evidence of this is findings from a developmental model of anti-social behaviour that imply children who suffer from ineffective parenting practices and academic failure for example, are at risk of committing acts of chronic delinquent behaviour through their early childhood years into their days of adolescence (Patterson, DeBaryshe, and Ramsey, 2015). This initial piece of research alone, instantly indicates the significance of the issue to be assessed in this dissertation.  With many children in the United Kingdom currently living within poverty and deprived backgrounds, the potential for them to be exposed to criminal activity is enlarged. Statistics observed in 2021 from the Department for Work & Pensions, show that a figure of 10.4% of all children in England last year were living in workless households (Workless households and educational attainment statutory indicators, 2022). This figure is important to remember as in connection to this, data taken from a study in 2017 displays how children involved in violence came from ‘’significantly more deprived backgrounds’’ (McAra et al. 2018).
As for the aims and objectives of this dissertation, the overall purpose will be to evaluate sources and pieces of literature that discuss distinctive forms of experiences. The first aim will be to discuss the role of adverse childhood experiences (ACEs) to help examine the link between early childhood experiences and anti-social behaviour and what type of experience could be interpreted as the more impactful. The second aim will be to follow this same template but this time on the discussion of childhood trauma and again, examining the strength link between this and anti-social behaviour. As for a third and final aim and objective, this will be to discuss the role of poverty in childhood and to what extent the experiences they meet can assume responsibility for the creation of anti-socialistic behaviour.  
For the conclusion of this dissertation, the aim will be to determine to what extent early childhood experiences and encounters can be responsible for the action of anti-social behaviour occurring within children and therefore the ‘birth’ of potential offenders. As well as this, the conclusion will look to briefly touch on what type of experience could be considered as the highest risk factor for the development of delinquency. 
The importance of this subject is further highlighted with figures recorded that state in the United Kingdom in 2021, communities have been ‘’left feeling unsafe’’ with over 13 million witnessing acts of anti-social behaviour occur (Smith, 2021). With Smith further revealing how Nick Thomas-Symonds (who was the current Shadow of Home Secretary at the time of the publishment of this article) believes the government have ‘’no plan’’ to tackle and prevent this issue from becoming a greater problem, this matter will only continue to cause further and eventually more noticeable problems for the country and those higher up who currently have ‘no plan’ to attend to this problem. The legitimacy of this dissertation and study will only further be elevated by attempting to use recently published pieces of literature and sources that will allow a more conclusive decision by it being more appliable to the present day and what is currently transpiring within the country. Early sources that have already been mentioned already show the value of the topic and purpose of this dissertation with statistics from Smith (2021) that shows the number of instances of anti-social behaviour being committed. With the Department for Work & Pensions (2022) stating how 10.4% of all children living in England last year were currently living in workless households, this is a particularly frightening statistic to learn as the chart of data in the report shows an increase in the last two years of workless households containing children. This of course, is most likely due to the COVID-19 pandemic where many people have lost their jobs and thus, their source of income. However, with the country seemingly adjudged to continue to face the economic damage as a result of the pandemic for the foreseeable future, the numbers of children growing up in poverty will unfortunately and most likely continue to rise, therefore, simultaneously seeing an increase in the amount of anti-social behaviour being committed by youths. 
The validity of this interpretation that children living in poverty are being exposed to committing acts of anti-social behaviour is only made stronger with how they are at an increased risk through chronic exposure to stressful events in daily life (Russell and Odgers, n.d). These ‘stressful events’ can be linked to Patterson, DeBaryshe and Ramsey’s (2015) examples such as ‘ineffective parenting practices’ and ‘academic failure’. Experiencing these events daily will certainly have a negative effect on a child mentally and growing up in that environment in their years of youth and adolescence. Russell and Odgers’ claims are further backed when they state how children from low-socioeconomic status backgrounds are more likely to show chronic aggression during their first 4 years of life (Tremblay et al. cited in Russell and Odgers n.d). Further evidence of the ideology that children growing up in an environment consisting of poverty is stated where children who are ‘’experiencing poverty at the state of life and in early childhood can be highly damaging’’ with it having potential profound effects on a child’s well-being and their opportunities (Oppenheim and Milton, 2021). 
Taking into consideration the information of these early sources, it could certainly create the hypothesis and narrative that children who grow up in poverty are subject to far more damaging experiences than a child who is growing up in a stable environment. With poverty being an example of an ‘experience’ that certain children are faced with and the levels that the United Kingdom are currently seeing and will most likely continue to see, there is an obvious link between this type of experience instigating these children committing acts of anti-social behaviour. As for how this relates to separate objectives, children and families living in poverty are potentially more at risk of experiencing internal conflict with their parents or witnessing crime be committed against them or others. With other various factors such as struggling academically being associated with children who live in poverty (Goodman and Gregg, 2010) and this being associated with an early risk factor for anti-social behaviour (Farrington, 2005), children living in poverty and the experiences they are faced with can be considered as a key catalyst for being at a high risk of committing anti-social behaviour. 
A study conducted by Edinburgh University supports this belief in a study where they looked at 4,300 individuals aged from 12-35 who had grown up in an environment consisting of poverty and trauma (The University of Edinburgh, 2022). Findings obtained showed that a quarter of participants had at least one criminal conviction by the age of 35. In addition to this, across time, there has been several other various studies conducted to examine the link between children living in poverty and anti-social behaviour. This includes studies that conclude how children have engaged in more anti-social behaviour when family income has decreased and the opposite occurring when family income has increased (Strohschein, cited in Russell and Odgers, n.d), While on the topic of childhood poverty and the discussion of how this individual experience, it would be suitable to mention the Family Stress Model. This is a model that looks at the economic pressure and poverty upon a family that then eventually is the catalyst for a cycle of events and incidents transpiring ranging from psychological distress suffered by the mother and father where conflict is caused consequently and is then passed down to the child. Here we could use the model to help summarize most of all pieces of research touched on so far regarding how parents who are struggling with economic pressure and thus suffering from psychological distress; their emotions are often displayed, and their children are becoming accustomed to this distress. 
In summary for the introduction of this dissertation, stressful events as Russell and Odgers (n.d) note, are the incentive and can largely assume responsibility for children developing anti-social characteristics of behaviour. Poverty as already touched upon, is one of the main influences and therefore will be one of the key topics throughout this dissertation along with ACEs and childhood trauma. An early example of an ACE would be poor family environments which can exhibit many examples such as conflict and abuse being witnessed and experienced by children which are strongly related to anti-social behaviour (Otto et al. 2021). 
This unfortunate environment and situation involve many of the events and experiences mentioned in the sources that children will most likely encounter. As previously mentioned, with the current level of children living in poverty on the rise, it has also caused a record number to be achieved from the period of 2018/19 to 2019/2020 in the UK (Morton, 2021). With this record number being achieved, Morton also notes that the data obtained was before the COVID-19 pandemic, and therefore, supports the overall view that numbers will continue to increase considerably, seeing new records of child poverty and consequently the threat of these children developing the characteristics of anti-social behaviour is perhaps more omnipresent than ever and the largest threat this generation has ever faced. This statistic and interpretation alone, shows the need for the research and existence of this and dissertation more importantly the urgency for drastic and thorough attention to this issue.  Finally, when examining this link and study, an important factor and consideration to consider is how these early childhood experiences are extended and can have an impact far into the future. People of all ages can develop ant-social behavioural traits and characteristics even in their adulthood which therefore further proves the importance of this chosen topic. 

