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Abstract

The aim of this dissertation is to explore society’s perception of the reintroduction of the death penalty back into the UK Criminal Justice System, it will identify society’s view on the topic and their reasons for their held belief. It will also explore if the media influences society's views. This topic is largely unexplored and under researched in the UK, meaning that little is known about why some in society agree or disagree with the death penalty. This dissertation takes on a qualitative and quantitative approach to gain a deeper understanding of society's views. A questionnaire was circulated on the social media platform Facebook and 130 participants took part.

The findings were analysed, and several themes emerged which indicated that society feels that the Criminal Justice System is failing to punish offenders sufficiently when compared to the crime committed which fuelled some participants to agree with the reintroduction of the death penalty. It also found that the media plays a role on how society views crime, punishment, and the Criminal Justice System.   
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Chapter 1: Introduction

1.1 Introduction 
The aim of this dissertation is to explore society’s perception on the reintroduction of the death penalty back into the United Kingdom Criminal Justice System. This chapter will therefore provide the following:
· An historic overview of the death penalty in the United Kingdom.
· An overview of the dissertation research focus.
· An overview of the research aims objectives and rationale.
· An overview of the research methods used for completion.
 
1.2 Background
Capital punishment, namely the death penalty,  is a state-sanctioned act whereby an individual can be legally sentenced to death as a form of punishment for the committal of certain crimes (Hood, 2021). It is believed that the laws sanctioning the use of the death penalty as a form of punishment were established as far back as eighteenth-century B.C in the code of King Hammurabi of Babylon. The Law, at that time, codified the use of the death penalty for the committal of twenty-five different crimes (Death Penalty Information Centre, 2021). In the United Kingdom, although the death penalty had been in use throughout its history, the early eighteenth century saw the introduction of the Waltham Black Act 1723, a system better known as the ‘bloody code’ which made over 200 crimes, many of which were trivial, punishable by death such as the cutting down of a tree (King and Ward, 2015). The purpose of its introduction sought to act as a clear deterrent, anybody found to be breaking the law would face severe retribution through the implementation of barbaric methods for example hanging, death with dissection, hanging in chains or drawn and quartered (Old Bailey, 2018). Executions would be made into public events to warn others to remain law abiding citizens and it is believed that thousands would congregate to watch the spectacle with the crowd cheering and or booing as the execution took place. Since many of the crimes punishable by death were so trivial, many juries would not convict offenders unless the crime committed was a serious one. Capital punishment laws were reformed numerous times over the years and by the late nineteenth century only four crimes remained punishable by death: high treason, arson in the Royal Dockyards, piracy with violence and finally, murder (Knowles,2015).
 
There were a number of high-profile cases during the 1950’s, namely that of Timothy Evans who was executed for a crime that he did not commit and Ruth Ellis who killed her lover having endured what is now better understood as a form of domestic abuse. Although there was no doubt Ellis was guilty of the crime, public sympathy toward Ellis grew with thousands signing a petition in favour of a reprieve. Efforts to save Ellis from the death penalty failed which, in turn, cast doubt on the effectiveness of the death penalty to serve out justice in the public’s minds and thus, demand within society for its abolishment gathered pace (Knowles, 2015). The death penalty for capital murder was eventually abolished in 1965 with the introduction of The Murder (Abolition of Death Penalty) Act 1965. However, the death penalty remained in place as a form of punishment for the remaining three crimes: High treason, Arson in the Royal Dockyards and Piracy with violence until its complete abolishment in 1998 with the introduction of the Crime and Disorder Act 1998 (Brown, 2015) and the Human Rights Act 1998 which forbids the use of capital punishment for any reason under Protocol 13, Article 1 (Equality and Human Rights Commission, 2021). Under the new laws, capital punishment (Death Penalty) was replaced by life imprisonment (Murder (Abolition of the Death Penalty) Act 1965) .
 
1.3 Research focus
Since its abolition debate between those in favour of the reinstatement of capital punishment and those who oppose it have continued to rumble on (Flanagan, 2015) with the latest YouGov poll in 2019 finding that over seventy percent of the Britons surveyed felt that sentences handed down for certain crimes were not tough enough, with over half citing that they were in favour of the death penalty (Ibbetson, 2019) indicating that support for the reintroduction of the death penalty is increasing. Following the murder of Sarah Payne in 2000 the tabloid newspaper, the News of The World, through Ipsos Mori, conducted a public poll which asked its readers to select the appropriate punishment for child murderers (Ipsos Mori, 2002). Over half of those who took part selected the death penalty. A year or so later, Ipsos Mori (2002) conducted a similar poll, however, less than half of the participants selected the death penalty for child murderers indicating a decline in support of the death penalty as a form of legal punishment. Furthermore, following the murder of two girls by Ian Huntly in 2003 a YouGov (2003) poll found that support for the death penalty for the murder of a child increased to sixty seven percent. Flanagan (2015) argues that support for the reinstatement of the death penalty peaks following the appearance of high-profile events such as the murder of an innocent person or a terrorist attack, in the media. A report conducted by Marsh et al (2019) found that public confidence in the Criminal Justice Systems’ ability to act fairly and effectively towards offenders was mixed with the majority stating that sentences were far too lenient. Qualitative discussions conducted by Marsh et al (2019) found that the media was, in part, responsible for perpetuating the message to the public that sentences were excessively lenient. Bandes (2004) argues as many people within society have not experienced or encountered the Criminal Justice System directly, much of what people know or learn about crime, sentencing and the workings of the Criminal Justice System comes from the media thus, giving the media the opportunity and potential to shape society’s opinions on justice and punishment which could explain the rise in support from the public for the reintroduction of the death penalty. It could be argued that support for the reintroduction of the death penalty is increasing due to societies lack of understanding on how the Criminal Justice System operates and this lack of understanding coupled with the influence of the media, is leading to the rise in support for its reintroduction as a form of punishment. Emerging issues that surround the death penalty and its possible reintroduction are vast with little to no attention drawn to the potential of miscarriages of justice or the breaching of Human Rights if the death penalty were to be reintroduced.



1.4 Aims and Objectives
The overall aim of this research is to establish society's perception of the reintroduction of the death penalty back into the UK Criminal Justice System. To achieve this, this research study will have the following objectives:
 
1). Identify society’s views on the death penalty, namely, for or against and their reasons for the beliefs held.
2). Explore if society's views are influenced by the media.
3). Investigate if society believes the Criminal Justice System punishes offenders enough compared to the crime committed
4). Evaluate the impact of the death penalty on the committal of crimes for example, is it viewed as a deterrent

1.5 Research Rationale 
There is a distinct lack of research available on the topic of the death penalty in the United Kingdom. Although opinion polls have been conducted in recent years which have asked its participants to state their support or opposition to its reintroduction, no literature or opinion polls explore the reasons why participants have these opinions, highlighting a gap in the understanding of this phenomena. It is therefore hoped that exploring the ‘why’ aspect of the death penalty question will contribute to understanding the objectives of this research.
1.6 Methodology
Adopting the most appropriate methodology when conducting research is perhaps one of the most important aspects of a successful research study as it allows others to assess the validity and quality of the study’s findings as well as providing the reader with enough information to repeat the study (Springer, 2021). Although every effort will be made to provide a balanced and unbiased study to reduce the possibility of researcher bias, choosing the appropriate research method, coupled with the implementation of reflexivity can aid in reducing the possibility of researcher bias when interpreting the results.  However, it is important to highlight as this will be a lone person research study which will not be peer reviewed, it would be impossible to confidently state that all possibilities of researcher bias would be eliminated (Pannucci and Wilkins, 2010). It could be argued that due to the emotive nature of the subject matter it is simply too complex a topic to apply only one research method to, for this reason, the research will adopt a mixed methods approach, namely qualitative and quantitative approaches through the medium of an online questionnaire. The benefit of this approach may allow the researcher to build upon one form of data collection with that of another which could provide further depth of knowledge and, in turn, enhance reader confidence in the study’s findings (Schoonenboom and Johnson, 2017). An online questionnaire will be employed which will consist of multiple-choice questions. Some questions will have predetermined responses with additional space to add a comment and other questions will have no predetermined responses which will include an unlimited amount of space for participants to freely express their thoughts and feelings in their own words. It is beneficial when researching emotive topics to allow the participant to speak freely. Decorte et al (2019) argues allowing participants freedom to speak freely can help the researcher identify issues that are perhaps not addressed within the questionnaire. Online questionnaires will be utilised due to their ease of access and their ability to provide a level of anonymity to the participants. It is hoped that participants feel at ease sharing their personal thoughts (Regmi et al, 2016) which may not be deemed as ‘politically correct’ in today’s society and thus, provide a true reflection of their thoughts on the matter. The next chapter will explore the available literature connected to the objectives of this research study. 













Chapter 2 Literature Review
 
2.1 Introduction
This chapter will provide a brief overview of the arguments surrounding the death penalty. It will then go on to address each of the research objectives individually by exploring the available literature on the topic, except for objective one and two, which will be combined. The chapter will then proceed to explore the common misconceptions of the death penalty, before concluding with a section that explores the emerging issues associated with the reintroduction of the death penalty.

2.2 Arguments 
The death penalty was abolished in England, Scotland, and Wales as a means of legal punishment for crimes such as murder, over fifty years ago. However, the topic has remained a contentious one between those who oppose its use and reinstatement and those who are proponents of its reinstatement back into the UK’s criminal justice system. Oppositionists such as Amnesty International (2021) argue that the death penalty is discriminatory targeting ‘the most vulnerable in society’ and that execution is a ‘final act’ whereby mistakes (Miscarriages of Justice) cannot be undone. Stearman (2007) argues, that for its supporters, the fact that the death penalty is absolute in its nature is its main strength which, in essence, is an ultimate punishment that removes the worst offenders from society permanently.
 
2.3 Identify society’s views on the death penalty, namely, for or against and their reasons for the beliefs held. 
2.4 To explore if society's views are Influenced by the media.
Flanagan (2010) argues that there has always been a demand for the death penalty in the UK since its abolishment which, they further argue, peaks following a high-profile event such as a terrorist attack or the slaying of innocent people for example children. The role of the mass media in today's society is to provide information to the masses, in essence, making the big wide world a much smaller accessible place. This in turn, provides the mass media with a significant ability to shape or influence public opinion with a narrative of their choice. This is often achieved by excessively sensationalising certain topics to evoke emotion for example, sympathy, fear or anxiety, in order to hook in their audience. The media agenda eventually seeps into the public’s everyday life and conversations thus, determining the topics of public discourse (Chaiuk and Dunaieuska, 2020).  Bandes (2004) argues as many people have not experienced or encountered the Criminal Justice System much of what people know or learn about crime, sentencing and the workings of the Criminal Justice System comes from the media thus, giving the media the ability to shape people’s opinions on justice and punishment, namely the death penalty, which can have significant ramifications on societies ability to deliver fair justice. In 2000, following the murder of Sarah Payne, on behalf of the News of the World Ipsos MORI conducted a Poll posing the question as to what the appropriate punishment for child murderers should be.  Over half of the participants, which amounted to 58%, chose the death penalty. It is important to note that it is unclear from the Ipsos Mori research how many participants took part in the survey, their age or gender, how they were recruited to take part or if they were compensated in any way for their participation. It is also important to note that the survey was conducted on behalf of a tabloid newspaper, the News of the World, and so it cannot be ruled out that there may be an element of bias in the research or its findings. The following year another poll conducted by Ipsos MORI found that of the people surveyed, less than half of the participants, at 41%, felt that the death penalty was warranted for child murderers, a decrease of 7% from the previous year (Ipsos MORI, 2002). However, following the murder of two young girls by Ian Huntley in 2002 a poll conducted by YouGov in 2003 found that 67% of the 2,014 participants who took part in the survey felt that the death penalty should be restored for the murder of children. While 64% felt it should be restored for terrorists (YouGov, 2003). Considering the timing of the survey, surprisingly, 62% said they would support the death penalty for the murder of a police officer despite their being little to no recent media coverage of a police officer being murdered in the UK. Once more, it is important to note that the survey was conducted on behalf of the tabloid newspaper, the Mail on Sunday,  immediately following the conviction of Ian Huntley,  two years after the 9/11 terrorist attacks on the twin towers in New York and one year after the Bali terrorist attack that killed two hundred and two people, all of which received extensive media coverage. It is also unclear how the participants were recruited, their age, gender, or if they were compensated in any way for their participation. Based on the findings, it could be argued that the public is potentially exposed to the media’s portrayal of a child murderer or terrorist organisation/group in such a way that they develop feelings of hate toward the perpetrator which in turn fuels their desire for revenge which could impact on the survey responses and as such the results should be viewed or interpreted with an err of caution. The results do, however, provide an insight into the potential views of some within society especially as information on this topic is scarce due to a lack of governmental or official research that explores society’s views on the matter. It may be possible to suggest that the results from the surveys conducted by YouGov and Ipsos Mori do, in part, corroborate Flanagan and Bandes’ theory that the public’s desire for the reinstatement of the death penalty tends to increase following a high-profile event and further suggests that support tappers off following the decrease of the media’s fanfare on the topic.  This raises the question as to whether those in favour want the death penalty merely as a tool for retribution rather than basing their support on an instinct to keep society safe in the long term or to act as a deterrent to prevent such crimes happening or happening again.
 
