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Abstract
This dissertation aimed to bridge the somewhat gap in research regarding the death penalty, with specific relation to how individuals opinions may land, when the notion of murder and children are spoke of together. The focus was to see how varying life factors such as class, religion, whether the participants had children and the age of the participants,, could all potentially lead to a certain opinion on the death penalty when speaking of child murder cases. This meaning, whether a child had committed a murder and then alternatively if a child had been murdered, either by an adult or child themselves. The aim was to see just how morals or opinions would change based upon the age of the victim but also the offender. This research found that 44% of participants believed a murder of a child should be equal sentencing time as the murder of an adult, regardless whether a child or adult carried out the act. However a close 42% felt there should be a harsher sentence if it is a child who has been murdered. children who have committed a murder, should be treated differently to adults who carry out the same offence. A further interesting result was that 44% also felt children who carry out murder, should be treated differently to adults who also commit murder, with 36% feeling it should be equal and 20% saying no they shouldn’t be treated differently. The conclusion based on these two results alone, can support one of the initial hypotheses that those with children (54% of the participants) will be more in favour of the death penalty. This can be said as 56% of the participants agreed that the death penalty was a justified form of punishment for severe crimes, such as murder. The research concludes with further insight into the other results, and future research recommendations.
Chapter 1: Introduction
Introduction 
Throughout the multitude of research on crime and punishment, there has been very little in terms of public perceptions of the death penalty. Although research on surrounding areas of crime has been sought out (in order to assist the criminal Justice system), the perceptions of such is relatively scarce. Based on this premise, the thesis set out here and research carried out intends to gain insight into public opinions of capital punishment (specific in depth reference to the death penalty),in light of the modern era. The offending rates with child murder cases will be acknowledged and compared to Europe (against the UK), and the particular sentencing of adult killers (with specific reference to child cases) will also be compared. This background will help form the questionnaire for the research, in order to truly gain insight into the public perceptions in the modern day, of such heinous crimes. With this in mind, their will also be referral to how religious beliefs may also affect these opinions, amongst other factors such as class and age.

1.1 Research Background
A theory proposed by Canton (2020), was the retributivist theory. This focused upon those criminals who ‘deserved’ a to be punished, in order to ensure the crime was in proportion to the punishment, so not lacking or too excessive. This is a good baseline study, as this topic is somewhat controversial, with opinions often being very strongly pro or against ‘capitalist’ forms of punishments. The theory from Canton (2020) also touches upon the well known saying of ‘an eye for an eye’, in which the more serious the crime equals a more serious punishment. However, in modern society this may be seen as too ‘juvenile’, as we see ourselves as a higher and more evolved species today. In terms of child murder charges, these are very much so incorporated into all media outlets when they occur. The media plays on the shock factor and emotional element of the event, and this builds in the public eye. When considering the case of Madeline McCann, there was a wave of media coverage, to this day, surrounding her case (Synnott, Coulias and Ioannou, 2017). The perceptions of the public soon began to shift when individuals started supporting the theory that the parents were to blame. This example alone shows how the media in itself helped to spread these opinions and they are now known and often supported, around the globe. The same can be said for the death penalty. As this was once legal here in the UK, but as of 1965 the use of capital punishment was rejected and abolished. This was largely due to the Criminal Justice System striving to be fair and as it is recognised as being fallible (wrongful convictions), the death penalty did not seem appropriate any longer (Norris and Mullinix, 2020). The acknowledgment in itself that the human race is not without flaws and mistakes, which can also lend a hand as to why some individuals don’t agree with this penalty, however heinous the act. This is due to those believing in redemption and change, often stemming from a religious ideal in some cases. Nonetheless, it is important to consider. The hope amongst many is that modern society is above ‘getting even’ in any which way an individual chooses, but rather a structured and fair trial, as even courts and evidence can be wrong on occasion. Human error is an everyday occurrence, much to the annoyance or objection of many, but it is a reality. With this in mind, can second chances or other form of punishments be a more justifiable comeuppance? 