[bookmark: _Toc102700435]2 Literature Review 
Over the years, there have been a variety of different studies conducted as well as pieces of literature published to help assist in assessing the link between early childhood experiences and anti-social behaviour. Farrington (2005) gives examples of the key factors and ‘experiences’ associated with this are incidents such as poor parental supervision, child physical abuse, parental conflict and disrupted families to name a few.
[bookmark: _Toc102700436]2.1 Adverse Childhood Experiences (ACEs)
The link between Adverse Childhood Experiences (ACEs) and anti-social behaviour is a very prominent connection. There is a variety of experiences that people can suffer in their years of childhood in particular their encounters with their parents and members of their household. ACEs could undoubtedly be perceived as one of the experiences deemed most responsible for the connection between anti-social behaviour and early childhood experiences as early identification of this occurring is essential for the prevention of this deviant behaviour (Holtzhausen and Campbell, 2021). Added evidence provided to demonstrate the link here is provided where 4 different groups of subjects and offenders completed an ACE questionnaire (Reavis et al. 2013). Their answers were then compared with a normative adult sample where the group of offenders reported nearly four times as many adverse events in their childhood in comparison.
The role of a parent is a fundamental part of any child’s upbringing and therefore observing events such as constant conflict and physical violence can be detrimental to a child’s development. The importance of the role of a parent is further touched on where it is proposed that anti-social behaviour is related to the relationship between a child and their parent (Gaik et al. 2010). They infer that if the relationship between the child and their family is strong, this may deter them away from potentially committing any form of anti-social behaviour. This piece of literature tied in with Farrington (2005) would claim that the argument of the link between early childhood and anti-social behaviour is caused by adverse childhood experiences and therefore it being more nurtured than natural. In relation to the topic of the role and importance of parents, it would be useful to refer to the Family Stress Model that highlights the responsibility of the parents in a child’s development. Further evidence of the importance of the parents and a child’s experiences with them is emphasized where it is implied that children develop their problematic behaviour through a ‘transactional’ process (Moffitt, cited in Frick and Viding, 2009). Moffitt lists ‘poor parental supervision’ as one of the factors and disruptions that can negatively affect the child’s ‘’psychosocial adjustment across multiple developmental levels’’.  In a separate study that examined 278 families that had children who were at risk of a poor social and academic outcome due to anti-social behaviour, this study seemingly ‘confirms’ the link between negative parenting and child anti-social behaviour (Scott et al. 2012).  Examples of this negative parenting experienced by children are noted as the parents’ ‘maternal wellbeing’ and ‘partner violence’. In addition to this, 3,885 English residents were surveyed and categorized based on the number of ACEs experienced (Bellis et al. 2014). Results from this study showed approximately 47% of participants to have experienced one the nine ACEs with Bellis subsequently concluding how stable childhoods are essential elements for the development of resilience towards engagement in anti-social behaviour. Further research into this study states how property and drug offenses from a sample of 320 people consisting of both male and female, was consequently as a result of ACEs (Heirigs, 2020). All these studies mentioned so far would certainly have us believe in the high-risk factor ACEs possess concerning the development of anti-social behaviour. While publishments of these studies originate from different decades, they all share the same conclusive beliefs regarding the subject.
Nevertheless, it would still be appropriate to mention that sources and studies cited so far, could be considered as potentially out of date and therefore perhaps less demonstrative if they were to be applied to today’s world alternatively. In addition to the sources mentioned so far, there are also numerous other studies that have been conducted to test this claim. In a study conducted by Michigan State University, children who receive less affection and warmth from their parents, may become more aggressive and lack both empathy and a ‘moral compass’ (Parker, 2018). This study by Michigan State University as opposed to the other studies cited could be considered as more representative of today’s society and therefore be mentioned as a more valid source. However, it is critical to mention that both sources state the same belief in their findings in that the role of the parent and the experiences that a child may share with or observe of them is highly significant in a child’s social development. In addition to what has already been stated, further indication of the validity and strength of the link for a child developing delinquent behaviour due to their experiences with their parents where it is revealed in a meta-analysis study how there is a confirmed association between negative parenting and delinquency (Klahr, Klump and Burt, 2015). They describe the experiences suffered by the child as ‘’parental hostility and rejection’’. In their own results, they discovered a ‘significant’ correlation between the negative parenting and anti-social behaviour. To further validate their conclusions, separate research was also conducted in order to establish whether genetics could have potentially played a part rather than the experiences between the parent and the child. 

