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	NAME: Sienna Lily Davies 

	 ID No.: 2404042

	DRAFT RESEARCH TITLE QUESTION: How persuasive is forensic evidence in the courtroom in Egland and Wales?
Why this topic?  Why is it worthy of consideration for an undergraduate dissertation? 
This topic has been chosen this topic in hopes to accumulate a plethora of research to result in a deeper understanding of the types of forensic evidence such as DNA, fingerprints and digital forensics. A deep understanding and examination is worthy of consideration because forensic evidence plays a critical part in criminal justice and so needs to be held accountable to fairness and transparency. Therefore, this research is important to provide the public with confidence in the criminal justice system and it is necessary for those working in or going through the system because forensic evidence holds such power for both prosecution and defence. If it is found that forensic evidence is misunderstood or overvalued then this could affect trust and certainty in decided verdicts. Furthermore, there have been cases where forensic evidence faults have led to wrongful convictions and so this study is able to contribute to the academic debates and the discussion that is evidence reliability and evidentiary power imbalance.


	SUMMARY OF RESEARCH AIM & OBJECTIVES: 
Here, you are required to clarify the information you want to collect on your research topic in the form of two, three or four key objectives: 

Aim: The aim of this study is to examine which type of evidence is the most influential in securing a criminal conviction. Moreover, a critical element of this study is to assess how the different types of evidence are perceived and weighted within the prosecution of a suspect and the decision-making process by the jury. 

Objective 1: To explore how DNA, fingerprints and digital forensic evidence is collected, stored and analysed. 

Objective 2: To provide the link between forensic evidence and conviction by examining the role of forensic evidence in criminal trials and the impact and influence it has on members of the jury.

Objective 3: To evaluate public perception regarding the persuasiveness of forensic evidence currently being utilised within criminal trials in England and Wales.

	THEORETICAL CONTEXT:
Please clarify some of the key literature to be utilised as part of your research. Consider textbooks, journals, articles, government reports, organisational strategic plans, and list a short bibliography of these key sources. This need not be extensive but will give your supervisor a good point to start from.

Topic: The golden hour principle 
The golden hour principle is the name given to the one hour time period immediately following a crime where it is ideal for the securing of evidence and the start of an investigation. Research by Hibbitt and Shaw (2023, pp. 88-89) found that collecting evidence after this time results in a greater risk of contamination because of the fact that the evidence and materials would now be harder to locate and more difficult to retrieve. 

Topic: The CSI effect 
When it comes to this topic, research by Sammons and Putwain (2019, pp. 105-106) inform that the jury can make decisions based on expectations and presumptions generated by TV influence which can lead to injustice and inaccurate views of forensic evidence and the court process. However, it can also be said in this source that deceiving expert witness testimonies could limit the CSI effect due to the jury’s lack of belief or understanding in the testimony.

Topic: Documenting the crime scene 
Research by Jackson and Jackson (2017, pp. 25-37) highlights the importance and process of documenting a crime scene properly to abide protocol and limit risks of contamination or error. This source helps understand how a crime scene is analysed and who is involved. 

	SUMMARY OF RESEARCH –SURVEY METHOD: 
Summary of qualitative or quantitative methods, and survey techniques being considered.

An aspect of this research will be the use of an online questionnaire. This will help in finding out more about the public’s opinion on the topic of forensic evidence as both open and closed ended questions will be used. Open ended questions will allow for in depth responses which will help provide substance to my investigation into public perception. Closed ended questions will be beneficial as these will simplify the recording and analysis aspect and will be useful in creating statistics from a questionnaire (Cottrell, 2024, p. 368). A type of closed ended question which will be used in my study are Likert scale questions. This is where a scale will be used to answer a question; typically a scale of five to seven points. 
This mixed method approach of primary data being my questionnaire and secondary data being the use of academic sources will result in both qualitative and quantitative data which will add value to my research. Open ended questions within my primary research will contribute to qualitative data which is essential in exploring the topic of forensic evidence as it will provide how forensic evidence is viewed, interpretated and how it influences the courtroom. Quantitative data will come in useful when analysing things such as case outcomes and conviction rates. Furthermore, quantitative data will help to identify any trends or patterns when it comes to using forensic evidence in trial.  



	SUMMARY OF SAMPLING FRAMEWORK: 
Provide details of target sample. For example, who are you intending to ask to participate in your research, will you be seeking perspectives from experts who work in a given field, or will you be using a general questionnaire to gauge perspectives from members of the public? 

It is intended for the general public to participate in my research as this would create a sample of potential jurors which consists of the people who would provide the needed and useful perspectives to meet my research aims. 
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