In the interest of balance, further surveys were explored which uncovered polls conducted by Savanta:ComRes on behalf  of the BBC which took place between February and March of 2014 and consisted of 1,828 participants and one conducted by YouGov (2019) which consisted of 1,544 participants held between September and October 2019. The participants within the Savanta:ComRes(2014) Survey were categorized by their gender (Male and Female) and age group, 18-21, 22-26,27-30 and 30+. The participants were asked if they would oppose or support the introduction of the death penalty for certain serious crimes such as terrorism or child murder. Over half of the participants, at 59%, across all of the age groups were in support, with no difference of opinion noted between the genders. However, there were slightly more male than female participants involved in the study. The YouGov (2019) survey, which also included the gender and age brackets for the participants, 18-24, 25-49, 50-64 and 65+, found that 53% of the participants supported the death penalty for the murder of a child, while 58% percent supported the death penalty for a murder as part of a terrorist attack. Both male and female participants were equally in support across most of the age brackets. It could be argued that more people supported the death penalty for a murder as part of a terrorist attack due to the fact that there had been extensive media coverage of terrorist attacks during that time, such as the Manchester arena terrorist attack that claimed the lives of twenty two adults and children in 2017 and the Borough Market terrorist attack that claimed the lives of eight people in 2017 with little to no media attention surrounding the killing of a child. Although the surveys have shown differing levels of desire for the death penalty, it does show that there is still a want for the reinstatement of the death penalty amongst the public. The researcher feels it appropriate to highlight that it is unclear how the participants were recruited to partake in the surveys or rule out any bias.  It is also important to note that the surveys did not address or explore the participants reasoning for supporting or opposing the death penalty, it appears they only sought to gather quantitative data, which can limit the ability to make distinctive links between the media and society’s views on the death penalty. In order to create a conclusive link between the media and its influence on society’s perception of crime, the Criminal Justice System and the death penalty, a mixed methods approach which utilises both quantitative and qualitative research is required.  Based on this, it is acknowledged that all of the surveys mentioned have their limitations and shortcomings. However, it does provide justification for requiring proper in-depth research on the topic. 
  
 2.5. To investigate if society believes that the Criminal Justice System punishes offenders enough compared to the crime committed.
In the UK the Criminal Justice System operates on the notion that punishment for criminal offences should, in part, fit the crime.  It also majoritively operates by focusing on the criminal while taking into account the offender's culpability. In simple terms serving out punishments which are proportionate to the crime while considering any internal or external factors that may have led to the crime being committed. To maintain a level of consistency with regards to punishment, judges are provided with sentencing guidelines which set out the minimum or maximum sentence available to the court at that time (Sentencing Council, 2021). A research study conducted on behalf of the Sentencing Council in 2018 consisted of both qualitative and quantitative methods. The study found that of the 2,000 participants who took part, 64% claimed to be aware of sentencing guidelines while the majority, at 70%, felt that sentences for criminals were far too lenient. On further inspection, the research found that 76% of participants explored the news at least daily and did so through current affair programmes, watching the news for example, BBC, Facebook and or local newspapers. Both the qualitative and quantitative data confirmed that the media coverage of crime and sentencing influenced the formation of participants' opinion in the fact that the media, namely the Daily Mail, continually perpetuates the message via emotive headlines and content; that the sentences handed down by the Criminal Justice System are excessively lenient. Although the participants were confident that their knowledge and understanding of what Statutory minimum sentence, Statutory maximum sentence and life sentence actually mean, the qualitative data, which was collected through discussions with participants, found that the understanding surrounding sentencing was in fact considerably limited in reality (Marsh et al, 2019). The research report highlights that although the public claim to understand how the Criminal Justice System and sentencing works, in reality, their true understanding is limited which they argue is further influenced by the media.  This may account for the high numbers of participants feeling as though the sentences which are handed down are simply far too lenient. It is disappointing that following informing the participants about sentencing, that the participants were not asked the questions again, to explore if their views had changed once they had been provided with accurate information. It could be further argued that this belief is potentially fuelling some into thinking that tougher measures are required such as the death penalty, which further supports the arguments made by Bandes (2004) and Flanagan (2010). It is important to note that the research was carried out around the same time as the 25th anniversary of the murder of Stephen Lawrence and coincided with the highly publicised John Worboys case who was later convicted of rape, sexual assault, and drugging. The researchers acknowledge that during the qualitative research these topics were ‘brought up’ which, they further address, may have influenced, or impacted the responses provided by participants in both the qualitative research and the online survey. Furthermore, although it can be assumed from the research that the media is having some influence over society’s perception, since the research explored how often their participants interacted with the media and how this affected their beliefs, further exploration is required to make a definitive link between the media and its influence over society’s views on the topic.
 

2.6. An evaluation of the impact of the death penalty on the committal of crimes for example, is it a deterrent?
The rationale surrounding the support of the death penalty arguably lies heavily within the deterrence theory (Radelet and Akers, 1996). The deterrence theory purports that the threat or fear of punishment, in this case the death penalty, will or should deter the public from engaging in criminality and thus motivate the public to remain law abiding citizens (Brooks, 2012). Proponents for the death penalty such as Priti Patel, the current Home Secretary, stated in 2011 that she supports its reinstatement:
 “I do actually think when we have a criminal justice system that continuously fails in this country and where we have seen murderers, rapists and people who have committed the most abhorrent crimes in society, go into prison and then are released from prison to go out into the community to then re-offend and do the types of crime they have committed again and again. I think that’s appalling. And actually, on that basis alone I would actually support the reintroduction of capital punishment to serve as a deterrent because I do think we do not have enough deterrence in this country for criminals and let's not forget murderers and rapists and criminals of that nature choose to commit the crimes that they commit’(Smithsnick, 2011. 1:30).

John Hayes, a conservative MP, also supports its reintroduction calling for the Ministry of Justice to consider the merits of the death penalty to tackle serious crime stating that capital punishment should be an option afforded to the courts (UK Parliament, 2018) and also Anne Widdicombe, who argues that advancements in criminal science such as DNA profiling has reduced the likelihood of the Criminal Justice System getting it wrong and on those grounds, supports the reintroduction of capital punishment (Widdicombe, 2013). Although Priti Patel has gone on to recant this opinion, it does suggest that there is a current thirst for its reinstatement within some of the UK’s elected politicians who are, in essence, the voice of their electorates (UK Parliament, 2021). The question is: does the death penalty act as a deterrent in any way and is society under the impression that the Criminal Justice System is lacking in deterrent forces since its abolishment? During the early 1960’s, when the death penalty was still in use, homicide rates stood at around 300 per year (Office of National Statistics, 2019). By 2001-02, 891 crimes were recorded as homicides which increased to 944 by 2003. However, 172 of those have been attributed to one man, Harold Shipman (Allen and Zayed, 2021). Nonetheless, homicide rates have more than doubled since abolition. Homicide rates decreased in the year 2014-15 to 504, however, rates began to increase once more to 695 homicides in the year ending 2020 which equates to 11.7 per million population (ONS, 2021) though, 39 of those deaths were attributed to one incident, that being the human trafficking victims who died in the Grays lorry incident (Allen and Zayed, 2021). Based on the statistics, it may be plausible to argue that the death penalty did in some form, act as a deterrent. However, research from other countries that do use the death penalty such as some American states, proves otherwise. Radelet and Lacock (2009) argue that there is no evidence that supports the theory that the death penalty is a greater deterrent above that of life or long-term imprisonment and further argue that the deterrence hypothesis is a myth. Although it could be argued that Radelet and Lacock’s study is somewhat out of date, data extracted from the FBI’s uniform crime reports in 2016 indicate that states with the death penalty on average have higher murder rates, such as Louisiana or Missouri, compared to non-death penalty states such as Illinois or Maryland.  However, murder rates in New Hampshire which has the death penalty, were lower than Maine which does not have the death penalty (Death Penalty Information Centre, 2021), therefore, it could be argued that the death penalty may have some deterrent effect, if only minimal. However, it would only be possible to say either way if it is a deterrent, by asking the public directly if it would stop them from killing someone.

2.7 Common misconceptions on the death penalty.
Currently in England and Wales there is a prison crisis whereby the Institute for Government (2019) argues that cuts made by the government on prison spending have resulted in a striking deterioration in standards. As a result, prisons have become increasingly overcrowded which the Criminal Justice Alliance (2012) argue has led to many not receiving the rehabilitation they require before re-entering society. Further arguing that it is likely to increase the risk of an offender re-offending upon release which is contrary to the purpose of prison. ProCon.org (2019) as do Equal Justice USA (2021) suggest that proponents believe that carrying out the death penalty would cost far less than sentencing an offender to life imprisonment which would result in a long-term financial burden on the public through providing the offender with accommodation, food, staff, facilities, and medical treatment for the rest of their lives. It could also be argued that if the death penalty were to be reintroduced in the UK that its use may, in the eyes of the public, resolve the overcrowding issue within the prison system, therefore allowing easier access to rehabilitation facilities to those imprisoned for lesser crimes, reducing the risk of them reoffending upon release.  However, research conducted in America has shown that enacting the death penalty is a far more expensive undertaking when compared to a system which enacts a life without parole system. For example, in Kansas a legislative audit conducted in 2003 found that, on average, death penalty cases cost the state 70% more than commensurate non-death penalty cases (Amnesty International, 2017). Furthermore, a report conducted by Roman et al (2008) which explored the cost of the death penalty in Maryland found that cases which unsuccessfully sought the death penalty cost three times more than cases which did not. The Death Penalty Information Centre (2021) argue that the death penalty is more expensive since a life is ‘on the line’ which results in longer trials, the need for extensive and expensive legal representation/advice as well as experts for both prosecution and defence coupled with the appeals process of which, all  costs are met by the tax paying public. Although research from America suggests that enacting the death penalty is far more financially costly than life imprisonment there is little to no research that explores if the UK public are in support of the death penalty under the belief that its reintroduction back into the UK Criminal Justice System could reduce the financial burden on the prison system and, in turn, on the public purse.  
 