To conclude their study, Klahr notes how although these effects caused by the experiences shared with the parent are more prominent in promoting aggressive behaviour than rule-breaking behaviour, these experiences can eventually serve to foster a continuous trajectory of worsening behaviour problems over time which will realistically lead to rule-breaking and offensive behaviour. This is determined through the ‘coercive cycle’ in a theory that is used to explain how harsh parenting and concerning parental conduct can lead to difficulties in a child’s social development later in life (Patterson, 1982). This study by Klahr, Klump and Burt (2015) further supports the previous one that Klahr had also already conducted years prior previously to examine the potential link (Klahr et al. 2011). Their findings uncovered in a longitudinal sample how there is indeed an ‘environmental association’ between parenting and child anti-social behaviour. Further information on this is shown where the issue of children developing characteristics associated with anti-social behaviour and its link to the parents is caused through a transactional method where parents demonstrate ‘reactive aggression’ towards their child (Patterson, cited in Smith et al. 2014). Finally, as mentioned in the introduction, the development of anti-social behaviour in someone can occur in many stages of a person’s life, not just their childhood. Evidence of this is shown in a study where 1030 adults were surveyed regarding their childhood experiences (Daines et al. 2021). Results from this further revealed a ‘’negative association’’ between ACEs and the process of social and behavioural outcomes for families in a person’s adulthood. This therefore significantly highlights the need for greater attention placed on this issue before the situation in the country becomes further aggravated. With this being a recent study also, the time for urgency and action is now. 
[bookmark: _Toc102700437]2.2 Childhood trauma
Childhood trauma could be considered as an instrumental experience that could certainly produce problematic behaviour in children. Early evidence of this claim being a factual statement can be seen in a study (Armstrong and Kelley, 2008). where a total of 111 criminals were examined to uncover the potential link between anti-social behaviour in adults linked to their childhood where they had discovered potential childhood trauma. Results obtained from the participants and offenders of the study showed 70% of participants to have reported a history of childhood trauma or maltreatment. Examples of the common forms of trauma observed from the experiences were cases such as abandonment, physical and substance abuse as well as witnessing constant violence. Armstrong and Kelley further declare how the results of this study clearly show early childhood trauma and maltreatment to be ‘’significant precursors’’ in anti-social behaviour development in adulthood at the very least. Armstrong and Kelley conclude the study by claiming how childhood trauma ‘’may be the root cause’’ of their adult anti-social behaviour. With it being perceived how 1 in 5 children experience severe maltreatment in their childhood (Radford et al. 2011), this data combined with Armstrong and Kelley (2008) and their study, this is an extremely ominous warning. With the dates of when these sources were published being still considered modern, the issue this experience brings can still certainly be applied to today’s society. Additional evidence to support this belief of a study in subsequent years where a total of 161 males were examined (Bruce and Laporte, 2015). Data acquired from the analysis showed a ‘’significant subset’ of men who are reporting trauma from their childhood are at a considerably higher and elated risk of engaging in anti-social behaviour. If there are any potential queries into the possible assumption that these studies could possibly be ‘outdated’, this conjecture is disproved. In a study that looks at the longitudinal course of anti-social behaviour (Pereira, n.d). Statistics taken from this study childhood trauma, in particular child maltreatment, as receiving the highest levels of association with anti-social behaviour across seven timepoints of the person’s life set between the age of 7 and 50. This closes the potential argument that previous studies mentioned could be interpreted as misrepresentative of today’s society and therefore deemed irrelevant. Pereira (n.d) also concludes in the study how childhood trauma and the effects it can have upon a person can affect them until the potential age of 50 for them to develop this behaviour and labels the experience as a ‘’burden’’ for its responsibility in the development of anti-social behaviour. Another study that has been undertaken to examine this link is shown (Afifi, Fortier and Sareen, 2019) where a total of 36,309 people in the United States were surveyed and who had fallen victim to childhood trauma and maltreatment. Findings from thus study showed 45.5% of men and 47.3% of the women in this study had also been associated with anti-social behaviour in their lives thus once again, proving an example of evidence that indicates the strong correlation between trauma and this offensive behaviour. Conclusions from this study from Afifi, Fortier and Sareen are that examples of trauma caused by maltreatment and harsh physical punishment ‘’appear to be associated with anti-social behaviour’’ and deduce that by preventing this from occurring will see a drop in the rate of anti-social behaviour. As well as highlighting the potential severity of the situation, it is also emphasizing the insignificance of gender, only demonstrating how both genders are just as much as in much jeopardy as their counterpart. From this, we could possibly deduce that previous studies mentioned such as Bruce and Laporte (2015) could be applied to females also. It is also noted how offenders who act out in anti-social manner can be put down to ‘’unresolved childhood trauma’’ (Yoder, cited in Ardino 2012). A final study used to assess the link between trauma and anti-social behaviour is data gained from the Rochester Youth Development Study (Smith, Ireland and Thornberry, 2005). A sample of 1000 urban youths who had experienced maltreatment were followed from the age of 13 into their adulthood. Analysis determined that suffering any form of maltreatment during their years of adolescence increased their chances of engaging in offenses of violent and problem behaviour. Conclusions from this study claimed that childhood trauma, in particular ‘’adolescent maltreatment necessitates increased attention’’ in order to prevent the long-term and potential impact it can have upon people. 
As previously stated, studies mentioned and used as an example could be deemed as ‘misleading’ potentially when it comes to applying the findings from decades ago to today. However, as Pereira (n.d) and their study shows, statistics taken from seven timepoints with the sole purpose of examining the link between anti-social behaviour and childhood trauma show no sign of suggesting older studies to be ‘outdated’ with childhood trauma being quoted for the ‘highest association’ for the causation of anti-social behaviour.  
[bookmark: _Toc102700438]2.3 Childhood poverty and Socioeconomic status (SES)
Childhood poverty and ‘Socioeconomic status’ (SES) is the third and final experience to be assessed here and could again, be considered as an influential catalyst for child anti-social behaviour. The first study that can be reviewed for examining this specific experience was research conducted into a variety of studies that all investigated low child socioeconomic status and anti-social behaviour that took place from the period of 1960-2012 (Piotrowska et al. 2014). A total of 132 studies contributed to this analysis over this 52-year period where a total 332,868 individuals were examined. Piotrowksa notes in the discussion that after analyzing every study conducted in the timeframe, that a low SES is associated with child and adolescent anti-social behaviour. This is an important study to refer to consistently as like child trauma and Pereira’s (n.d) study of looking at child trauma’s link over 50 years, this study provides legitimacy and usefulness to all studies that have been conducted over the past 62 years regarding socioeconomic status and child anti-social behaviour. In a separate study, a cohort of 310 low-income boys were recruited and followed from their early childhood into their adulthood (Shaw and Gilliam, 2016). Findings from the study showed how boys who are living in low-income environments are predictors of conduct problems during the middle of their childhood and later, more serious forms of anti-social behaviour in their years of adolescence into their adulthood. A study of 512 students mixed of 10 boys’ schools and 10 girls’ schools of all levels of SES (Fatima, 2014). Fatima notes in their findings that a ‘’significant negative association’’ between SES and aggression in adolescents. This observation was acquired as adolescents of a low SES reported more aggression than those of a higher status.  Fatima also states how adolescents of low SES use force to compensate for the absence of basic resources and how ‘’the frustration of basic needs because of poverty leads to aggression’’. In addition to this, a longitudinal study was conducted consisting of low-income families with a low SES and its link to behaviour problems beginning at the age of 5 (Bor et al. 1997). Results from this study showed how the more often families experienced low-income, the higher the rate of a child exhibiting behaviour problems occurs. Conclusions made from this study claimed how low family income is a ‘’significant factor’’ in the causation and etiology of a child developing a variety behaviour problem. Other pieces of research that are worthwhile mentioning here that also support this perception declare how SES is associated with a variety of health cognitive and socioemotional outcomes in children (Bradley and Corwyn, 2002).  Additional information surrounding this specific situation and the experiences it brings is stated as the economic disadvantages that are associated with poverty can have influence over a person’s behaviour (Oppenheim, 2021). 
Finally, a closing study and another longitudinal data spanning over 14 years measures the level of exposure a child has to poverty and examining its effect on a child and examples of delinquent behaviour being displayed (Jarjoura, Triplett and Brinker, 2002). Conclusions made from this study proved Jarjoura, Triplett and Brinker’s hypothesis’ in the perception that a child’s exposure to poverty would have an impact on the probability of delinquent engrossment. They note that the greater level of exposure and the more experiences a child may encounter regarding poverty, the higher level of delinquency and anti-social behaviour is exhibited. 