1.2 Research Rationale
The purpose of this dissertation is to explore public perceptions of the death penalty, with relation to child murder charges. So how that scenario would affect public opinions on the capitalist punishment? It is common knowledge that each country around the globe handles crime and punishment differently. Throughout history, this information can be found through polls (as per the opinions of a given region), however this does not always reflect the opinion of the practice of the death penalty, but rather ones individual morals (Wood and Viki, 2013). Since the death penalty has been abolished, the Supreme Court is reluctant to use such polls, to determine whether this method of punishment meets the standards of society today. The worry is that the wording of questions may be too presumptuous. Therefore, this thesis intends to lift the lid and add more relevant data and information to a very controversial topic area. As the criminal justice system endeavours to be fair and equal, it seem only right that this research be conducted In order to hear the public’s voice on the matter, as this would lend a hand as to how other punishments may need to be reviewed.

1.3 Aims and Objectives of this Research
The fundamental aims of this research include:
· Identifying how other European countries deal with child killers and general murder cases, compared to the UK, and the perceptions of these legislations. 
· How religious beliefs, age and class affect potential opinions on these cases and the death penalty with relation to such.
The objectives to this research are first and foremost to add further research to the criminal justice field, in order to better understand how one offender should be dealt with from another. Should the severity of the crime be equal to the severity of punishment? 
The main hypothesis for this research suggests adults may think the criminal justice system is too ‘lenient’ on these murderers in the current society. However, a further proposal for the research outcome is that those who take part in the data collection and have children, will be far more pro death penalty, than those who do not have children. These will be the main comparative, however as previously stated, other factors such as age, religious beliefs and class will be also be taken into consideration as potential reasons behind opinions, morals and perceptions crimes that have previously warranted the death penalty. a very sensitive event, with children being seen as innocents, and adults who should know better.

Chapter 2: Literature Review
Introduction 
Given the initial research for this thesis has focused on studies surrounding attitudes over the years, in relation to capitalist punishment, this section primarily focuses on the existing research and critically evaluating it. This is important as it will build the framework for why this study and research are needed in order to boost current practices and understanding of the courts and punishment. This chapter intends to delve deeper into the foundations of ones ideology, which ultimately build and form morals and opinions on serious matters, such as this topic being discussed (death penalty). Furthermore, this chapter studies relevant concepts surrounding what may influence opinions on a topic such as murder. Only the most relevant to this topic (child murder) will be acknowledged in depth, however a general overview of opinions on criminals and murderers is needed as a good baseline for comparisons to be made. These theories and supportive evidence will endeavour to aid this thesis with extending this area of research further, providing the past knowledge and combining with current opinions of the modern day human.

2.1 Most relevant literature research of murder cases and public opinions 
When one considers murder, it is often assumed that an adult has carried out such a crime, as they have had more time to experience trauma and mixing with the wrong crowds, perhaps. All of this does not however warrant an excuse, but in the event of a trial, will possibly be considered in the offenders favour within the jury. However, there have been many cases of children committing such a crime as murder, to both an adult (parent and so on) or to another minor- consider the case of James Bulger, who was 2 when he was murdered by two ten year old boys (Smith, 2017). What is insightful here is that minors who commit such a crime, are treated in ways far differently than an adult who has. The child commissioner for wales (currently Sally Holland) champions for children’s rights, and so the opinions of herself and other children rights activists may differ to those who are impartial to age. Does ones age affect their right to take responsibility for a crime and the usual route of punishment/ treatment of such? (Maher, 2004). Many will agree that they should be held separately to those older, in order to protect their rights, but should they be given a lesser sentence based on age? The thought process here being that if the leniency starts from a young age, they may think the crime is worth committing again. Or alternatively, the lesser sentence for a child may give them a chance of redemption/ to turn their life around. However, history tells us that punishment does often not discourage those who are evil enough to commit a crime such as murder, from acting this out again (McDiarmid, 2013). 
It is important to consider the opinions of those who wish to protect children’s rights (as previously mentioned within the child commissioner for wales), as they will be conflicting with those who believe murder is a calculated event, meaning age should not be an ‘excuse’ or escape from what has been done. This is but one of many potential obstacles when considering a murder, especially one of a child. In this instance, would the rights of the child who was murdered be taken into consideration? As if the child who committed the murder was granted leniency based on age, how about the life they have taken away? As they too had their whole life ahead of them. When debating what influences ones opinion on murder cases/ child murder cases, this is a major contender (Cipriani, 2016). In the simplest of terms, knowing the difference between right and wrong is the deciding factor of how severe a sentence/ punishment is, if a child can be proven to know the difference then they will be/ should (in many opinions) be punished accordingly. 