2.8 Emerging issues.
It is argued by Stearman (2007) that the movement to abolish the death penalty amongst the UK population gathered pace following several high-profile cases during the 1950’s such as those of Timothy Evans, Derek Bentley and Ruth Ellis. Timothy Evans was an illiterate lorry driver with learning difficulties who was found guilty of murdering his wife in 1950 (Knowles, 2015). While in police custody, Evans confessed to the crime but later retracted his confession. Knowles (2015) argues that false confessions were an unknown phenomenon during that time and, as such, it could be argued that Evans falsely confessed to the crime due to feeling responsible for his wife’s death having agreed to allow the actual perpetrator John Christie, to perform an abortion on his wife. Although some may assume that a confession is an admittance of guilt, research suggests that false confessions are not a rare occurrence within the realms of law and criminal justice and that individuals with learning difficulties are at an increased risk of false confessions due to the interrogation processes employed by law enforcement agencies such as the police (Schatz, 2018). The National Appropriate Adult Network (2020) suggest that adults who are mentally impaired or have additional learning needs are prone to providing unreliable information as they may be highly suggestable, eager to please, may become confused or have difficulty in understanding what is asked of them or told to them by the police which can lead to miscarriages of justice and or failed prosecutions. Today’s law enforcement agencies, such as the police, are provided with training, policies, procedures, and guides are in place which provide advice on how to identify vulnerable individuals at the earliest opportunity and are informed on what support mechanisms or provisions should be put in place to ensure the individuals rights are safeguarded whilst being detained or voluntarily questioned by the police, such as sourcing an appropriate adult (Home Office, 2015). However, The National Appropriate Adult Network (2020) argue that although there are policies and procedures in place such as the Police and Criminal Evidence Act 1984 codes of Practice (PACE), a report carried out by them in 2019 found that, 39% of adults with a known additional learning need and 73% percent of adults known to have a mental health condition were not provided with an appropriate adult (AA), were detained for longer periods of time while an appropriate adult was sought or were recorded as not requiring an AA. Based on this evidence, although there are safeguards/provisions in place to protect and support the vulnerable they are not robust or sufficient enough to protect society’s most vulnerable resulting in many falling through the cracks of the system. Thus, it could be argued that the reinstatement of the death penalty may lead to the vulnerable becoming unintended targets who may be prosecuted and punished for a crime they may not have committed, much like Timothy Evans some fifty years ago. However, it is difficult to ascertain if the possibility of the innocent or vulnerable being targeted is a large enough concern for those who support its reintroduction.
 
As previously mentioned, the act of execution is a final one and one which cannot be undone and so, if the death penalty were to be reintroduced to ensure that the individual being prosecuted is in fact the correct perpetrator of the crime, there must be no room for doubt or error within the criminal investigation or prosecution process. Davis (2020) argues that the United Kingdom’s criminal justice system is no longer fit for purpose and that years of underfunding has not only damaged public confidence in the system but has also handicapped the police, the court system and those facing prosecution. Legal aid reforms in recent years have meant that access to legal aid is possible for some. However, it has become increasingly difficult to access due to the allocation of funds being means tested, whereby the financial eligibility bar has not been updated in several years in order to meet current financial income, resulting in many being over the maximum threshold. Many defendants who are eligible for legal aid are being required to make financial contributions which Caroline Goodwin QC claims is sometimes more costly than paying privately for legal representation (Bowcott, 2019). As the legal aid system has not been updated to mirror current financial income, some, are not able to access suitable or adequate legal representation and thus are not provided with their right to a fair trial which may constitute a breach of Article 6 of the Human Rights Act 1998. The Institute for Government (2019) claims that in 2018, 7.7% of defendants in the crown court were unrepresented on their first hearing while 1% had no representation throughout their case. Although the numbers may appear insignificant, it does highlight that not all who experience the Criminal Justice System are doing so on an equal platform. It could also be argued that cuts to legal aid have meant that the poor or those less financially fortunate are being disproportionately affected and as such, the criminal justice system is becoming an institution that provides justice only to the wealthy in society (The Justice Gap, 2015).  
 
Although some in society may argue that if an individual is found guilty of a crime or admit/plead guilty to a crime, the person actually committed the crime. However, this is not always the case. A new database based at the Exeter law school has been created which includes data relating to overturned convictions in England, Wales, Scotland, and Northern Ireland from 1970 to the present day (March 2021). The database currently holds the details of 346 cases. Of these cases, in England and Wales alone, 112 murder convictions have been overturned and classed as a miscarriage of justice. Worryingly, 29 individuals were originally convicted based on false or misleading forensic evidence (Evidence Based Justice Lab, 2021). As forensic evidence is currently viewed as ‘gold standard’ in terms of its credibility as evidence it is typically given significant weight by jurors when presented to them in court (Curley et al, 202). Ling et al (2021) suggests that forensic evidence presented such as DNA, has been found to ‘have a greater effect on guilty verdicts than other types of non-DNA forensic evidence’.  Eldridge (2019) argues that multiple studies have shown that jurors (laypersons) often struggle to understand forensic evidence such as Random Match Probability, whereby some interpret the evidence to mean the exact opposite of what it was meant to convey, which ignites the argument on how reliable forensic evidence actually is, or the intentions of the examiner when producing such evidence to a court, known as forensic confirmation bias or cognitive bias (Cuffari, 2021) which may interfere with the legal system's ability to deliver fair and honest justice (Curley et al, 2020). Furthermore, 48 were convicted due to official misconduct, 49 from false confessions, while 44 cases were convicted based on witness evidence from a non-complainant (Evidence Based Justice Lab, 2021). Although eyewitness testimony can prove invaluable in certain criminal cases, this type of evidence is vulnerable to abuse. Ling et al (2021) argues that although eyewitness testimony is considered as one of the most reliable and convincing forms of evidence, is it in fact ‘eyewitness error’ that is perhaps the leading cause of wrongful conviction with approximately one in three eyewitnesses making an incorrect or false identification. Based on this evidence it could be argued that it would be nigh-on-impossible to conclusively, without a shadow of doubt say that an individual is guilty of a crime based solely on forensic evidence or solely on eyewitness testimony, unless the evidence presented was overwhelming, totally conclusive and above reproach. Had the death penalty been in use or reintroduced during this time it could be argued that at least one hundred and twelve innocent people may have been executed for a crime they did not commit. It could be further argued that this shows the double standards approach in criminal justice- it’s murder in society but simply an error in the Criminal Justice System when a life is wrongly taken. 
 
One debate regarding the death penalty as a form punishment centres around human rights. In October 2000 the Human Rights Act 1998 became law in the United Kingdom. The Act sets out the human rights of all in the UK into a series of ‘Articles’. Article 2 of the Act protects the right to life, meaning that no one or state has the right to end the life of another, while protocol 13:Article 1 abolishes the death penalty in all circumstances in the UK (Equality and Human Rights Commission, 2021). The foundations of the Human Rights Act 1998 stems from the idea that all are equal and that regardless of nationality, race, age, sex, or creed human rights are unconditional and afforded to all simply by virtue of being a human being. Proponents of the death penalty argue that those who have stolen the life of another should forfeit their right to life and thus their protection under the Human Rights Act 1998 (Barken and Bryjak, 2011) which in essence, would place conditions on a person’s rights to human rights.  Opponents of the death penalty argue that the death penalty undermines human dignity, that life is precious and as such no one or state has the right to take the life of another regardless of the crime committed (United Nations Human Rights, 2021). Miller (2012) argues that although human rights are regarded in practice, people are currently being denied at least some of their human rights for example through waging war, whereby people are killed and or wounded thus denying them their right to life and or bodily integrity; the use of imprisonment as punishment which they argue violates an individual's right to freedom of movement which further raises the argument that human rights, although in practice should be unconditional, can be overridden making them conditional in certain circumstances when required to be, by a state for example.
Another school of thought surrounding support for the death penalty is that it is a necessary way to serve out justice which provides closure for the families of the victims (Vollum and Longmire, 2007). The term ‘closure’ means to bring an end to an unpleasant time, experience, situation, or event for one to move forward in life (Cambridge dictionary, 2021). Bandes (2009) argues that although the term has no psychological meaning, it has made a meteoric rise within the American Criminal Justice System which they further argue has altered the rationale behind the way people talk about the death penalty or how it is used.  It is argued by some proponents that the handing down of the ultimate penal sanction can return the control lost by surviving families upon the killing of their loved one which in turn ends their ordeal, allows them to move on while also ‘redeeming the victim as a person of value’ (Armour and Umbreit, 2007, p396). A study conducted by Armour and Umbreit (2012) explored the impact of the death penalty on homicide victims, namely the families of the victims, from two American states; Texas which is a death penalty state and Minnesota which is a non-death penalty state. The study examined the relevance of closure on their post homicide experience. The study found that the families whose homicide proceedings took place in the non-death penalty state were more physically, behaviourally, and psychologically healthier than those who’s proceeding took place in the death penalty state. It also found that those who had experienced the legal system in the non-death penalty state, expressed greater satisfaction with the process compared to those in the death penalty state. Equal Justice USA (2021) argues that ‘closure’ is a myth in relation to the death penalty arguing that studies have shown that the death penalty only serves to prolong the pain of victims’ families due to the process being so lengthy with some cases taking decades to be carried out. Furthermore, the death penalty does not unite families but instead divides them when they perhaps need each other the most especially so, when there are differing views on the use of the death penalty amongst the families which could account for the positive outcomes in cases for those from non-death penalty states compared to those from death penalty states.
















Chapter 3 Methodology

3.1 Introduction
This chapter will provide an overview of the research methods employed for this dissertation. It will begin by outlining the ethical commitment of the dissertation followed by a detailed explanation of the methods employed and justification for those methods.

When conducting research, understanding what research actually means is generally an ideal place to start. Cambridge Dictionary (2021) defines research as ‘A detailed study of a subject, especially in order to discover (new) information or reach a (new) understanding’, while research methodology refers to the way or methods used to reach that information (Open Learn, 2021). There is currently little information available that explores the views of the UK society regarding the reintroduction of the death penalty.  To learn new information or build upon the current body of evidence surrounding the topic, it has been decided to conduct data collection to produce primary data. It is hoped that conducting research in this manner will not only allow the research methods to be tailored to meet the research objectives, but it may ensure that the data gathered is more reliable and, in turn, aid the body of knowledge on the topic of the death penalty and society’s view on it (Paradis et al, 2016). 

3.2 Ethical practice
It is a mandatory exercise when conducting a study that all the research carried out is done so in a fashion that conforms with current ethical standards. To conduct ethical research, it is required that a researcher strictly adheres to the ethical standards that are in place with no deviation.  This ensures that any research carried out is done so with absolute integrity, utmost morality, and fairness for all (Vanclay et al, 2013).  Prior to the commencement of any study, ethical approval is required to ensure that any research which involves human participants complies with the strict rules and principles which are in place (Gelling, 2016). To ensure that the methods used within this study conformed with ethical standards, ethical approval was sought from the ethics committee via an ethics application form.  The form included a summary of the aims of the research, an overview of the proposed data collection methods for example, questionnaires and, most importantly, details that informed the ethics committee that the researcher had considered the potential risk of harm that may be posed to the participants and how this could be minimised if applicable. Complying with ethical principles ensures that the rights, dignity, welfare, safety, and the well-being of all who are involved are protected, where possible, at all times (Imperial College London, 2020). The ethical consent form also included within it how the study would be conducted for example, via questionnaires or interviews, the general location of the study, how the participants would be sourced to take part for example, via social media posts, how or where information would be stored, how the confidentiality of participants would be maintained, how the research(er) would respect participants autonomy in order to minimise the potential of risk or harm, and the researchers obligation to conduct research with the utmost integrity and transparency at all times (University of Cambridge, 2020). 