In conclusion to this literature review, it would be a worthy and validated conclusion to perceive these three examples of childhood experiences as focal experiences in the development of delinquent, problematic and anti-social behaviour. Studies researched and mentioned here certainly prove this to be the case. Where there are any potential enquiries into these studies being potentially ‘obsolete’ or ‘outdated’ is disproved with longitudinal studies such as Jarjoura, Triplett and Brinker (2002), Pereira (n.d) and Piotrowska et al. (2014) where studies spanning over 50 years inferred the same conclusion. These specific studies clearly show the continuous trend of the exact notion that these experiences are extremely influential risk factors in the development of anti-social behaviour and therefore provide the validity, importance and involvement of other studies mentioned in this review. More importantly, this admission is a worrying consideration as it heavily emphasizes and highlights the need for attentiveness towards this concern.
[bookmark: _Toc102700439]3 Research Methods 
This study and dissertation were also underpinned by a methodological approach.  This was done by using a quantitative style of primary research where an online survey using the programme SurveyMonkey, was conducted in order to find out the perceptions of others regarding the topic of early childhood experiences and anti-social behaviour and gain a greater understanding into this theoretical evaluation. A quantitative style of research was chosen here as it allows the acquirement of information topic, through the construction of questions which as a result, reflects the beliefs and opinions of the person answering the survey on the topic (Queriós, Faria and Almeida, 2017). With the primary aim of this survey being based around gathering the most clear and pure perspective from participants regarding their views on the topic, how strong the link is overall and for individual experiences, a separate aim was to also ensure the results received from the survey were as generalizable as possible. With quantitative methods centered around congregating data from a larger number of people as opposed to qualitative which looks to gather a greater depth of understanding, however from a smaller sample (Francisco and Butterfoss, 2001).  
As for the sampling of this survey, the method of convenience sampling was chosen. With the aim of the study being to gain a greater perspective on the matter, using the technique of convenience sampling was an efficient method (Jager, Putnick and Bornstein, 2017). As for the details of the survey, there were 10 questions in total consisting of multiple choices answers by either agreeing or disagreeing and in some instances, to what extent. Questions were designed around the topic as well as primarily around the discussion of the aims and objectives of the dissertation regarding the participants beliefs concerning specific experiences such as ACEs, childhood trauma and socioeconomic status. As previously stated, participants were selected using the method of convenience sampling. The survey was made available online for selection and completion for two weeks where at the expiration, there were 52 responders. While analyzing the data and answers received from the survey, regression analysis was constantly used with the independent variable of the study being the response and the dependent variable being the evaluation of how these applied to the study of early childhood experiences and anti-social behaviour. Upon notification of the completion of the study, results were immediately noted down on a document and stored away with evidence of the data online being also immediately destroyed. 
As previously mentioned, questions involved in the survey were heavily revolved around the aims and objectives of this dissertation which are to examine the links between anti-social behaviour and early childhood experiences such as childhood trauma, ACES and socioeconomic status. As Francisco and Butterfoss (2001) revealed, a quantitative style of research is designed around the larger sample of people allowing a greater perspective. However, this was an obstacle encountered during the planning of this survey as an alternative route such as a qualitative method would have allowed more depth to be applied to the perspective. Quantitative was selected over qualitative however, as a primary aim of the study was to gain the greatest understanding of others regarding the study rather than the depth. If this survey was to be undertaken once again or to be replicated, this issue would be taken under consideration for an even broader gathering. Regardless of this, the purpose of the survey was to recover the responses and then determine how this applied to the concurrent belief throughout this dissertation which by using quantitative research, would have enabled this to occur and ultimately support of reject the interpretation (McLeod, 2019). With the hypothesis of this study based off the dissertation’s suggesting there to certainly be a strong connection between early childhood experiences and anti-social behaviour, this method of research allowed that hypothesis to be tested (Antonius, cited in McLeod, 2019). Further evidence of this being the case is stated where it is explained how quantitative date is separated into smaller subdivisions where observations can be made and the hypothesis of the study can be confirmed (Almalki, 2016). As previously stated, a limitation of quantitative research is that it does not allow participants to explain their choice as only a yes or no response is required (Carr cited in McLeod, 2019). McLeod also discloses how a limitation of quantitative data includes the potential risk of ‘’confirmation bias’’ where a researcher may miss observing phenomena in order to confirm the focus of the hypothesis. This would turn out to be an obstacle to overcome during the analysis of the survey as there were responses to certain questions that would be considered to suggest the opposite of the proposition of the survey. However, regardless of this, results also obtained from the survey were published and can be found at the back of the dissertation at the reader’s interest. Despite this, the strengths of quantitative research overshadowed its limitations as the more responses the survey received, the higher the generalizability of the study and therefore the greater the validity of what the participants’ general notion was on the subject. A paper survey was also considered as an alternative method. However, through the selection of an online survey, this opened the opportunity to the higher possibility of receiving more responses and therefore wider and more generalizable to the study. Generalizability was a subject that was consistently considered throughout the preparation of the survey as the more responses received, the more validated the findings. However, had an alternative method been selected, the luxury of the results being considered ‘generalizable’ may not have been accessible. It is relevant to mention however, even if results acquired from a study are not considered to be ‘generalizable’, that data can still set patterns averages which indicates its validity Additionally, an online survey was chosen as results were then easier to process and analyse upon a participant’s completion of the study. 
Further reasoning for the justification of quantitative research was based around the benefit of collecting data that includes results based on a variety of issues regarding the study (Elkatawneh, 2016). As for how this applies to this specific survey, participants were asked on their views on multiple aspects of the topic such as their opinion on how strong they felt the connection between childhood experiences and anti-social behaviour is as well other areas the dissertation touches on such as their outlook on individual experiences such as ACEs, childhood trauma and anti-social behaviour. This was done with the perspective that it would allow an even greater understanding to how the answers provided by participants can be applied to the study. To refer again, to the aims of the study, the goals were to observe data by applying it to the notion of other studies which indicated a strong link between childhood experiences and problematic behaviour. As for how this necessitates the use of the method chosen, quantitative research looks at numbers, whereas qualitative examines words (Cresswell, cited in Elkatawneh, 2016). Elkatawneh also cites how quantitative research and analysis uses statistics to ‘’crunch numbers’’ with the sole purpose of solving what those numbers means ‘’in terms of answering research questions’’. With how questions involved in the survey are based around individual experiences that have an abundance of research invested into them, quantitative research and surveys allows the involvement of those matters and allows for further analysis (Cresswell, cited in Elkatawneh, 2016). In addition to this, further evidence in the reasoning of the usage of quantitative data is explained as it can help to establish correlations and relationships between given variables (Choy, 2014). As already stated, the definitive aim of this study was to analyse data received and observe how this potentially related to what the general notion of this dissertation was. Through these findings, they will help validate original findings by ‘’independently replicating analysis’’ (Dudwick et al cited in Choy, 2014).  Quantitative throughout the years has tended to be the most preferable use of data research implemented by researchers in their own separate studies (Rahman, 2016). This source alone, highlights the validity in the choice and process of quantitative data being used for this research with it proven to be a continuous style of method chosen. Evidence of this being apparent in this dissertation is shown where studies that have been cited have utilized quantitative research and surveys such as Armstrong and Kelley (2008) as well as Afifi, Fortier and Sareen (2019) that show the correlation between early childhood experiences. It is also important to mention here that there have also been a qualitative-related studies mentioned in this dissertation such as Bruce and Laporte (2015) who observe how males who report to have suffered childhood trauma, are at risk of committing ant-social behaviour. Nonetheless, the application of quantitative research was more appropriate to use here as again, the aim of the research was to observe any correlation between the variables which was participants’ answers and the study of early childhood experiences in relation to anti-social behaviour. With generalizability being a crucial reason for research be considered ‘valid’, this warranted the use of quantitative over other methods. 