The same can be said for adults who claim to have mental health disabilities, or have had struggles of their own throughout their childhood. Those with diminished cognitive skills or lack of substantial psychological understanding, are considered to be punished in a different format. This is based on the lack of knowledge for thinking rationally, and therefore often cannot take responsibility for their own actions, as they do not understand themselves why they committed the crime, or why it is wrong (Grossi and Green, 2017). This is highly debatable amongst differing trials as it has been known/suggested that some offenders have tried to play on their mental health as a way of escaping a harsher punishment. However, can this even be considered if their behaviour is consistent? As many disorders and mental health struggles report irregular and irrational behaviour, no just on occasion (Cipriani, 2016). When considering child murder, this is often more sensitive and controversial when discussing the punishment methods, as if someone can take an innocent’ life away, what does that say for their morals and future in this world? (Morse, 2003). Many will say that a child has a chance at redemption, but the factors which drove them to commit such a heinous crime will still be debated and potentially always be there.
When considering how the class system could also have an impact on ones opinions toward the death penalty, it could drastically sway their opinion. Comparing the lowest classes to the higher, those living closer to the poverty line will have a difference of opinion in terms of what is justifiable, in terms of an eye for an eye. The social, political, and cultural backgrounds of each individual will warrant their own opinions on what is acceptable. Those in lower classes may have a less than highly held opinion of those who run the country and police it though, as they often come forward to say are more likely to be questioned than those who are of higher standing or who know ‘the right people’ to not get charged (Seal, 2011). 

There had been an e-petition at the time of the article written by Seal (2011) to reinstate capitalist punishment for the sake of the murderers of children and police officers, this being on a morality basis. These particular actions, which are still being taken in the modern day, alone, show how not all of the public is against a heavy punishment such as this, as long as it is in the right context. Although not everyone will have the same opinion, while working class individuals may seem to have less to lose and therefore be in favour for the ‘eye for an eye’ stance, many may also be so opposed to capitalists and their laws, that they oppose the death penalty out of principle (Lehmann and Pickett, 2017). However, on the other side of the coin it had been suggested that those who state they have current hardship and will also continue to in the future (economically) will be more in favour of higher degree punishments, such as the death penalty (Lehmann and Pickett, 2017). This is potentially due to the struggles they have dealt with over time, compared to higher classes. As they do not have the luxury to live in secure areas, higher paid jobs and so on, there is often much resentment and hostility held toward the government and those born into rich families. Although not all of the lower classes will agree with the way the capitalist punishments were brought about, they may agree that it was not equal when it was in use.

The notion was for capitalist punishment to be abolished due to the higher classes who did wrong could/would often ‘buy’ their way out of a punishment, or get away with a lesser charge, as they knew many people in high places. For this very reason, the practices at the time were often deemed unfair and so trials were seen as the only way through. However the outcomes of certain trials are still seen to be unfair by certain individuals, but that is down to personal opinion mostly (Seal and Neale, 2019).

When considering why one commits murder, this is subjective to a degree. It could be due to greed, revenge, or no reasonable excuse at all, the explanations offered by the defendants and then the jury or officers will differ. Furthermore, the murders within the UK and Europe stand to be very different. This being due to the different techniques and laws with regards to prosecution, what is deemed as attempted homicide or manslaughter, as opposed to placing full blame of intention on the individual. This is especially true when evidence is scarce (Howard and Smith, 2003). Victims of homicide who are never found, which is often the case within children and young people, are classed as a different statistic than those who are found and the murderer is found/ pleads guilty. A cross national survey was carried out in order to delve into the statistics of 28 countries, with regards to homicide of adults and children, attempted murder, euthanasia, illegal abortion and so on. It was found that 15 out of the 28 countries do not include assault which leads to homicide, into their homicide statistics. This is a major issue in terms of comparison, as it means many countries practice different definitions of homicide, have differing boundaries of acceptance, and also do not agree on every basis what statistics are appropriate to use within data analysis (Smit et al, 2012). However, in modern society there is a general shared feeling of anger, upset and outcry, when a child is murdered. Even still, these events still occur (White, 2000). The initial event of a murder, will often lead to other violent events occurring in revolt of the initial act, however many may use this as an excuse to perform a criminal act (during summer, 2000). During one year, in 1995, the UK reported 43 children homicides. Most of these children were murdered by parents or a family member (Stroud and Pritchard, 2001). This making for an assumption of around 1 child, per 200,000, to be murdered per year. This could be deemed to be a low number, but in the grand scheme of things, with unreported/undiscovered murders, lack of evidence to prosecute and so on, the true picture is not clear.

