	Core Study: Mednick et al (1984)

	One way of investigating the nature-nurture debate is to study people who have been adopted. If behaviour is more to do with nature, then an adopted person’s behaviour should be more similar to their biological parents because they have inherited their genes. However, if behaviour is more to do with nurture, then a person’s behaviour should be more similar to their adoptive parents’ who have brought them up.

	A01

	Aim: (What they investigated)
	To investigate the origins of criminal behaviour – whether it is down to nature, nurture or a mixture of both.


	 

	Procedure:

(How they did it)
	Mednick et al (1984) carried out an adoption study in Denmark. They accessed criminal records of over 14,000 males born between the years of 1924 – 1947. They compared these men’s records with the criminal records of their biological parents and of their adoptive parents.
	

	Findings: 

(What they found)
	They found

· Highest percentage (24.5%) was those men who had biological parents convicted of a crime and had adoptive parents who were convicted of a crime, suggesting a genetic and environmental link
· Those who had biological parents convicted of a crime but had adoptive parents who were not convicted of a crime was 20%, suggesting a genetic link
· Those who did not have biological parents who were convicted of a crime but had adopted parents who had been convicted of a crime was 14.7%, suggesting an environmental link is important in criminal behaviour.

· They also found that the lowest % (13.5%) were those criminals who did not have biological parents who were convicted of a crime and did not have adoptive parents convicted of a crime, suggesting that other factors such as imitating role models, hanging around with the wrong crowd could influence criminal behaviour.
	

	Concluded:
	There is a strong genetic component to criminal behaviour. However, the effect of the environment added to the effect of genes. 
	