[bookmark: _Toc102700440]4 Findings 
Findings obtained from the survey were of great interest while in the process of examination. 52 responses and participants were counted in total with 29 of them being male and 23 females. As for the age the participants, 30 participants were of the age of 18-24, 15 participants being 25-34 and the remaining 7 being 35-44 years of age. As previously stated, participants were asked questions based around several areas of childhood experiences as well as their current view on the link between the two subjects as well as their belief on the current problem of anti-social behaviour in the United Kingdom and to what extent they believe early childhood experiences to be responsible for it. 



For question 3, participants were immediately questioned on their belief of what the overall study of this dissertation concerns regarding their perceptions on how strong they believe the connection between early childhood experiences and anti-social behaviour. As you can see from the chart above, every participant of the survey agreed with the statement above with the large majority strongly agreeing in recognizing the link. This response and tally show the relevance of this specific question as it unquestionably agrees on a strong level with sources cited and studies conducted that have been mentioned within this dissertation. This question specifically was a significant area of the survey as it ultimately is asking what is being discussed as the main question of this survey, ‘how strong is the link between early childhood experiences and anti-social behaviour?’. From this chart, participants certainly believe there to be an evident one which bodes well for the hypothesis of the study as well as forthcoming questions in the survey. As for the exact links this question shares with what has already been shared in this dissertation, in summary, all sources can be applied to this as they relate to and are all examples of all early childhood experiences. Where for example, Patterson, DeBaryshe, and Ramsey (2015) state how early childhood experiences such as ineffective parenting and academic failure can lead to delinquent behaviour, the results obtained from this question of this survey promptly displays the acknowledgment of the participants regarding the link here. Before the survey was conducted, the primary aim of the study was to ask participants selected questions surrounding the topic of childhood experiences and childhood adversity with the hypothesis predicting the answers received to show further observation into the connection and link between the two focuses. As this graph evidently shows, this instantly confirmed the hypothesis of the survey and achieved success for part of the aim regarding their views on the subject overall. While the argument could be formed that the results of the study were not ‘generalizable’ due to the number of participants which is therefore a limitation, patterns and averages are certainly created in the process which state that there is certainly a strong link between anti-social behaviour and early childhood experiences. This argument could be produced for all the questions in the survey; however, the same explanation can also be applied. 




