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Dr Laub’s areas of research subject area was crime and the life course, crime and public policy, and the history of criminology. He has published widely including Crime in the Making: Pathways and Turning Points Through Life, co-authored with Robert Sampson, Harvard University Press, 1993. With Robert Sampson, he has also written Shared Beginnings, Divergent Lives: Delinquent Boys to Age 70, Harvard University Press, 2003,this study looked at longitudinal data from a long-term follow-up study of juvenile offenders from a classic study by Sheldon and Eleanor Glueck. Both of his books have won three major awards: 
The authors are very creditable as researchers and between them have done a lot of research in the area of criminology the authors have won awards in the area of criminology although Dr Laub could have some bias during this study as this journal is based of his previous research by Sampson and Laub, (2003). 
Critical Review
There are several different theories of crime. Some research suggested that crime is determined by biological factors where other theories are more convinced that environmental factors have a more influential to people who commit crimes.
This paper is looking to add to increase criminological knowledge by adding to the discussion concerning the prediction of criminal careers. Specifically, we test the robustness of Sampson and Laub’s (2003) findings by replicating and extending their study regarding the prediction of offending trajectories.
The abstract was hard to follow and understand, it was not clear to me from the abstract exactly what the aim of the study was. For a student it would be a hard paper to really understand and follow the journal. The aim of the study was unclear compared to other journals for example 
a journal by Besemer and Farrigton, (2012) was a lot more clear and just by looking at the abstract you can understand what the study is trying to say but when reading the current journal you would not be able to understand  what the study is really about it was very wordy and seemed to be trying too hard to sound very professional rather than making it clear so other researcher would be able to understand.

Although there was some good use of background literature of the subject in the journal on findings from previous papers for example Moffit (1993, 1994) and Blumstein et al. (1986) and although the journal explained the background in research that has previously done in this subject a lot of the literature is based on the study they are trying to the study replicate by Sampson and Laub, (2003), which is the current author of this journal a lot more background in other findings is needed to fully get a clear picture. (Krupa & Childs, 2014)  referenced several similar research and findings which this journal did not do most of the literature review and background is linked to the study conducted by (Sampson and Laub, 2003) to which links back to my previous statement that most of the literature review in this journal was based on the current author of the paper Laub. J and did not add a lot of findings in a range of similar research on the subject.

 Another big problem with this introduction was they never fully explained what they mean by trajectories adding some literature to make this more clear to help the reader have a more clear picture, (Krupa & Childs, 2014) journal does go into the literature background of the subject which helps the reader be able to set the scene on what the authors want to say and the research they are looking at and understanding how this is done. For example, another study by (Wiesner, Capaldi  & Kim, 2008)  explained “first, the extent to which trajectory groupings identified through self-reports may relate to groupings identified by official records is not known. Second, the extent to which key features of arrest trajectories identified by mixture modelling techniques will relate to the dual taxonomies” (Wiesner, Capaldi & Kim, 2008, p. 835). 

The hypothesis in this journal was not clear when reading the layout was also very confusing compared to other articles on the same subject, for instance Besemer and Farrigton, (2012) journal is lay out is simple and clear you can clearly see the aims and hypothesis were where this current journal was very hard to make sense of what exactly the hypothesis were. When reading an introduction, the writer should be having a generally discussing the subject area and then specific the hypothesis (Fields, A., 2016).

The methodology had a mix of strengths and weakness in this part of the journal. The layout was very hard to follow and in some parts was hard to figure out if they were talking about their current study or the previous study by Sampson and Laub,(2003). The methodology section should be easy to follow so other researchers can repeat the study when reading the journal (Field, A.P. 2013). 

They used a large sample size of 4,615 participants which is a  good size to use, most sample sizes in this research are much smaller a study by Besemer and Farrington, (2012) had a sample size of 411 participants and another study (Lacourse, E., Nagin, D., Trembley, R., Vitaro, F., & Claes. M., 2003) only had 1,037 participants. This study looked at both males and females, although there was a big difference in the numbers there was only 428 females compared to 4,187 males previous studies Fergusson, and Horwood. (2002), found that males and females an be found in the same trajectories as boys, there has been studies that identified differences in males and females when it comes to the duration of the crime and the level of offending, (White & Piquero, 2004., Miller, Malone & Dodge, 2010)]. This can be a limitation as other research has showed that males and females peak at different times for instance, (Pepler, Jiang, Craig & Connolly, 2010) looked at the developmental trajectories of delinquency including both adolescent girls and boys. Adolescents were categorised into five different groups: low, moderate, late onset, early onset, and chronic. When compared girls varied from boys when it come to their levels of delinquency. Females in the “late onset” group showed a higher levels of delinquency after the age of 15 also the females in the “early onset” group tended to cease from delinquency sooner than the males also the  females in the “moderate” group showed higher levels of delinquency in early adolescence and they also peaked sooner than boys. The current study could have benefited by having a more equal number of males and females c
Not only was the size of the sample large a strength in this paper but it was also covered a big portion of adulthood the study looked from ages 12 – 55 years old.
The journal only looked at four risk factors during this study this could have limited the study for instance Chung et al., (2002) research looking at both male and female identified a total of five groups of offending. The five trajectories that we identified were non offenders, late on setters, desisters escalators and finally chronic offenders (Chung et al., 2002), likewise, Fergusson and Horwood, (2002) study too identified five groups of offending trajectories  in New Zealand in a sample of both males and females form the ages birth to 21 years old. The groups consist of low-risk, early onset, intermediate onset, late onset, and chronic offenders. 