3.3 Independence and impartiality
It is imperative that the validity of the research is not compromised and, as such, the researcher used the ethics form as an opportunity to make it known to the ethics committee their independence or impartiality. It is an opportunity for the researcher to explicitly reveal any conflicts of interest or partiality to protect the rights and welfare of any participants (Economic and Social Research Council, 2020). The researcher had no known affiliations that would compromise the research study, to that end, the form was completed and submitted as stated above and permission to conduct the research was granted by the University. 

3.4 Ethical research and participant confidentiality
A large proportion of conducting ethical research means ensuring the views of participants are represented accurately and as intended by said participants. To achieve this, every effort has been made to forestall a biased approach to the study to maintain objectivity, by employing an adequate degree of reflexivity throughout the study (Attia and Edge, 2017). However, as with all research, it is important to note that expunging any possibility of bias has its limitations. Although every effort has been made to provide an equitable study, it is important to highlight that, as this was a lone person research study which will not be peer reviewed, it would be impractical to confidently state that all possibilities of researcher bias has been completely eliminated (Galdas, 2017). 

To ensure the researcher’s ethical obligation to protect participants' information were maintained with regards to confidentiality, the responses provided by participants during the study were stored on a password protected device. The device was only accessible by the researcher and was not disclosed to any unauthorised individuals. The study did not require nor request any personal information from the participants therefore privacy notices were not required. The participants were advised within the survey disclaimer on how the data would be amassed, stored, and eventually destroyed upon the completion of the study (University of Reading, 2021). The survey disclaimer which appeared at the start of the questionnaire, informed participants that only those over the age of 18 were permitted to take part in completing the questionnaire. The disclaimer also informed the participants of the purpose of the study and in continuing to complete the form they were providing their consent to take part in the study and confirming that they were over the age of 18 years. Participants were also informed within the disclaimer of their right to exit the study and how to do it, at any time without fear of facing a penalty or repercussions from the researcher and or their education establishment. The contact details of the researcher and the research supervisors were included within the disclaimer in order that any participants who were unsure of any information regarding the study, could make contact for further information. By including this information clearly at the start of the questionnaire it ensures that participants are aware of the process, are providing informed consent and that the research intentions are transparent to all. Conducting research in a transparent manner aid in ensuring that all participation is on a voluntary basis free of coercion and that the researcher has the informed consent of all of the participants (Nusbaum et al, 2017).  

3.5 Research Methods 
To undertake the research, a mixed methods approach was adopted which consisted of qualitative and quantitative data. A quantitative approach was employed due to the approaches’ ability to collect information rapidly, coupled with its ease in transferring participants' opinions and responses into translatable, numerical data.  Undertaking quantitative research also allows for the responses to be analysed and translated into unequivocal data which is less open to personal interpretation or error. An additional benefit is that this method allows others to assess the validity and quality of the study's findings coupled with its replicability, which provides enough information so that the study may be repeated if desired to do so (Eyisi, 2016). However, it is important to highlight that although a quantitative approach may yield easily translatable numerical data it does have its disadvantages and limitations especially when  researching emotive topics. Quantitative data collection methods do not consider the meaning or motive behind the information collected and thus does not provide the researcher with a depth of knowledge on the findings which may be viewed as restrictive in ascertaining participants' views and, in turn, may cast a doubt on the overall conclusion of the study. To overcome this, it was felt that it was necessary, to gain a full or broader understanding, to explore the opinions, thoughts, experiences and feelings of the participants within the study. To incorporate this, certain questions were not provided with fixed or predetermined responses. Participants were asked a question and provided with unlimited space to respond in their own words which allowed for participants to contribute qualitative data. In doing so, the questionnaire provided the participants with a large degree of freedom rather than forcing participants to only select from fixed responses which have been assumed or predetermined by the researcher of which, perhaps, no response may appropriately or accurately describe the participants true views or attitudes which in essence may have meant that an element of researcher bias would have penetrated the study. Providing an opportunity for participants to include qualitative data also allows for the clarification of certain responses and an understanding of contradictions by providing an opportunity to build upon data collected from one approach with that of another. It can also provide a complete picture on the topic which allows for a better, all-round understanding and thus potentially increases the accuracy and confidence in the research findings (Wheeldon, 2010). Adopting a mixed method approach can also mean that the study is less rigid or formal compared to that used in only quantitative lead research (Alzheimer Europe, 2009). 

3.6 Research tools
To obtain the study data, an online multiple-choice questionnaire was employed. Although it would have been ideal to conduct face to face interviews with some participants in order to advance on the questioning or to clarify certain responses which may have maximised the quality of the data (Lavrakas, 2008), It was decided, given the current situation with regards to the Covid-19 pandemic, that face to face interviews would not take place and that online questionnaires would be the safest and most appropriate method to use in the circumstances. However, there are  numerous benefits associated with conducting research using online questionnaires such as their ease of use, for both researcher and participants, convenience, and flexibility (Evans and Mathur, 2005). When researching emotive or ‘politically incorrect’ topics such as the death penalty, it could be argued that some participants may be fearful to express their true feelings or views on the topic. Employing methods such as online questionnaires can be ideal in ascertaining participants true feelings on a topic, as they can offer participants a level of anonymity which, it could be argued, is less intimidating or invasive compared to face to face interviews which may in turn, provide more honest responses and thus, a more representative study (Wright, 2005). Online questionnaires/surveys also have the ability to reach a wider audience and can produce large quantities of data in a relatively short time with an added benefit, for the researcher, being able to view responses in real time.  As most online survey/questionnaire generators are free to access and distribute, administration costs remain low which is especially helpful when time and or finance is an issue (Evans and Mathur, 2005). Online questionnaires also provide a researcher with the opportunity to ask specific questions in order to only obtain information from the participants that relates to the study directly such as, their age and what gender they identify as which can aid in eradicating unnecessary or irrelevant information. Although only employing an online questionnaire as a research tool may be viewed as restrictive due to the researcher’s inability to follow up on or investigate certain responses further, to alleviate this, participants were encouraged to add additional information throughout the questionnaire as well as being provided with additional space at the end of the questionnaire to add any additional thoughts or opinions on the topic that they felt had not been addressed within the questionnaire itself (Wright, 2005). As all of the information provided by the participants will be in electronic form (Google Forms) the quantitative data received will be translated into graphs, which will allow for data to be easily translated and the qualitative data will be transferred word for word into the findings chapter as intended by the participants. 




3.7 Pilot study
Perhaps one of the most critical stages of a successful study is the pilot study. The value which it brings to a study should not be underestimated or ignored (Hassan et al 2006). Conducting a pilot study is not an attempt to test the research hypotheses but rather an exploration to ascertain if the study’s approach is feasible (National Centre for Complementary and Integrative Health, 2021) and as such, it could be argued that conducting a pilot study can increase the quality of the data collected (Malmqvist et al 2019). Conducting a pilot study can also highlight any potential issues or problem areas regarding the employed research tool, in this case the online questionnaire. To ensure that the research was successful in ascertaining society's views, it was imperative that the questions posed to the participants were comprehensible, accessible, and well defined as well as ensuring that the research tool was in working order, a pilot study was conducted (Hassan et al, 2006). The pilot study highlighted that there were several issues with the online questionnaire, whereby participants were unable to select more than one option in addition to providing additional information (qualitative data) in the available spaces provided. It also highlighted that participants were unable to move past questions which were not applicable or relevant to them, making it an issue to complete the questionnaire. The highlighted issues were investigated and, in turn, were rectified so that participants could provide additional information, select more than one option and move forward in the questionnaire. 




3.8 Sampling Technique
Tongco (2007) argues that appropriate data collection methods are, in a research study, central to its success as no amount of analysis can compensate for data that has been ‘improperly collected’. Employing a purposive sampling technique can allow a researcher to make a deliberate choice when selecting participants to take part in the study to elicit relevant information, in this case UK adults over the age of 18 years. To reach the target audience the questionnaire was placed on the social media platform Facebook and was distributed/shared between adults via text message. Facebook was chosen due to its ability to host the online questionnaire link, and reach a variety of different people, making it easily accessible for potential participants to access any time of the day or night. Questionnaires were originally sent to acquaintances of the researcher and further forwarded by participants to individuals unknown to the researcher. Although the questionnaire was initially sent to acquaintances of the researcher, the researcher was unable to distinguish who completed the questionnaire and when it was completed, which limits the likelihood of researcher bias. It can be assumed, as the questionnaire contained a clear disclaimer at the start as to what participants were required to take part, that the vast majority of the participants were UK adults who were over the age of 18years. It is important to note, as with all online services, this cannot be guaranteed, However, all reasonable steps have been taken by the researcher, to ensure that the questionnaire reached its target audience. The questionnaire was available for a period of one month between July 2021 and August 2021, providing an adequate amount of time for as many participants as possible to take part. On closure of the questionnaire a total of 130 participants chose to take part in the research. 

Chapter 4 Systematic presentation of the findings, discussion, and analysis

4.1 Introduction
This chapter will provide both an analysis and discussion of the results while providing a systematic presentation of the findings. A total of 130 participants completed the questionnaire all. The purpose of this research is to explore societies perception on the reintroduction of the death penalty back into the UK Criminal Justice System.  To achieve this, four main objectives were constructed:
1). To identify society’s views on the death penalty, namely, for or against and their reasons for the beliefs held.
 2). To investigate if society believes the Criminal Justice System ‘punishes’ offenders enough compared to the crime committed
3). To explore if society's views are Influenced by the media.
4). To evaluate the impact of the death penalty on the committal of crimes for example, is it viewed as a deterrent?

4.2 Participant Demographic.

Question 1) What is your age bracket? Question 2) What sex do you identify as?
Question 1 asked participants their age bracket; 18-24, 25-49, 50-64 and 65+. The participants were asked this question as it was hoped that the findings could be compared to those found in the research conducted by YouGov (2019). Over half of the participants, at 53.8%, were aged between 25-49 years with 9.2% aged between 18-24, 24% aged between 50-64 and 12.3% aged 65+. Due to three of the age groups being underrepresented in the questionnaire it was not possible to make direct comparisons with the YouGov (2019) research. Question 2 asked the participants to indicate what gender they identified as, 60% of participants identified as female with 40% identifying as male and no participants identified as ‘other’ gender or ‘prefer not to say’. It could be argued that more females than males took part in the questionnaire as a result of recent events reported in the media, such as the murder of Sarah Everard and Sabina Nessa, coupled with the meteoric rise in public support for women’s safety, thus in turn, women have perhaps felt compelled to take part in the questionnaire. Andrade (2020) argues that research findings can only be generalised if the sample used is representative. Although it is not the main objective of the study to focus on participants' age or gender, had the age groups and gender of participants been equally represented in the questionnaire, it may have been possible to generalise the responses as representative of the whole population (Whole of UK Society). o 
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4.3 Participant views

Question 3) Do you believe the UK Criminal Justice System currently punishes convicted criminals enough based on the crime committed?
Question 3 sought to explore how participants felt towards the Criminal Justice System’s ability to ‘punish’ criminals sufficiently enough based on the crimes they had committed. Unsurprisingly, 65.4% of participants felt that criminals were not punished sufficiently enough with only 10% in agreement that they were. The high response is comparable with the findings conducted on behalf of the Sentencing Council (2021) which found that 70% of participants in that study felt that sentencing was far too lenient which is a theme that is beginning to emerge within this study with one participant saying: 

‘Far too lenient at times and inconsistent’

While another wrote:

‘Judges are far too lenient in their sentences; they do not fit the crime. They are more in favour of the perpetrators instead of the victim’

And another:

‘I think that the criminal justice system has become too soft on people who commit crimes that have a major impact.’

