Introduction 
This chapter will evaluate the results from the survey by providing an interpretation of the research findings which will be consistent with the methodology and evidence within the literature review. The main aim is to continuously link back to the research objectives in order to provide an answer to the research question. Data will be demonstrated in graphs, pie charts and through thematic analysis as these are effective for analysing a large data set by providing a wide variety of answers, highlighting the key features and excluding any anomalies (UK Government, 2025).

Data analysis of participants 
The data collection method for this research was a survey and to ensure it was reliable and valid, a target of 100 responses was set. The survey was sent and shared across the researcher’s social media platforms for two weeks until the target was met. Overall, 104 participants took part in the research, but not all of these participants answered every question which will be demonstrated within the results. Reasons for this could have been due to the sensitivity of the topic and participants were informed before the survey that if they felt uncomfortable, they could leave the survey at any point or skip any questions they didn’t want to answer. 

Age of the respondents 
The age of all 104 participants was classified into four different categories: 18-24, 25-39, 40-59 and 60+. The frequency and percentage of the age demographic is presented in table 1. Of all the participants, the age range of 18–24-year-olds was the largest number with a percentage of 39%. Following this, 27% were 40–59-year-olds, 22% were 25-39 years olds and the smallest group was 60+ which only accounted for 12%.




Table 1: Age of the respondents
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It was important to ask the age of the participants as objective three in this research is based around the public perceptions on the effects of domestic abuse and the link between childhood exposure and criminality. This therefore allowed many different viewpoints from each age range category which can be compared with each other (Call et al, 2022). The 18-24 age category could form bias responses to some questions due to a desire for group cohesion as they may want to answer the questions that align with the group norms despite this not reflecting their own personal opinions (Forsyth, 2021). Whereas the age group of 60+ had the least number of participants which could be due to struggles accessing social media and difficulty filling in the form which was highlighted in the methodology (Age UK, 2023). 


Understanding of what domestic abuse is
Participants were asked about their understanding of what domestic abuse is on a scale of one to five with one being that they fully understand and five being that they don’t understand at all. Based on the results, 44% said they fully understood with 30% choosing option two which meant they are confident with their knowledge. Only one participant stated they do not understand what domestic abuse is at all. 9% chose option four which relates to having little knowledge on domestic abuse and the remaining 16% stated they were option three, meaning they have some understanding but still needed more knowledge on the subject. 



Table 2: Understanding of what domestic abuse is
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Overall, ten participants chose option four and five combined meaning they have little to no understanding of what domestic abuse is. Within this statistic, 70% of these participants were 18–24-year-olds which therefore means the younger population require better education as if they do not understand domestic abuse as a whole, they will not understand the impact it can have on children. This links back to how children can now be recognised as victims of domestic abuse if they see, hear or witness the effects of domestic abuse. Furthermore, the majority of the participants chose either option one or two which means they are confident in understanding what domestic abuse is. However, this statistic only accounts for domestic abuse in general terms not specifically with children. To add to this, question four of the survey related to the prevalence of children who lived in households where domestic abuse took place in England in the year 2023. Out of 102 responses, only 35 participants chose the correct answer which links back to the hidden nature of the crime. This produces many dangers as people may lack knowledge on how to spot a child victim, notice the effects it can have on them and be unsure of what help they can provide (Ho, 2022). 


Likelihood of a child committing crimes if they have been exposed to domestic abuse
Participants were then asked if a child or young person who has been exposed to domestic abuse is more likely to commit crimes than a child or young person who has not been exposed to domestic abuse. According to the results, out of all 104 participants, 74% agreed that an exposed child is more likely to commit crimes with only 10% stating no and 16% stated they were unsure. 

Table 3: Likelihood of a child committing crimes if they have been exposed to domestic abuse
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These responses link closely with question 13 as that question asked participants if a child will get normalised to violence after being exposed to domestic abuse and 74% responded yes. Both these questions consolidate the evidence mentioned within the literature review regarding how different behaviours such as aggression and violence are learnt from seeing, hearing or witnessing domestic abuse. For both questions, participants were asked to explain the reasonings behind their choice. Through using thematic analysis, common themes were highlighted by finding patterns within the responses. These themes were either words or phrases that either repeated or appeared more consistently than other responses such as learnt behaviours, outlet from the abuse and normal behaviour. These phrases demonstrate that the participants agree with the social learning theory, and this therefore strongly correlates with committing crime through being normalised to the behaviour. 