With all participants in the previous question stating their acknowledgment of the connection between anti-social behaviour and early childhood, this was extremely promising for the rest of the survey in obtaining the best possible findings and data. For question 4, participants were then asked what they type of ‘experience’ possessed the highest risk factor in the causation of anti-social behaviour. As shown in the graph above, Adverse childhood experiences (ACEs) acquired the greatest number of votes with 25, childhood trauma with 16 and socioeconomic status receiving 11. Participants, should they have disagreed with the examples included, were also provided the option of stating their own example and asked to reveal what this ‘experience’ was. However, this option received no votes. To refer to the introduction, part of the conclusion will entail the brief discussion of assuming based of the pieces of research cited and findings from the survey, what of these ‘experiences’ could be considered as the highest risk factor and assume the largest share of responsibility in the connection to anti-social behaviour. Despite ACEs gathering the largest number of votes, childhood trauma and socioeconomic status irrespective of this, still accumulated a sizeable quantity of votes from participants. From this, it can be interpreted that due to none of the experiences overshadowing the others regarding the level of issue it poses, all experiences mentioned can be perceived to be just as detrimental to a child’s behavioural development as the other. 



For question 5, in order to gain a further and even greater perspective on participants’ beliefs on the matter, they were essentially asked on whether they believed early childhood experiences to be the main factor in the development of anti-social behaviour. As the graph above displays, once again, a large majority of participants believed this to strongly be the case with 41 votes. The remaining 11 regardless of this, still agreed with the statement. 


In addition to this, a final question was included in the survey that was centered solely around discovering participants’ belief about the subject and study overall while attempting to gain the greatest perception simultaneously. As shown in the chart above, over half of the participants with 30 votes believe early childhood experiences to be solely responsible for the development of anti-social behaviour. 16 people voted the opposite declaring it not to be the exclusive cause. A limitation and change to be made if the study were to be re-done or replicated in the future would be potentially asking participants what other examples, they deem responsible. Regardless of this however, results obtained from this individual question combined with data from questions 3 and 5 clearly show a successful hypothesis and part of the aim achieved as there is clear evidence and a substantial perspective that shows the participants’ recognition of the strong correlation between early childhood experiences and anti-social behaviour. 



In questions 8 to 10, A final and further three questions were included in the survey with the purpose of identifying a potential link between participants’ beliefs on specific experiences and sources evaluated in the literature review. For question 8, participants were questioned on the risk of children who suffer from Adverse childhood experiences (ACEs) committing anti-social behaviour in the future. As you can see from the graph above, there were only three participants who neither agreed nor disagreed with the statement. However, 34 participants strongly believed this to be the case with the remaining 15 participants agreeing with the statement. As for how this applies to the study and what has been discussed already, a variety of studies demonstrating the clear link between delinquent behaviour and ACEs have previously been discussed. Reavis et al. (2013) shows this in their study where multiple groups of offenders were recruited to complete the same questionnaire as a normative sample. Results obtained from that study showed the group of offenders to have reported four times the amount of adverse childhood experiences in comparison to the non-offender sample. Contextualizing the results from the survey with the studies assessed in this dissertation so far was an important part of further validating the link between childhood experiences and anti-social behaviour. Studies such as Klahr, Klump and Burt (2015) where they say experiences such as ‘’parental hostility and rejection’ ’contribute to a delinquency in children as well Holtzhausen and Campbell (2021) who deem ACEs as one of the experiences ‘most responsible’ for anti-social behaviour. Several of these studies mentioned further contextualize and validate participants’ views. Additionally, with most participants in the survey recognizing the risk of anti-social behaviour and ACEs, this only further validates the overall link between childhood experiences and anti-social behaviour. 