The responses from these participants give a clear indication that there is a distinct lack of faith within the public in the Criminal Justices’ ability to ‘punish’ criminals sufficiently and or deliver justice to the public. A reason for this may be due to media influence which the study conducted on behalf of the Sentencing Council (2021) found which also concurs with Bandes’ (2004) argument that the media is potentially shaping societies thoughts and opinions on the Criminal Justice System. At this stage it is unclear as to why the participants in this study feel this way or where they obtain their information from in order to reach the opinion or conclusion that they have on the topic in question. However, this is an aspect that is explored further in the questionnaire with another question. 
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Question 4) What are your thoughts on the death penalty?
Following on from the previous question, participants were asked for their thoughts on the death penalty, namely if they agreed with the death penalty, disagreed, or didn’t know.  Although this question may be viewed as a loaded one considering that the responses to the previous question had given a stark indication that there was a lack of faith in the Criminal Justice System and punishment, it was no surprise to find that over half the participants (57%), agreed with the death penalty in principle as a form of punishment, with only 26% disagreeing. The findings are consistent with those found within the Ipsos Mori (2002) and Savanta:ComRes (2014) research, which were 58%, and 59% respectively. With such few participants disagreeing with the death penalty, it could be argued that the lack of faith displayed by the participants in the Criminal Justice’ abilities to punish offenders sufficiently, much like the argument made by Vollum and Longmire (2007), perhaps society are falling into the belief that the reintroduction of the death penalty is a necessary means to serve out justice for serious crimes with one participant writing: 

‘I think that if they brought back the death penalty it would cut down crime, also people who commit a crime would be punished properly’

The language used by some participants indicates that there is a belief by some, that to tackle/deal with and ‘punish’ criminals effectively, to regain respect as a deterrent force, and serve out justice on behalf of society, the Criminal Justice System needs to enact a much harsher punishment system with one participant writing:  

‘At this time I feel there is insufficient deterrent, sentences do not fit the crime, there is little respect for authorities, police seem to be wasting their time when perpetrators are caught, red handed, then left, almost with a slap on the wrist.
If there were serious penalties perhaps people would think twice.’

Another wrote:

‘I believe if there is undoubtedly evidence that the person has committed that crime, then they should face the death penalty. That might help deter others if they see our justice system is more harder on them.’

While another wrote:

‘There is currently no other deterrent that works.’
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Question 5 (a) If you DISAGREE with the death penalty, what are your reasons for this response?
Question 5 (b) If you DISAGREE what alternatives would be a fitting punishment for certain crimes?
Question 5 (a) asked participants to expand on their response to the previous question in their own words and only if they disagreed with the death penalty or selected ‘didn’t know’. The participants were not provided with any examples or predetermined responses prior to answering to ensure that the researcher was not influential in the participants' responses. This approach was used as a means to explore why participants had chosen to disagree in an attempt to compare the responses with existing literature/research for example, the participant disagreed based on human rights. It was anticipated that some, if not many, participants would disagree on the grounds that it violated a person’s human rights to life. However, not one participant mentioned this as their reason for disagreeing.  It could be suggested that participants did not mention Human Rights as a reason to disagree as they are perhaps unaware of what Human Rights are or if it applies to them, however, without asking the participants directly, it is not possible to know for sure if this is the case. Furthermore, it could be argued that participants did not give this as their reason because participants are just simply uninterested in an offender’s rights to Human Rights.

There were two main themes that ran through participants' responses.  The first being that participants were fearful that the reintroduction of the death penalty may lead to the death of the innocent and or vulnerable resulting in miscarriages of justice with one participant writing:

‘Often the person executed isn't even guilty, or cannot be confirmed to be guilty - which is a large part of the reason that the death penalty was abolished. Death sentences are disproportionately used to target people of colour and other minorities such as disabled people.’

While another wrote:

‘Often people who commit serious crimes have been let down by society and the systems that are meant to help them…...people with cognitive disorders or mental health conditions don't get the diagnosis and support that they need which can in some cases result in increased vulnerability toward crime, children are left to live in toxic households, youth who live in poverty are more likely to end up in the criminal justice system etc. Ultimately, what I'm trying to say is that disadvantaged groups of people disproportionately end up in the criminal justice system and this would be the case also with the death penalty.’

The issue that the death penalty may inadvertently target individuals considered to be vulnerable in society is a concern that has been raised by organisations such as Amnesty International (2021) Given that the National Appropriate Adult Network (2020) found that many vulnerable individuals are not provided with their legal right to an Appropriate Adult when being questioned by the police, it could be argued that the participants concerns are, in essence, valid ones.  As such, these should be given equal consideration when discussing or debating the possibility of the reintroduction of the death penalty. 

The second theme that ran through participants' responses was a surprising one.  Many participants cited that they disagreed with the death penalty on the principle that it was somehow an ‘easy way out’ for the offender where they could avoid their ‘just deserts’ with one participant writing:

‘Death is an easy way out. I don't believe in torture, but I don't think they should be able to live their life in freedom.’

Another wrote:

‘It is an easy way out - it is more of a punishment to be imprisoned for a long time.’

Another:

‘Death is an easy way out. It's not a punishment’

And another:

‘Death is often an easy way out, whereas living with your crime, learning from it and regretting it serves more of a purpose.’

These responses suggest that some participants feel that the death penalty is a too lenient punishment for some offenders which suggests that they perhaps want to see that serious offenders ‘suffer’ for their crimes. Although the UK Criminal Justice System operates on a rehabilitative basis, the responses suggest that some participants would prefer it if it operated as a punishment system that can be felt by the offenders instead. 

Question 5 (b) asked participants who selected ‘didn’t know’ or disagreed with the death penalty what alternatives would be a fitting ‘punishment’ for certain crimes.  Once again, participants were not provided with examples of crimes. Participants were allowed to choose from predetermined responses namely, life in prison without the chance of release; life in prison with the chance of release after serving 25 years; ten years in prison;  prison and rehabilitation programmes; and finally, rehabilitation in the community.  Not all the participants who selected ‘don’t know’ or ‘disagree’ chose to participate in questions 5(a) and or 5(b). Of those who did respond, 83.3% felt life in prison without the chance of release was a fitting alternative to the death penalty. Based on the responses received from question 5(a) combined with question 5(b), it may be possible to surmise that participants do not disagree with the death penalty on moral grounds per se, but rather, disagree on the principle that living with the consequences of one’s crimes until the end of their life is a far greater ‘punishment’ for an offender than death.  
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Question 6) If in FAVOUR of the death penalty, what are your reasons for this?
To understand the rise in demand for the death penalty over recent years, it is imperative to explore the possible reasons for this.  This is an avenue that has largely been unexplored by previous studies such as those carried out by Ipsos Mori (2002), YouGov (2003) and (2019) and Savanta:ComRees (2014). To address this gap in research, participants were asked to express their reasons, in their own words, for being in favour of the death penalty. The participants were not provided with any predetermined responses or examples so that the researcher could not influence participants in any way. It was anticipated that some participants may be in agreement on the grounds that such a punishment may offer the victim or their family ‘closure’ or an end to their ordeal which was an argument put forward by Vollum and Longmire (2007). However, only one participant cited this as their reason. This could be due to the fact that the term ‘closure’ is a relatively American term which is not widely used within UK society. 

There were several reasons raised by participants with the most popular being deterrence and cost. Given the response rate to question 3, it was no surprise that deterrence was a popular response. Several participants expressed that they felt no other deterrent currently works and, on that basis, were in favour of the death penalty with one participant writing:

‘....... I feel as if it is a suitable punishment as it would be a significant deterrent.’

While another wrote:

‘There is currently no deterrent that works’

And another:

‘The death penalty is in my opinion a deterrent’

From these responses it could be argued that participants felt that tougher measures were required to deter certain crimes/criminals and the death penalty was a necessary intervention to achieve this, with one participant writing:

‘I believe if there is undoubtedly evidence that the person has committed that crime then they should face the death penalty, that might help deter others if they see our justice system is more harder on them.’

Cost efficiency was another popular reason cited by participants. Many participants expressed that they believed that, in line with the claims made by ProCon (2017) and McFarland (2016), enacting the death penalty would be a more cost-effective approach to punishment in comparison to life imprisonment. Below are some of the participants responses:

Participant 1:
‘Why keep murderers alive for years in prison, never to be released, get rid save money.’

Participant 2:

‘To save hard working people’s money’

Participant 3: 

‘Too much money wasted keeping murderers alive.’


Participant 4: 

‘It costs so much to keep them in prison, and they don't deserve the option when their victims had none.’



Participant 5:

‘Why should we pay for killers to be kept behind bars when they will never be free again’


Although several participants felt this to be true, research conducted in America, such as that conducted by Roman et al (2008) and McFarland (2016) indicates that it can cost up to three times more to carry out the death penalty than it would to imprison someone for the entirety of their natural life and, at present, there is no conclusive evidence that has been produced by or in the UK that supports the participants beliefs.  It could be argued that due to the fact that UK prisons are severely overcrowded at present, participants perhaps believe that if the death penalty were to be reinstated the offender would no longer occupy a cell or be a financial burden on the prison service, which could in turn mean, that the funds saved from keeping the death penalty offender alive may be invested in better rehabilitative services for lesser crime offenders with the added benefit of freeing up prison cell space to deal with overcrowding. 


Question 7) Would you like the death penalty reinstated back into the UK Criminal Justice System?
Although over half the participants agreed with the death penalty, it could be argued that there is a stark difference between agreeing with an idea in principle and that same idea being implemented in reality. For this reason, the participants were asked if they would like the death penalty reinstated, 53.1% said yes, over 3.9% less compared to those who agreed in question 4. It could be further argued that although some agreed with the death penalty as a concept, implementing the death penalty as part of the CJS was a less appealing idea to participants. Participants may be less inclined to want to the death penalty reinstated due to the reality that they too may face such a punishment if convicted of a serious crime.


Figure 6- 130 Responses


8) Does the media (newspapers, news programmes, tv programmes) or social media etc influence your thoughts on the criminal justice system? 
Bandes (2004) argued that since many people do not experience or have not experienced the CJS much of what they learn about the CJS is shaped by the media. To establish if the media does influence society's view on the CJS participants were asked exactly that. Over half of the participants (53.9%) were sure that this was not the case meanwhile 13.1% believed that it did. It could be argued that participants who felt the media did not have an influence were possibly unaware of any influence. Furthermore, this theory is further explored later in the questionnaire in a separate question.

9) What crimes do you think should have the death penalty as its punishment?
Question 9 asked participants to select what crimes they felt should warrant the death penalty such as rape, murder, manslaughter, sex trafficking, drug trafficking, death by dangerous driving and modern-day slavery. It appears, of the crimes listed, three crimes were more popular than any other, with an act of terrorism resulting in the death of others, coming in in third place at 69.2%, the murder of a child under 18 years coming in second place at 70.8%, with the most popular crime being, the murder of an adult at 71.5%. Although murder is perhaps viewed as the most heinous crime in society it could be suggested that the murder of an adult was more favoured by participants over the murder of a child due to recent high-profile events that have received extensive media coverage.  These being the murder of Sebina Nessa, a primary school teacher, and Sarah Everard who was murdered by an off-duty police officer which in part, corroborates Flanagan’s (2010) theory that demand/support for the death penalty increases following a high-profile event. It could be further argued that, had a terrorist attack or child murder happened in recent months, that may have resulted in either of those options scoring the highest out of the selection.  In layman's terms, the responses are as a result of current events much like the results of the Ipsos Mori (2002) opinion polls.   
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10) Where would you say you learn about, or get your information from, when it comes to crime and the criminal justice system?
To make further links between society’s perception of the death penalty and the potential for media influence, participants were asked where they sought their information from when it comes to crime and the Criminal Justice System. Although over half of the participants claimed in question 8 that the media did not have an influence over how they perceived crime and the Criminal Justice System, as anticipated, 62.3% of the participants said they gained their information from TV news outlets such as the BBC, Sky News, ITV News, and Channel 4 news. 35.4% of the participants said social media such as Facebook, Instagram, and Twitter, while 27.7% said tabloid newspapers such as The Sun, Daily Mail, The Express, Daily Mirror or Daily Star. Very few participants cited they gained their information from reliable sources such as academic journals or governmental sites such as Gov.uk. The results indicate that, contrary to the participants beliefs, the mass media is, in some form, having an influence over how society views crime and the CJS as the media is the dominant source of information.  