[bookmark: _Hlk25349694]The current study used data from the Dutch Criminal Career and Life- Course study (CCLS). Self-report and official records measures of offending behaviour Both have strengths and weaknesses. Official reports might not give a true picture as they could include the more worst offences and are an impartial to a degree with an precise age at the time of the offense, however, they also only show a very small fraction when it comes to the actual number of crimes and offenses committed (Wiesner, Capaldi  & Kim, 2008) . There a number of crimes that are not reported and or detected by the police. Using a self-report could have also been a possibility, however self-report measures can be affect by a number of things like bias or memory and someone not wanting to say but self-reports have a better picture of the true number of crimes and offences that are committed (Farrington et al., 2003; Farrington, Loeber, Stouthamer-Loeber, van Kammen, and Schmidt, 1996; Huizinga and Elliott, 1986; Lauritsen, 1998; Maxfield, Weiler, and Widom, 2000). Therefore, self-report measures and official records provide two different views when it comes to crimes and offending behaviour (Farrington et al., 2003), which will lead to different empirical findings (Wiesner, Capaldi  & Kim, 2008). 
The discussion is easy to follow and understand their findings. The results support the previous findings by Sampson and Laub, (2003), this could have been biased as the same author worked on both research however they do discuss bias in the concluding marks which they say to identify inconsistencies but this from bias from the official data. They do acknowledge two limitations in tis section which is what I previously mentioned that they only look at four risk factors. They also mention that the indicators  of the low intelligence and psychological instabilities were not optional as it was judgement from the military examination which could have been affected by bias, although they do mention that these finding do match previous early onset and chronic offending analyses. It also touches on the point that the data solely relies on official data which is more concentrated on serious crimes as some are not reported, (Wiesner, Capaldi  & Kim, 2008). They show that the results are similar to previous findings for example Blumstein et al.,(1996) & Mofffit, (1993). This section is easy to understand and explains a clear picture which I found it did not in the rest of the journal.

Summary and conclusion 
The journal was very hard to understand and follow as a student after reading other articles and journals and going back and reading I did understand more but this is as other journals on this subject explained trajectories better so when I came back and read this journal I was better able to understand. I found that I had to look up certain words, so I was then able to understand. The journal was very wording and not very clear I think it would be more suited to a professional to read in this subject rather than a student. There could have been a lot more background information on the subject compared to other journals. The layout of the journal was very confusing the sections all seemed to roll into together and wasn’t clearly labelled.  The data used was a good sample size and over a long period of time although the data was from two other studies also. To have a better overall picture a self-report could have also been used. Overall the journals findings were very interesting and were similar to other findings, but the journal was so wordy it was hard to follow and is more suited to a more professional person rather than a student. The reference list was a good length and Most of the journals used were current  from the last 15 years were used. 

Reference list
1. Bersani, B., Nieuwbeerta, P., & Laub, J. (2009). Predicting Trajectories of Offending over the Life Course: Findings from a Dutch Conviction Cohort. Journal of Research in Crime and Delinquency, 46(4), 468-494. doi: 10.1177/0022427809341939 

2. Bersani, Bianca | CCJS l Criminology and Criminal Justice Department l University of Maryland. (2019). Retrieved 22 November 2019, from https://ccjs.umd.edu/facultyprofile/bersani/bianca

3. FERGUSSON, D., & HORWOOD, L. (2002). Male and female offending trajectories. Development and Psychopathology, 14(1), 159-177. doi: 10.1017/s0954579402001098 

4. Krupa, J., & Childs, K. (2014). Trajectories and Risk Factors of Criminal Behaviour among Females from Adolescence to Early Adulthood. Laws, 3(4), 651-673. doi: 10.3390/laws3040651 

5. Lacourse, E., Nagin, D., Trembley, R., Vitaro, F., & Claes, M. (2003). Developmental trajectories of boys' delinquent group membership and facilitation of violent behaviors during adolescence. Development and Psychopathology, 15(1), 183-197. doi: 10.1017/s0954579403000105

6. Laub, John | CCJS l Criminology and Criminal Justice Department l University of Maryland. (2019). Retrieved 22 November 2019, from https://ccjs.umd.edu/facultyprofile/laub/john 


7. Miller, S., Malone, P., & Dodge, K. (2010). Developmental Trajectories of Boys’ and Girls’ Delinquency: Sex Differences and Links to Later Adolescent Outcomes. Journal Of Abnormal Child Psychology, 38(7), 1021-1032. doi: 10.1007/s10802-010-9430-1 

8. Paul Nieuwbeerta. (2019). Retrieved 22 November 2019, from https://www.universiteitleiden.nl/en/staffmembers/paul-nieuwbeerta#tab-2 

9. Pepler, D., Jiang, D., Craig, W., & Connolly, J. (2010). Developmental Trajectories of Girls’ and Boys’ Delinquency and Associated Problems. Journal of Abnormal Child Psychology, 38(7), 1033-1044. doi: 10.1007/s10802-010-9389-y 

10. Reingle, J., Jennings, W., Lynne-Landsman, S., Cottler, L., & Maldonado-Molina, M. (2013). Toward an Understanding of Risk and Protective Factors for Violence Among Adolescent Boys and Men: A Longitudinal Analysis. Journal of Adolescent Health, 52(4), 493-498. doi: 10.1016/j.jadohealth.2012.08.006 

11. White, N., & Piquero, A. (2004). A preliminary empirical test of Silverthorn and Frick's delayed-onset pathway in girls using an urban, African-American, US-based sample. Criminal Behaviour And Mental Health, 14(4), 291-309. doi: 10.1002/cbm.595 

12. Wiesner, M., Capaldi, D., & Kim, H. (2008). Arrest Trajectories Across A 17-Year Span for Young Men: Relation to Dual Taxonomies and Self-Reported Offense Trajectories. Criminology, 45(4), 835-863. doi: 10.1111/j.1745-9125.2007.00099.x 