Participants in question 9, were then asked on whether people who suffer from childhood trauma were consequently at a higher risk of developing characteristics concerning anti-social behaviour in their lives. As you can see from the results above, most partakers in the survey again strongly agreed with the statement and a further 12 agreeing therefore falling in line with the hypothesized association. From these results, participants once again sided with what has been the notion of views of many researchers in their conclusions from studies. It is important to note that there are a few responses from participants here that contradicts the views of others and these studies. However, studies such as Armstrong and Kelley (2008) where it is revealed how out of 70% out of 111 criminal offenders reported to have suffered from childhood trauma suggest the opposite. This notion of an existing link and risk being present is made more contemporary with Armstrong and Kelley stating childhood trauma as the ‘’root cause’ of anti-social behaviour. Bruce and Laporte (2015) further warrants the response of those participants agree with the statement above, as in their study with an even greater sample of 161 males who have suffered from childhood trauma are at a considerably higher risk of delinquency. Afifi, Fortier and Sareen (2019) are a closing argument here to provide further context and validation in the reasoning of participants’ answer. In their study, 36,309 people were surveyed who had suffered from childhood trauma. From their results, they observed 45.5% of males and 47.3% of females to have been associated with anti-social behaviour in their lives. This specific study shows an evident correlation between childhood trauma and anti-social behaviour with many of the participants acknowledging this and therefore succeeding in the achievement of the aim and further validating the hypothesis of this study. 









For question 10 to end the survey, participants were lastly questioned on their opinion on whether children who are of low socioeconomic status, are more likely to commit anti-social behaviour than those of a higher status. As shown in the graph above, most participants once again, maintained their belief in the evident connection between specific experiences as has been the case so far and the entire study overall. As previously discussed for prior questions 8 and 9, participants’ views are given their relevant perspective through the work of others. Jarjoura, Triplett and Brinker (2002) are core evidence of this with their study ranging over 14 years where they examined the link between children exposed to poverty and anti-social behaviour. Their hypothesis on poverty having an impact on the probability of child delinquency was proven correct with them concluding how large levels of exposure to poverty will see a rapid increase to the chances of anti-social behaviour and childhood adversity. Bradley and Corwyn (2002) can also be mentioned here where they infer that a low SES status can be the predominant factor in a child’s health cognitive and socioemotional outcomes. Piotrowska et al. (2014) is also a fundamental piece of research in establishing the link participants believed to exist for this individual experience. Their research into 132 individual studies over 52 years where they observe a consistent correlation in the results of the study can be essentially all the evidence needed in the argument for there being an ever-present link. All these studies mentioned here and previously, all highlight the clear risk for children who possess a low SES and them committing anti-social behaviour subsequently.
Just as there is consistency in the results of the studies observed in Piotrowska et al. (2014), there is also a consistent trend in the results of this survey. From the beginning to the end, there is a constantly maintained and potent belief from participants in the connection between specific childhood experiences and anti-social behaviour as well as the study overall which fulfills aims set as well as proving the hypothesis of the study to be accurate. The relevancy of this feedback will be tremendously critical for the conclusion as primary research obtained here will only help further validate the reasoning in deciding how prevalent the affiliation concerning early childhood experiences and anti-social behaviour is. While results may not be considered ‘generalizable’ for some; as previously mentioned, patterns and averages were certainly created from this result with most participants predominantly acknowledging the connection; especially in a strong manner. 

[bookmark: _Toc102700441]Conclusion 
At the beginning of this dissertation, the overall aim was to establish a connection between early childhood experiences and anti-social behaviour while simultaneously considering the potency of the link. After evaluating a variety of studies primarily designated around specific experiences and the study, it can certainly be concluded and inferred that there is undoubtedly an existing and vigorous relationship. Throughout the course of this dissertation, it has been a consistent trend in the notion from studies evaluated that early childhood experiences are a fundamental period in a person’s life for their social and behavioural development that is only further validated by findings obtained from a self-constructed survey. 
Possible recommendations in another study could have entailed the insistence for further research conducted into this topic for a grander perspective on the situation currently. However, with Piotrowska et al. (2014) research of studies concerning the link between children with a low SES and anti-social behaviour that spans over 62 years and 132 studies that shows a constant pattern in results and conclusions, this recommendation may be insignificant. As a result of this, generalizability is certainly not an issue that is faced with disproving this belief and therefore neither is validity. Longitudinal evidence that spans generations removes many of the possible relevant doubts. As well as this, with Smith (2021) stating how official figures have revealed 13 million people in the United Kingdom to have witnessed anti-social behaviour occurring in the last year, this possibly suggest that today’s situation is no different which in relation to this dissertation surfaces many questions such as how responsible are childhood experiences for the causation of anti-social behaviour that has been observed by mass numbers of people? 
It is critical to mention here also how the development of anti-social behaviour can occur within people far into their adulthood. Pereira (n.d) demonstrates this to be the case in their study where they learn and disclose how up to the age of 50, we can develop these problematic characteristics that originate from experiences encountered from our childhood with this example being childhood trauma. Bruce and Laporte (2015) further substantiate this claim where a group of offending males reported incidents of childhood trauma. In addition to this, Armstrong and Kelley (2008) also state childhood trauma as an experience to be the ‘’root cause’’ of adult anti-social behaviour which allows us to decide conclusively that although anti-social behaviour can be displayed at any age evidently, trauma that was adjudged to have been potentially disregarded may be the direct cause. 
As well as this, separate experiences such as ACEs and experiences encountered by a child possessing a low SES also exhibit a strong link to anti-social behaviour. Holtzhausen and Campbell (2021) are a primary example of this with them concluding how early identification of this occurring is essential in the prevention of the development of delinquency in children. Fatima (2014) shows the link between aggression and a low SES status in their study of 512 students of all levels of SES with them concluding how adolescents use force as compensation for their frustration and predicament. These two studies are just some of the abundance of studies that have been evaluated in this dissertation that all share the same beliefs and settle on the following conclusions; there is both an existing and substantial link between early childhood experiences and anti-social behaviour. In addition to this, a potential aim of this dissertation was to select which possible ‘experience’ could be chosen to have the highest risk factor for the outcome of anti-social behaviour. With direct quotes that have been mentioned such as ‘root cause’ and certain experiences being labelled a ‘burden’, it would be a safe assumption to interpret that all experiences examined share a high-risk factor as they all share a mutual outcome; children who regrettably fall victim to them are at risk of developing characteristics associated with anti-social behaviour.  
Finally, further attempts to identify the existence and strength of the link between childhood experiences and anti-social behaviour was performed through a quantitative style of research in a survey. This method of research was extremely effective in identifying and answering the question in depth and a variety of areas associated such as specific experiences. As observed from the graphs above and previously discussed, participants of the survey consistently supported the perception of an existing and significant link between early childhood experiences and anti-social behaviour therefore further validating the overall conclusion of this dissertation. Findings obtained (aside from a few anomalies), also show no challenge to assumptions of studies cited. They only deduce the same notion as what has been the trend of this dissertation in reference to studies mentioned regarding the strengths of the link between early childhood experiences as well as specific experiences such as adverse childhood experiences, childhood trauma, socioeconomic status and their responsibility for the development of anti-social behaviour. An ending statement here would be that upon completion of this dissertation, research and studies analyzed and findings obtained, the requirement for urgency in the prevention of anti-social behaviour and potential offenders due to early childhood experiences is immediate.
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[bookmark: _Toc102700443]Appendix:

Dissertation Survey: 52 participants 
Thank you for participating in my survey! My name is Matthew Davis, and I am currently a third-year undergraduate student at UWTSD. This questionnaire has been created for my dissertation with the sole purpose of discovering how strong you believe the connection to be, between anti-social behaviour and early childhood experiences. Please feel no obligation to answer every question if there is any concern. If there are any queries, you can contact me by emailing my university account 1901809@student.uwtsd.ac.uk. Again, thank you for your participation!

1) What is your gender?

Male - 29

Female - 23

Other - 0

2) What is your age?

18-24 – 30

25-34 - 15

35-44 -   7

45-54 – 0

55 + - 0

3) To what extent do you agree? ‘There is a strong link between early childhood experiences and anti-social behaviour’ 

Strongly agree - 47

Agree - 5

Neither agree nor disagree -0

Disagree - 0

Strongly Disagree – 0

4) What type of ‘experience’ do you believe to be the highest risk factor for the development of child anti-social behaviour?

Adverse Childhood Experiences - 25

Childhood Trauma - 16

Socioeconomic status - 11

Other (please state) - 0


[bookmark: OLE_LINK2]5)  To what extent do you agree?  ‘Early childhood experiences are the main factor in the causation of anti-social behaviour’

Strongly agree - 41

Agree – 11

Neither agree nor disagree – 0

Disagree - 0 

Strongly disagree - 0


[bookmark: OLE_LINK3]6) Do you think early childhood experiences are solely responsible for the development of anti-social behaviour?

Yes - 30

No - 16

Unsure - 6

7) To what extent do you agree? ‘Anti-social behaviour is a major problem for the United Kingdom’

Strongly agree - 45

Agree – 4

Neither agree nor disagree - 3

Disagree - 0

Strongly disagree -0

8) To what extent do you agree?  “Children who suffer Adverse Childhood Experiences (ACEs) are at risk of committing anti-social behavioural offences in the future’
Strongly agree – 34
Agree – 15 
Neither agree not disagree – 3
Disagree – 0
Strongly disagree – 0 

[bookmark: OLE_LINK4]9)  To what extent do you agree? ‘People who suffer from childhood trauma are more likely to develop anti-social behaviour characteristics in their lives’ 

Strongly agree - 35

Agree – 12

Neither agree nor disagree – 3

Disagree - 2

Strongly disagree – 0 


[bookmark: OLE_LINK5]10)  Do you think children of a low Socioeconomic status are more likely to display anti-social behaviour than those with a higher status?

Yes - 46

No - 2

Unsure – 4


4) What type of ‘experience’ do you believe to be the highest risk factor for the development of child anti-social behaviour?

What type of ‘experience’ do you believe to be the highest risk factor for the development of child anti-social behaviour?	
Adverse Childhood Experiences 	Childhood Trauma 	Socioeconomic status 	Other	25	16	11	0	


5)  To what extent do you agree?  ‘Early childhood experiences are the main factor in the causation of anti-social behaviour’

5)  To what extent do you agree?  ‘Early childhood experiences are the main factor in the causation of anti-social behaviour’	
Strongly agree	Agree	Neither agree nor disagree	Disagree	Strongly disagree	41	11	0	0	0	


6) Do you think early childhood experiences are solely responsible for the development of anti-social behaviour?

6) Do you think early childhood experiences are solely responsible for the development of anti-social behaviour?	
Yes	No	Unsure	30	16	6	


8) To what extent do you agree?  “Children who suffer Adverse Childhood Experiences (ACEs) are at risk of committing anti-social behavioural offences in the future’

8) To what extent do you agree?  “Children who report Adverse Childhood Experiences (ACEs) are likely to commit anti-social behavioural offences in the future’	
Strongly agree	Agree	Neither agree nor disagree	Disagree	Strongly disagree	34	15	3	0	0	


9)  To what extent do you agree? ‘People who suffer from childhood trauma are more likely to develop anti-social behaviour characteristics in their lives’ 

9)  To what extent do you agree? ‘People who suffer from childhood trauma are more likely to develop anti-social behaviour characteristics in their lives’ 	
Strongly agree	Agree	Neither agree nor disagre	Disagree	Strongly disagree	35	12	3	2	0	


10)  Do you think children of a low Socioeconomic status (SES) are more likely to commit anti-social behaviour than those with a higher status?

10)  Do you think children of a low Socioeconomic status are more likely to display anti-social behaviour than those with a higher status?	
Yes	No	Unsure	46	2	4	


3) To what extent do you agree? ‘There is a strong link between early childhood experiences and anti-social behaviour’ 

To what extent do you agree? ‘There is a strong link between early childhood experiences and anti-social behaviour’ 	
Strongly agree 	Agree	Neither agree nor disagree	Disagree	Strongly disagree	47	5	0	0	0	
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