11) Do you feel that your support for the death penalty stays the same, increases, decreases, or stops after an event such as a child murder, terrorist attack or murder appears in the media.
To further cement the arguments made by Bandes (2004) and Flanagan (2010) that the media is having an influence on societies view of crime, the CJS and in turn the growing demand/support for the death penalty the participants were asked if their support alters following the appearance of an event, such as a murder, in the media. All the participants took part in the question. Surprisingly, although at the start of the questionnaire over twenty five percent of participants did not agree with the death penalty, by the end of the questionnaire, namely this question, 18.3% of the participants still did not agree with the death penalty, a drop of almost 7%. It is unclear why participants had changed their opinion.  However, it could be due, in part, to some participants not understanding the question correctly before selecting their response.  Of the remaining participants, 46.2% said their support for the death penalty remained the same.  However, interestingly, 25.4% said their support increased, with a further 6.2% claiming their support increased a lot more, to the point they felt passionately about the death penalty which clearly indicates the media has a significant influence over societies views on crime, punishment and CJS. However, it could be argued that some participants support increased because of the questionnaire discussing crime and had perhaps evoked certain emotions from the participants which in turn influenced their feelings towards the death penalty.
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Chapter 5 Conclusion.

5.1 Introduction
The conclusion chapter will provide a summary of the primary research findings. It will then look to revisit the objectives laid out in the introduction for two specific reasons:
Reason 1- To ascertain if the objectives of this dissertation have been met.
Reason 2- To evaluate if the findings of this research corroborate or contradict the findings of the research discussed in the literature review. The chapter will then conclude with its recommendations. 

1). Identifying society’s views on the death penalty, namely, for or against and  their  reasons for the beliefs held.
 2). Investigate if society believes the Criminal Justice System punishes offenders enough compared to the crime committed
3). Explore if society's views are Influenced by the media.
4). An evaluation of the impact of the death penalty on the committal of crimes for example, is it viewed as a deterrent?



5.2 Summary of Primary findings
The aim of this dissertation is to explore society’s perception of the reintroduction of the death penalty back into the Criminal Justice System, participants were asked if they agreed or disagreed with the death penalty. The information collected by the online questionnaire, which was completed by 130 participants, appears to support the theory proposed by Flanagan (2010) that there is a demand within UK society for the reintroduction of the death penalty. The findings also indicated that support for the death penalty was, in part, influenced by the media which was a theory purported by Bandes (2004).

5.3 Objectives

5.3.1 Identify society’s views on the death penalty, namely, for or against and their reasons for the belief held.
When asked, over half of participants agreed with the death penalty, which corresponds with the research conducted by YouGov (2003) and (2019) and Savant:ComRees (2014). The fact that support for the death penalty has remained above fifty percent between 2003-2014 indicates that demand is neither increasing nor decreasing but rather remain the same. 

The reasons why participants agree or disagree with the death penalty is a largely unexplored area. To address this gap in the research participants were asked to elaborate on their responses using their own words. The participants provided several reasons as to why they agreed or disagreed with the death penalty. Those who agreed felt that current deterrents were not working, and tougher punishments were required, however, Radalet and Lacock (2009) argue that there is no evidence that supports the deterrent theory. Others felt that the death penalty would be more cost effective in comparison to life imprisonment, however, research such as that conducted by Roman et al (2008) has shown that executing an offender is far more costly than life imprisonment. For those who disagreed, one of the main arguments cantered around the potential for miscarriages of justice which is a concern supported by the likes of Amnesty International (2021). Considering that the Evidence Based Lab (2021) has already found that over 112 people were wrongly convicted of murder, it could be argued that the argument surrounding the potential of miscarriages of justice and the death penalty are justifiable.  

5.3.2. Investigate if society feels the Criminal Justice System punishes offenders enough compared to the crime committed.
To meet this objective, participants were asked if they felt the Criminal Justice System was punishing offenders enough for the crime committed. The primary data collected from the questionnaire indicated that overall, 65.4% felt that the Criminal Justice System was not punishing offenders sufficiently enough in comparison to the crime committed. The primary findings support the research conducted by the Sentencing Council (2021) which found that society in general, is not satisfied with how the Criminal Justice System sentences offenders. However, unlike the research carried out by the Sentencing Council (2021) the participants in this research were not asked about their prior knowledge on sentencing, and so, it is unclear if the participants responses were based on uneducated or educated opinion. In order to gain a true understanding on how society feels towards the Criminal Justice System, further in-depth investigation would need to take place. 

5.3.3 Explore if Society’s Views are Influenced by the Media
To meet this objective the participants were asked if the media influenced their thoughts on the Criminal Justice System, 53.9% believed that the media did not influence their thoughts. However, when asked in a separate question about where participants gleaned their information from, when it came to crime and the Criminal Justice system, 62.3% said they got their information from TV News outlets, a further 35.4% said social media, while 27.7% said tabloid newspapers. The fact that the majority of the participants gleaned their information from mass media sources indicates that the media is, if unbeknown to the participants, potentially influencing how they feel, think or view crime and the Criminal Justice System. To further support the theory that the media are influential, participants were asked if their support alters when an emotive topic/event appears in the media. Over 25% of participants said that their support for the death penalty increased, while a further 6.2% said it increased significantly enough that they felt passionately about the death penalty. These responses further support the theory posed by Bandes (2004) that the media are shaping society's opinion of crime and punishment.  



5.3.4 To evaluate the impact of the death penalty on the committal of crimes for example, is it viewed as a deterrent?
Many participants agreed with the death penalty under the belief that current deterrents were simply not working and as a result felt that tougher measures were needed to deter criminals such as the death penalty. However, research conducted by Radelet and Locock (2009) found that there is no evidence that supports the theory that the death penalty is a greater deterrent over that of life imprisonment. 

5.4 Recommendations 
Upon completing this dissertation, the following recommendations have been made

1) For the findings to be generalised and in turn be representative of society it is recommended that future research should include a larger sample size which consists of equal numbers of each gender and age bracket.

2) It is also recommended that a longitudinal approach to this type of research may be beneficial in ascertaining variables in responses which in turn could provide a more accurate vision of society’s views on the death penalty.


3) The final recommendation centres around education, it is recommended that education surrounding crime, sentencing and the Criminal Justice System needs to be increased within society. This can be achieved through open communication, early education and advertising campaigns which inform society on the workings of the Criminal Justice System. It is hoped that in doing so society will be less inclined to believe ‘fake news’. 




Final Thoughts
Although it is unlikely that the death penalty will ever be reintroduced back into the Criminal Justice System, it is evident from the available literature and findings of this dissertation that prior to any discussion regarding its reintroduction significant investigations regarding the efficacy of the Criminal Justice Systems ability to provide fair and honest justice is needed, to ensure that the vulnerable or innocent do not become victims of its failings. It is also evident that the CJS requires significant amounts of  financial investment coupled with a shakeup of the Legal aid system, to ensure that all who encounter the CJS are doing so on an equal platform. Only once these issues are addressed and the system is once again fit for purpose should discussions regarding alternative means of punishment be considered.
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In order for research to result in benefit and minimise risk of harm, it must be conducted ethically. A researcher may not be covered by the University’s insurance if ethical approval has not been obtained prior to commencement.

The University follows the OECD Frascati manual definition of research activity: “creative work undertaken on a systematic basis in order to increase the stock of knowledge, including knowledge of man, culture and society, and the use of this stock of knowledge to devise new applications”. As such this covers activities undertaken by members of staff, postgraduate research students, and both taught postgraduate and undergraduate students working on dissertations/projects.

The individual undertaking the research activity is known as the “principal researcher”.

Ethical approval is not required for routine audits, performance reviews, quality assurance studies, testing within normal educational requirements, and literary or artistic criticism.

Please read the notes for guidance before completing ALL sections of the form.

This form must be completed and approved prior to undertaking any research activity. Please see Checklist for details of process for different categories of application.  

Delete the Guidance Notes at the end of the form BEFORE submitting your application


SECTION A: About You (Principal Researcher)
	Full Name:
	Michelle Hill

	Tick all boxes which apply:

	Member of staff:
	☐
	Honorary research fellow:
	☐

	Undergraduate Student
	☐	Taught Postgraduate Student
	☒	Postgraduate Research Student
	☐


	Institute/Academic Discipline/Centre:
	
University of Wales Trinity St David

	Campus:
	
Swansea

	E-mail address:
	
1708278@student.uwtsd.ac.uk

	Contact Telephone Number:
	
07572970011

	For students:

	Student Number:
	1708278

	Programme of Study:
	MA Criminal Justice and Policing

	Director of Studies/Supervisor:
	Jane Thomas 




SECTION B: Approval for Research Activity
	Has the research activity received approval in principle?
(please check the Guidance Notes as to the appropriate approval process for different levels of research by different categories of individual)
	YES
	☐	NO
	☐
	
	Date

	If Yes, please indicate source of approval (and date where known): Approval in principle must be obtained from the relevant source prior to seeking ethical approval
	Research Degrees Committee
	☐	

	
	Institute Research Committee
	☐	

	
	Other (write in)

	☐	



SECTION C:  Internal and External Ethical Guidance Materials
	Please list the core ethical guidance documents that have been referred to during the completion of this form (including any discipline-specific codes of research ethics, and also any specific ethical guidance relating to the proposed methodology).  Please tick to confirm that your research proposal adheres to these codes and guidelines.

	UWTSD Research Ethics & Integrity Code of Practice

	☒
	
UWTSD Research Data Management Policy
	☒

	

	☐
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SECTION D: External Collaborative Research Activity
	Does the research activity involve collaborators outside of the University?
	YES
	☐
	NO
	☒

	
If Yes, please provide the name of the external organisation and name and contact details for the main contact person and confirmation this person has consented to their personal data being shared.as part of this collaboration.

	Institution
	


	Contact person name
	


	Contact person e-mail address

	

	Has this individual consented to sharing their details on this form?
	YES
	☐
	NO
	☐

	Are you in receipt of a KESS scholarship?
	YES
	☐
	NO
	☐

	Is your research externally funded
	YES
	☐
	NO
	☐

	Are you specifically employed to undertake this research in either a paid or voluntary capacity?
	Voluntary
	YES
	☐
	NO
	☐

	
	Employed
	YES
	☐
	NO
	☐

	Is the research being undertaken within an existing UWTSD Athrofa Professional Learning Partnership (APLP)
	If YES then the permission question below does not need to be answered.
	YES
	☐
	NO
	☐

	Permission to undertake the research has been provided by the partner organisation
	(If YES attach copy)
If NO the application cannot continue
	YES
	☐
	NO
	☐




Where research activity is carried out in collaboration with an external organisation
	Does this organisation have its own ethics approval system?
	YES
	☐
	NO
	☐

	
If Yes, please attach a copy of any final approval (or interim approval) from the organisation




SECTION E: Details of Research Activity
	Indicative title:
	Exploration of Societal Perception on the death penalty

	Proposed start date:
	June 2021
	Proposed end date:
	December 2021

	Introduction to the Research (maximum 300 words)
Ensure that you write for a Non-Specialist Audience when outlining your response to the three points below:
· Purpose of Research Activity
· Proposed Research Question
· Aims of Research Activity
· Objectives of Research Activity
Demonstrate, briefly, how Existing Research has informed the proposed activity and explain
· What the research activity will add to the body of knowledge 
· How it addresses an area of importance. 