It is seen though, that children kill by motor vehicle accidents (or incidents) is more than treble the number of children who are murdered by another human, each year (Grunfeld and Steen, 1984). This method of murder, whether purposeful or not, gains far less outcry than that of a murder carried out by another human. This may be due to the media gaining professionally from a shocking murder story, rather than a traffic incident. This alongside the fact that we benefit far too much from vehicles, to permanently ban the use of them. The same can be said for Norway too, whereby between 1970-79 there were 3, reported and documented, child murders. Whereas children killed by vehicles was reported and documented as 185, within the same timeframe. This is cause for concern, as these incidents are still murders, yet are seen in a different light. It is a direct reflection of how our society views one murder as being far more punishable than another. Granted, some murders are truly heinous and calculated, and some road incidents are genuine freak accidents. However, the eyes of the law states that a murder of another individual is still a murder, regardless of how it was committed. Is this fair though? Many will say it should be circumstantial, while others say no matter how it occurred, all of the defenders should be treated with the same charge (Stroud, 2005).

It has been suggested that some instances of child murder charges, can often be the result of pre-existing stress or trauma, mental health disorders or psychiatric issues. As mental health is more of a predominant factor in todays society, and taken more seriously at that, it is often why these factors lead to slightly different sentences per casE (Somander and Rammer, 1991). This could mean rather than a life sentence in a prison or some form of confinement, the defendant may serve their relevant sentence in a psychiatric institution. The speculation between whether this is used as an excuse or whether the individuals can really deny blame by reason of insanity. However, as the well-being of the human life remains at the forefront, it must be taken into consideration. Th tests to determine if the individual must serve their sentence in a sectioned form of environment, receiving medication and so on, are important and well used.
Chapter 3: Research Methodology
3.1 Introduction
This section of the research will introduce the chosen methods for obtaining data on the topic discussed. There will be justification as to why this method is the most reliable, safest and abundant, and also any possible influential factors toward the research will be recognised. The idea is to evaluate the decision making process of how best to carry out this particular study. So, why other options of data collection may not have been appropriate in the current climate, surrounding the Corona virus restrictions, but also for the topic with it being potentially sensitive. With any research it is important to also have the upmost respect and care for your participants, and to establish any possible obstacles which may distress those involved. Although this study did not involve any children or vulnerable people, it was unknown the past of each person and their own experiences, and so the ability to be aware of that at all times was paramount. It will be made clear from the start, both on paper and verbally, that their participation is entirely voluntary and that they are not bound to carry on if they change their mind, upon starting. Research of prior related articles, studies and so on, was carried out, to form a baseline of potentially what to expect, or what to aim for with regards to gaining information/results. There seemed to be a gap in research in terms of how people felt about the death penalty, when it came to children. It is always interesting to carry out research with specific reference to age, as it can be the difference of something being in favour or not. The questionnaires were to be handed to individuals that weren’t complete strangers, however the upmost confidentiality and professionalism will still be held.


3.2 Research Aims and Objectives
1. Identifying how other European countries deal with child killers and general murder cases, compared to the UK, and the perceptions of these legislations. The goal is to narrow down a view on capitalist punishments.
2. How do offending rates compare between the UK and Europe, and how the sentencing procedures may differ too. 
3. UK and European sentencing of adult killers and child killers, and how the procedures differ. Is there a difference of opinion for how each age group should be treated?
4. How religious beliefs affect potential opinions on both of these cases and the death penalty with relation to such.

3.3 Research Design
The research design for this study is intended to be a within subjects experimental design. This of course meaning that all participants who take part in the study will do exactly the same tasks- there will be no split groups or alternative questionnaires handed out. The proposed number of individuals to take part is 50, previously set at 60 but reduced due to the pandemic and the potential of not reaching as many people as previously preferred. The purpose of this study is to address the idea of capitalist punishment (specifically the death penalty) and to critically analyse the opinions both from prior research and from the results of the study, in order to justify the place for this current thesis. Societal morals, opinions and ethics play a major part in the foundations of this study and the objectives and aims directly reflect these, as the fundamental design of this study is concerned with human behaviour and opinions (not a mathematical basis). 