Why do children and young people commit crime 
Results for this question were more difficult to interpret as some participants chose each separate option as well as choosing all of the above. A new graph has been formalised representing a more valid data set by placing those participants who chose separate options and all of the above into just the all of the above category. This was instead of using the automatic graph which Microsoft forms created as that included both. Based on the results, 82 participants chose the option all of the above meaning they believed each option was a reason to why children and young people commit crime. The remaining participants chose different options, with 13 people choosing vulnerability, 18 chose exposure to violence, eight chose family history, four chose community norms, 20 chose peer pressure and 17 chose mental health issues. One person chose other and stated drugs would be a reason to why they commit crime. The reason the total of each option does not add up to 104 is because it was a multiple-choice question.

Table 4: Why do children and young people commit crime

This question was asked to participants as it targets objective one of the research study, which is to explore explanations as to why children and young people commit crime in England and Wales. Peer pressure was chosen by 20 participant’s which could link back to gang crime and how family and friends pressure them by saying they have to ‘step up’ to take over the family’s money worries. In addition, exposure to violence received 18 responses and mental health issues received 17 responses which both link very closely. As stated previously, 50% of the prison population are neurodivergent and they display overlapping symptoms such as impulsivity, low self-control and aggression which also link with being exposed to violence. It was important to ask this question, to see if people would still choose exposure to violence when given other options to choose from. Including all of the above and the exposure to violence option, 100 out of 104 people included it within their response. This demonstrates that all apart from four participants agree that exposure to violence causes criminality. 

The link between domestic abuse exposure in childhood and criminality
For this question, participants were asked to what extent do they agree with the following statement: domestic abuse exposure in childhood links with criminality. The most common response was agree with 51% of participants choosing that option. The other bulk of the responses came from 22% choosing strongly agree and 18% chose other which could mean they didn’t have a final answer to the question or they were unsure of which answer to choose. For the remaining participants, 6% chose neither agree nor disagree and 3% chose the option of disagree. Out of all the participants, not one participant chose the option of strongly disagree which shows how most participants thought that there is some link with domestic abuse exposure and criminality. 

Table 5: The link between domestic abuse exposure in childhood and criminality
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This question was placed at the end of the survey to allow participants to understand the topic first and to gather different opinions in order for them to make a final decision of whether they agree with the research question. In total, 76 participants said they either strongly agree or agree with the statement which builds upon findings within the literature review. They agree that being exposed to domestic abuse in childhood can have a direct impact on children which can further cause secondary impacts such as substance misuse. Criminologists such as Albert Bandura explained how it can have a direct impact on children through learning behaviours and in particular in this study it was violence and aggression. A child is normalised to these behaviours from being exposed to domestic abuse and therefore start to commit crime. These participants understand the cycle of violence and can see the detrimental impact it can have on children. Participants who chose neither agree nor disagree may understand the impact it can have on children but may believe that not all children who do get exposed in childhood turn to commit crime. Reasons behind this response could be down to children receiving appropriate inventions to help and support them deal with the adverse effects. 


Conclusion
This research survey was an essential asset in determining whether there is a link between domestic abuse exposure in childhood and criminality. Each question provided valuable information, however, the five questions which added the most value are explained above. Firstly, by asking the age of the respondents allowed for a variety of different viewpoints on the topic area as well as understanding that the 18-24 category may have produced more bias responses due to a desire for group cohesion. It was also confirmed that the 60+ category was the lowest responses which could have been due to difficulty accessing the survey. The next question was important as it was based around what the research is being conducted on. Results showed that the majority of participants understood what the term domestic abuse is but when asked about the prevalence of domestic abuse on children, only 35 out of 102 participants knew the correct statistics. The next question which regarded the likelihood of committing crimes if exposed to domestic abuse targeted objective two of the research. Results showed that 74% of participants agreed that it does increase the likelihood which links back to being normalised to the violence. Furthermore, reasonings behind why children and young people commit crime demonstrated that all apart from four participants agreed that exposure to violence is a reason which therefore supports the overall research question. Finally, the participants were asked the research question and to what extent do they agree with the statement. The majority of participants either agreed or strongly agreed which added a lot of value to the research as it can be used as strong supporting evidence in the research. 
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