	Purpose of Research Activity

To explore societies perception/stance/feelings on the reintroduction of Capital punishment, namely the death penalty, back into the UK’s criminal justice system.  



	Research Question
Exploration of society’s views on the reintroduction of the death penalty in the UK’s Criminal Justice System.





	Aims of Research Activity
To ascertain if there is a demand within the public sphere for the reintroduction of capital punishment. It will also explore why society hold their belief of the death penalty.  



	Objectives of Research Activity

There has always been debate surrounding the death penalty within the UK public arena between those who agree with the death penalty and those who oppose it. Although there have been polls conducted by privately funded companies since its abolishment, the public have never officially been asked the question, for example by the government, as to whether the public would like capital punishment reinstated in the UK. This research study will be personally funded and have no affiliation to any privately run companies or organisations and as such will be an impartial study with the following objectives:
 1). To identify societies views on the death penalty, namely, for or against and their reasons for the beliefs held.
 2). To investigate if society believes the Criminal Justice System ‘punishes’ offenders enough compared to the crime committed
3). To explore if society's views are Influenced by the media.
4). To evaluate the impact of the death penalty on the committal of crimes i.e. Is it viewed as a deterrent?


It is hoped that this research study will provide further depth and knowledge on the topic by building upon existing research that explores the views of the general UK public. 




	

	Proposed methods (maximum 600 words)
Provide a brief summary of all the methods that may be used in the research activity, making it clear what specific techniques may be used. If methods other than those listed in this section are deemed appropriate later, additional ethical approval for those methods will be needed.

	
Due to the emotive nature of the subject matter, it is perhaps a too complex topic to apply only one research method to, for this reason, the research will adopt a mixed methods approach namely, qualitative, and quantitative approaches, through the medium of an online questionnaire. The benefit of which may allow the researcher to build upon one form of data collection with that of another, which could provide further depth of knowledge to the study, and in turn, enhance reader confidence in the study’s findings. The online questionnaire will allow the participants to remain anonymous and  will consist of multiple-choice questions coupled with additional space for participants to freely express their feelings in their own words, will be employed for those aged 18 years and over. It will be made clear on the questionnaire that participants will need to be over the age of 18 to participate. The participants will not be asked for any personal information which may expose their identity but may be asked their age bracket and gender in order for the researcher to correlate the data with existing research. The participants will remain anonymous. The questionnaire will be shared on social media and it is hoped that it will adopt the snowballing method. Once the researcher has received a sufficient amount of data the questionnaire will be closed down and will no longer be accessible to anyone other than the researcher. Once the research study is complete, the data collected will be permanently deleted. The data collected will be stored on a password protected device and only accessible by the researcher and may only be shared with the research supervisor.





	Location of research activity
Identify all locations where research activity will take place.

	
Swansea


	Research activity outside of the UK
If research activity will take place overseas, you are responsible for ensuring that local ethical considerations are complied with and that the relevant permissions are sought. Specify any local guidelines (e.g. from local professional associations/learned societies/universities) that exist and whether these involve any ethical stipulations beyond those usual in the UK (provide details of any licenses or permissions required). Also specify whether there are any specific ethical issues raised by the local context in which the research activity is taking place, for example, particular cultural and/or legal sensitivities or vulnerabilities of participants.

	n/a


	Use of documentation not in the public domain: Are any documents NOT publicly available?   

	NO
	☒

	
	YES
	☐

	If Yes, please provide details here of how you will gain access to specific documentation that is not in the public domain and that this is in accordance with prevailing data protection law of the country in question and England and Wales.






SECTION F: Scope of Research Activity
	Will the research activity include:
	
YES
	
NO

	Use of a questionnaire or similar research instrument?
	☒
	☐

	Use of interviews?
	☐
	☒

	Use of diaries?
	☐
	☒

	Participant observation with their knowledge?
	☐
	☒

	Participant observation without their knowledge?
	☐
	☒

	Use of video or audio recording?
	☐
	☒

	Access to personal or confidential information without the participants’ specific consent?
	☐
	☒

	Administration of any questions, test stimuli, presentation that may be experienced as physically, mentally or emotionally harmful / offensive?
	☐
	☒

	Performance of any acts which may cause embarrassment or affect self-esteem?
	☐
	☒

	Investigation of participants involved in illegal activities?
	☐
	☒

	Use of procedures that involve deception?
	☐
	☒

	Administration of any substance, agent or placebo?
	☐
	☒

	Working with live vertebrate animals?
	☐
	☒

	Other primary data collection methods, please explain in this box
For example, ‘focus groups’. Please indicate the type of data collection method(s) in this box and tick the accompany box.
	☐
	☒

	Details of any other primary data collection method:



(this box should expand as you type)
	
	


If NO to every question, then the research activity is (ethically) low risk and may be exempt from some of the following sections (please refer to Guidance Notes).

If YES to any question, then no research activity should be undertaken until full ethical approval has been obtained. 
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SECTION G: Intended Participants
	Who are the intended participants:
	
YES
	
NO

	Students or staff at the University?
	☒
	☐

	Adults (over the age of 18 and competent to give consent)?
	☒
	☐

	Vulnerable adults?
	☐
	☒

	Children and Young People under the age of 18? (Consent from Parent, Carer or Guardian will be required)
	☐
	☒

	Prisoners?
	☐
	☒

	Young offenders?
	☐
	☒

	Those who could be considered to have a particularly dependent relationship with the investigator or a gatekeeper?
	☐
	☒

	People engaged in illegal activities?
	☐
	☒

	Others (please identify specifically any group who may be unable to give consent) please indicate here and tick the appropriate box.

	☐
	☒

	Other – please indicate here:



(this box should expand as you type)
	
	



	Participant numbers and source
Provide an estimate of the expected number of participants. How will you identify participants and how will they be recruited? 

	How many participants are expected?

	
100



	Who will the participants be?

	Adults in the general public who are over the age of 18 years. 


	How will you identify the participants?
	
The Questionnaire will be advertised for completion on social media and explicitly state that it should only be completed by those over the age of 18 years. 

(this box should expand as you type)





	Information for participants:
	
YES
	NO
	
N/A

	Will you describe the main research procedures to participants in advance, so that they are informed about what to expect?
	☒
	☐
	☐

	Will you tell participants that their participation is voluntary?
	☒
	☐
	☐

	Will you obtain written consent for participation?
	☐
	☐
	☒

	Will you explain to participants that refusal to participate in the research will not affect their treatment or education (if relevant)?
	☐
	☐
	☒

	If the research is observational, will you ask participants for their consent to being observed?
	☐
	☐
	☒

	Will you tell participants that they may withdraw from the research at any time and for any reason?
	☒
	☐
	☐

	With questionnaires, will you give participants the option of omitting questions they do not want to answer?
	☒
	☐
	☐

	Will you tell participants that their data will be treated with full confidentiality and that, if published, it will not be identifiable as theirs?
	☒
	☐
	☐

	Will you debrief participants at the end of their participation, in a way appropriate to the type of research undertaken?
	☐
	☐
	☒

	If NO to any of above questions, please give an explanation 

	


(this box should expand as you type)



	Information for participants:
	
YES
	NO
	
N/A

	Will participants be paid?
	☐
	☒
	☐

	Is specialist electrical or other equipment to be used with participants?
	☐
	☒
	☐

	Are there any financial or other interests to the investigator or University arising from this study?
	☐
	☒
	☐

	Will the research activity involve deliberately misleading participants in any way, or the partial or full concealment of the specific study aims?
	☐
	☒
	☐

	If YES to any question, please provide full details 

	


(this box should expand as you type)
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SECTION H: Anticipated Risks
	
Outline any anticipated risks that may adversely affect any of the participants, the researchers and/or the University, and the steps that will be taken to address them. 

If you have completed a full risk assessment (for example as required by a laboratory, or external research collaborator) you may append that to this form.  

	Full risk assessment completed and appended? 

	Yes 
	☐

	
	No
	☒

	Risks to participants
For example: emotional distress, financial disclosure, physical harm, transfer of personal data, sensitive organisational information

	Risk to Participant:
It is not anticipated that the participant will be at risk.



	How will you mitigate the Risk to Participant





	If research activity may include sensitive, embarrassing or upsetting topics (e.g. sexual activity, drug use) or issues likely to disclose information requiring further action (e.g. criminal activity), give details of the procedures to deal with these issues, including any support/advice (e.g. helpline numbers) to be offered to participants. Note that where applicable, consent procedures should make it clear that if something potentially or actually illegal is discovered in the course of a project, it may need to be disclosed to the proper authorities

	It is not anticipated that this research will cause harm or distress to participants.


	Risks to investigator
For example: personal safety, physical harm, emotional distress, risk of accusation of harm/impropriety, conflict of interest

	Risk to Investigator:
It is not anticipated that the researcher will face any risk.
	How will you mitigate the Risk to Investigator:
Provide only my university email address on the questionnaire.




	University/institutional risks
For example: adverse publicity, financial loss, data protection

	Risk to University:
It is not anticipated that the university will face any risk.
	How will you mitigate the Risk to University:







	Disclosure and Barring Service

	If the research activity involves children or vulnerable adults, a Disclosure and Barring Service (DBS) certificate must be obtained before any contact with such participants.
	YES

	NO

	N/A


	Does your research require you to hold a current DBS Certificate?
	☐
	☐
	☒





[image: S:\Quality Assurance\QAHBooks\Academic Quality Handbook 2015-16\Appendices\UWTSD Logo.jpg]PG2 / E1 FORM

SECTION I: Feedback, Consent and Confidentiality
	Feedback
What de-briefing and feedback will be provided to participants, how will this be done and when? 

	The participants will not receive any feedback or further correspondence.


	Informed consent
Describe the arrangements to inform potential participants, before providing consent, of what is involved in participating. Describe the arrangements for participants to provide full consent before data collection begins. If gaining consent in this way is inappropriate, explain how consent will be obtained and recorded in accordance with prevailing data protection legislation.

	On the front page of the questionnaire participants will be informed that they must be over the age of 18 years to participate, it will also inform participants of their rights to leave the questionnaire at any time and that their participation is voluntary. The front page will include information on how to contact the researcher or their supervisor if they have any issues or questions. Information on how their information will be used and destroyed will also be clearly identifiable. The final words on the front cover will explain to the participants that if they continue on to complete the questionnaire it will be assumed that they are providing their consent for the information they provide to be used in the research study. 

	Confidentiality / Anonymity
Set out how anonymity of participants and confidentiality will be ensured in any outputs. If anonymity is not being offered, explain why this is the case. 

	The participants will remain anonymous using online questionnaires that will not require the participants to sign up or enter any personal details to complete. If the participants do include their name (they will not be asked for their name) on the questionnaire it will be changed to a pseudonym to protect the participants identity.
Any information provided will be treated with the strictest of confidence, stored on a password protected device/password protected cloud storage and only viewable by the researcher and research supervisor. 
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SECTION J: Data Protection and Storage
In completing this section refer to the University’s Research Data Management Policy and the extensive resources on the University’s Research Data Management web pages (http://uwtsd.ac.uk/library/research-data-management/).
	Does the research activity involve personal data (as defined by the General Data Protection Regulation 2016 “GDPR” and the Data Protection Act 2018 “DPA”)?
	YES
	NO

	“Personal data” means any information relating to an identified or identifiable natural person (‘data subject’). An identifiable natural person is one who can be identified, directly or indirectly, in particular by reference to an identifier such as a name, an identification number, location data, an online identifier or to one or more factors specific to the physical, physiological, genetic, mental, economic, cultural or social identity of that natural person.
	☐
	☐x

	If YES, provide a description of the data and explain why this data needs to be collected:

	


(this box should expand as you type)

	Does it involve special category data (as defined by the GDPR)?
	YES
	NO

	“Special category data” means sensitive personal data consisting of information as to the data subjects’ –
(a) racial or ethnic origin,
(b) political opinions,
(c ) religious beliefs or other beliefs of a similar nature,
(d) membership of a trade union (within the meaning of the Trade Union and Labour Relations (Consolidation) Act 1992),
(e) physical or mental health or condition,
(f) sexual life,
(g) genetics,
(h) biometric data (as used for ID purposes),
	
☐
	
x☐

	If YES, provide a description of the special category data and explain why this data needs to be collected:

	


	
Will the research activity involve storing personal data and/or special category data on one of the following:
	YES
	NO

	Manual files (i.e. in paper form)?
	☐
	☒

	University computers?
	☐
	☒

	Private company computers?
	☐
	☒

	Home or other personal computers?
	☐
	☒

	Laptop computers/ CDs/ Portable disk-drives/ memory sticks?
	☐
	☒

	“Cloud” storage or websites?
	☐
	☒

	Other – specify:

	☐
	☒

	For all stored data, explain the measures in place to ensure the security of the data collected, data confidentiality, including details of password protection, encryption, anonymisation and pseudonymisation:

	

(this box should expand as you type)

	All Data Storage

	Will the research activity involve any of the following activities:
	YES
	NO

	Electronic transfer of data in any form?
	☐
	☒

	Sharing of data with others at the University?
	☐
	☒

	Sharing of data with other organisations?
	☐
	☒

	Export of data outside the European Union or importing of data from outside the UK?
	☐
	☒

	Use of personal addresses, postcodes, faxes, emails or telephone numbers?
	☐
	☒

	Publication of data that might allow identification of individuals?
	☐
	☒

	Use of data management system?
	☐
	☒

	Data archiving?
	☐
	☒

	If YES to any question, please provide full details, explaining how this will be conducted in accordance with the GDPR and DPA (and/or any international equivalent):

	


(this box should expand as you type)

	List all who will have access to the data generated by the research activity:

	
Researcher
Supervisor


	List who will have control of, and act as custodian(s) for, data generated by the research activity:

	
Researcher


	Give details of data storage arrangements, including security measures in place to protect the data, where data will be stored, how long for, and in what form. Will data be archived – if so how and if not why not.  

	
Any data collected will be stored on a password protected device. The data will be destroyed upon completion of the study.


	Please indicate if your data will be stored in the UWTSD Research Data Repository (see https://researchdata.uwtsd.ac.uk/ ).   If so please explain. (Most relevant to academic staff) 

	


(this box should expand as you type)

	Confirm that you have read the UWTSD guidance on data management (see https://www.uwtsd.ac.uk/library/research-data-management/)

	YES
	☒

	
	NO
	☐

	Confirm that you are aware that you need to keep all data until after your research has completed or the end of your funding
	YES
	☒

	
	NO
	☐
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SECTION K: Declaration
	The information which I have provided is correct and complete to the best of my knowledge. I have attempted to identify any risks and issues related to the research activity and acknowledge my obligations and the rights of the participants.

In submitting this application I hereby confirm that I undertake to ensure that the above named research activity will meet the University’s Research Ethics and Integrity Code of Practice which is published on the website: https://www.uwtsd.ac.uk/research/research-ethics/ 

	Signature of applicant:
	M Hill
	Date:
22/06/21



For STUDENT Submissions:
	Director of Studies/Supervisor:
	
	Date:

	Signature:
	

	



For STAFF Submissions:
	Academic Director/ Assistant Dean:
	
	Date:

	Signature:
	

	



Checklist: Please complete the checklist below to ensure that you have completed the form according to the guidelines and attached any required documentation:
	☒
	I have read the guidance notes supplied before completing the form.

	☒
	I have completed ALL RELEVANT sections of the form in full.

	☒
	I confirm that the research activity has received approval in principle

	☐
	I have attached a copy of final/interim approval from external organisation (where appropriate)

	☐
	I have attached a full risk assessment (and have NOT completed Section H of this form) (where appropriate)  ONLY TICK IF YOU HAVE ATTACHED A FULL RISK ASSESSMENT

	☒
	I understand that it is my responsibility to ensure that the above named research activity will meet the University’s Research Ethics and Integrity Code of Practice.

	☒
	I understand that before commencing data collection all documents aimed at respondents (including information sheets, consent forms, questionnaires, interview schedules etc.) must be confirmed by the DoS/Supervisor, module tutor or Academic Director.

	☒

	I have deleted the guidance notes before submitting the PG2 for consideration





1) What is your age bracket?


18-24	25-49	50-64	65+	9.1999999999999993	53.8	24.6	12.3	Age Bracket


%



2) What sex do you identify as?


Male	Female	Other	Prefer not to say	40	60	0	0	
%



3) Do you feel the CJS punishes criminals enough?


Yes	No	Sometimes	Maybe	10	65.400000000000006	23.8	0	
%



4) What are your thoughts on the death penalty?

57%
25.3%
[VALUE]%

I Agree	I Disagree	I don’t know	56.2	25.4	17.7	

 5(b)If you DISAGREE what alternatives would be a fitting punishment for certain crimes?


Life in prison- no chance of release	Life in prison- chance of release after 25 years	10 years in prison	prison and rehabilitation programmes	Rehabilitation in the community	83.3	20.8	6.3	39.6	8.3000000000000007	
%



 7) Would you like the death penalty reinstated back into the CJS?

[VALUE]%
[VALUE]%
[VALUE]%

Yes	No	Don't know	53.1	29.2	17.7	

 9) What crimes warrant the death penalty?

[VALUE]
[VALUE]
[VALUE]

Murder of an Adult	Murder of a Child	Terrorism with Death	Terrorism No Death	Killing of Key Worker	Rape of Child	71.5	70.8	69.2	28.5	46.9	47.7	
%



 11) How is your support affected when events appear in the media? 

[VALUE]%
[VALUE]%
[VALUE]%
18.3%
[VALUE]%
[VALUE]%

Increases	Remains same	Become Passionate	Remain at Disagree	No Longer Support	Decreases a bit	25.4	46.2	6.2	18.5	3.1	0.8	
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An Exploration of Societies Perception on the
Reintroduction of the Death Penalty in to the UK
Criminal Justice System.

This questionnaire is for individuals over the age of 18 only as | am aiming to gather the views and opinions of
adults only.

Firstly, thank you for taking the time to read and complete my questionnaire, it is greatly

appreciated and it should only take 5 minutes of your time to complete. | am currently a Masters Student in my.
final term at university and for my dissertation (research project) | am looking to get people’s views on the
reintroduction of the death penalty back in to the Criminal Justice System.

There is no right or wrong answer as this is based purely on your opinion. All | ask is that

you answer the questions as honestly as you can so that the information | include in my paper is accurate and
representative of what people actually think.

This questionnaire is completely anonymous (1, nor anyone, will know your identity). Any

information you choose to share will be strictly confidential and will be destroyed at the end

of my research project. You have the right to exit the questionnaire at any point without penalty or repercussions,
by simply clicking the close option (X) on your browser at any time. Participation is voluntary and by completing
this questionnaire it is assumed that you give your full consent to take part in the research and that you are over
the age of 18. There is no compensation available for taking part, and no incentives have been provided, of any
kind, to participants for their participation.

If you require any further information about my research, please contact me on 1708278@student.uwtsd.ac.uk
or my supervisor c.young@uwtsd.ac.uk
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1824
2549 ®
50-64 B
65+ Tr
>
2) What sex do you identify as? *
=
Female S
Male

Prefer not to say

Other.

(]
02

£ Type here to search O = De Az & w0 gy By





image4.png
¢cpjle/BE/B|IB|IB xEB|B|B|B|e 2|0 |M|c|c@|c|c|(e@|e @ @|@|[c|@|c|b|c|+ -

> C @ docsgoogle.com/forms/d/10-wOQEGXe2wRO0zquxNiKQLUBIKGSyxwSSSwZg2Pqlw/edit

Apps M Gmail @ YouTube B Maps @ NewTsb & MyDrive-Google.. T UWTSDMoodke 20.. i Students »Hub (@ Advanced Search:E..

3) Do you believe the UK Criminal Justice System currently punishes convicted criminals *
enough based on the crime committed?

Yes
No
Maybe

Sometimes

4) What are your thoughts on the death penalty? *

WP DF®e

| agree with the death penalty
I disagree with the death penalty

1 don't know
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5) If you DISAGREE with the death penalty what are your reasons for this response?

Long-answer text

5(b) If you DISAGREE what alternatives would be a fitting punishment for certain crimes?

Life in prison with no chance of release

Life in prison with a chance of release after 25 years
10 years in prison

Prison and rehabilitation programmes

Rehabilitation in the community

6) I in FAVOUR of the death penalty, what are your reasons?
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6)If in FAVOUR of the death penalty, what are your reasons?

Your answer

7) Would you like the death penalty reinstated back into the UK Criminal Justice
System? *

QO ves
O No

(O Not sure, don't know

&) Does the media (newspapers, news programmes, tv programmes) or social
media etc influence your thoughts on the criminal justice system *

O No

] (O Maybe, I don't know, I'm not sure

4
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9) What crimes do you think should have the death penalty as its punishment?
You may choose more than one option. Please use the ‘other' section to add any
crimes that are not listed. *

Rape of an adult 18 years+

Rape of a child under 16 Years

Murder of an adult (Intentional/ Pre-planned killing)

Manslaughter of an adult (An Accidental killing)

An act of terrorism resulting in the death of others

An act of terrorism that does not result in the death of another

Treason (Betraying the country)

Murder of a child under 18 years old

Manslaughter of a child under 18 years (Not intentional)

Death by dangerous driving while under the influence of alcohol or illegal drugs

— Killing of a key worker i.e Police officer, Fire fighter, Paramedic, Doctor, Nurse in the
line of duty

n Serious drug trafficking offences V4

— Human trafficking for the sex trade (forcing people to work in the sex industry against
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10) Where would you say you learn about, or get your information from, when it
comes to crime and the criminal justice system? *

Social media (Facebook/Instagram/Twitter)

Tabloid Newspapers (The Sun/Daily Mirror/The Express/Daily Mail/Daily Star)

Broadsheet Newspaper (The Times/The Telegraph/The Guardian)

TV News outlets (i.e, BBC, Sky News, ITV News, Channel 4 News)

Friends or Family

Other:

11) Do you feel that your support for the death penalty stays the same, increases,
decreases or stops after an event such as a child murder, terrorist attack or
murder appears in the media. *

(O 15till DO NOT agree with the death penalty

- (O My support remains the same V4

() My support for the death penalty increases.
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(O My support remains the same

(O My support for the death penalty increases

(O My support Increases a lot more, that | feel passionate about the death penalty
(O Decreases, abit

(O 1No longer support the death penalty

13) How much evidence do you think would be sufficient enough to secure the
death penalty as a punishment for a convicted offender? *

A full confession from the offender

DNA Evidence

Witness evidence

CCTV/Video Evidence

All of the above
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] I'do not agree with the death penalty
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