Furthermore, opinions of society are of upmost importance as the criminal justice system is based around the jury and their input into serious cases as well as minor ones. Based on these factors a questionnaire- with a mixture of qualitative and quantitative questions felt the most appropriate for a thorough analysis. This is to give a structured, quick yes or no type of basis, for easy viewing of results, but then upon further analysis and conclusions, a more in depth account can be made based on some opinions the participants noted down. The aim being here, to have a relatively fast collection process, in order to incentivise those to take part. When a long questionnaire or collection technique is proposed, it is difficult to ind candidates to take part amongst their busy lives.

3.4  Methodology 
In order to obtain data efficiently and successfully, a questionnaire was adopted, as previously stated with a mixture of short and slightly more in depth questions. Lefever, Dal and Matthiasdottir (2007) stated how web-based questionnaires may not be the most reliable in terms of potential internet failures and lack of participation (due to the researcher not always being present). Given the current restrictions and obvious safety acknowledgments, it seemed the most practical to use the questionnaire format and hand them out to the immediate individuals I associate with in my daily life. This method therefore is not wasting time attempting to get participants to take part- who may be at risk, or uncomfortable being in relatively close proximity with the researcher, in order to hand over the questionnaire and so on. I work alongside 12 other individuals daily in an office abed job, and have a further 30 colleagues in the same building, I also live in a household of 5 and have friends in the same position of completing dissertations. Based on these factors, it seemed unnecessary to send out a web based questionnaire as I am regularly in contact with colleagues, family or friends who have more than expressed interest and willingness to participate. 

The fact that I have access to a minimum of 47 people, as part of a normal day, it was decided that handing the questionnaires out was a faster method of data collection. Otherwise, I would be relying on work colleagues to complete it online once they’re home and have access to a personal computer, as work computers are strictly for work searches only. A further point to note, is that by giving out questionnaires, it is far more inclusive of those who do not have internet based devices. It means that the older individuals who would be able and eager to complete this study, can now take part. 

3.4.1 Positives and Negatives of Questionnaires
Although technologies have advanced somewhat, and many research attainments focus around the use of a computer or alternative device, in order to complete the study, it is important to consider the potential risks that come along with these methods. This section will focus on the positive and negatives to completing this research using a questionnaire, as opposed to the use of survey, interviews, observations and so on. Although many studies find that online research collection methods are more appealing than a physical questionnaire, the (1) validity of these are questionable due to the convenience of pressing any option and submitting quicker than a physical copy (Drummond et al, 1995). (2) Questionnaires are far less time consuming and more practical for a short term collection of data, especially for a university student who may be working with a certain budget (John and Johnson, 2000). Furthermore, (3) As this study needs very little in terms of entry requirements other than age (21 to 80 years of age) this method of collection seems the most reasonable, as it does not require several in depth questions about the participants backgrounds. If it had needed further requirements such as mental capability, financial background questions or any deemed invasive questions, then the number of participant may very well have been lower.

It is also relevant to consider why interviews, group activities or any form of long winded research collection was not used. The use of these would need to be carefully planned, in terms of social distancing and regularly checking the current rules and guidance on social gatherings, making the thesis writing and data collection process more difficult and potentially a lot longer. Baring in mind there is a time frame to complete this assignment, and other individuals busy lives, this would not have been practical. Interviews and general qualitative processes, may offer further insightful reasons behind many responses, but often take twice as long to analyse the results and could also come with more ethical considerations, as the questions may need to be somewhat personal (Skinner, Tagg and Holloway, 2000). It is also not guaranteed that an interview would collect the most truthful of responses, as the participant is responding directly to the researchers question, in person. This may sway them to answer in what they deem to be a more ‘socially acceptable way’ or even just in such a way they think the researcher needs them to answer. Both options are not desirable, and so open questions were to be included in the questionnaire as an extension to some of the more important questions. This would give the glimpse into what an interview would have been like, but gives the participants the privacy to express their thoughts without fear of being ‘judged’. Even though researchers aim to stay objective, and unbiased, the individual being interviewed or questioned may still feel uncomfortable being so candid.

3.5  Data Analysis and storage techniques
For this thesis and research, a questionnaire was constructed and proposed to willing candidates, via in person distribution techniques, for safety and convenience. Due to the fact only the researcher and potentially supervisor (if needed) will have access to this data, it is deemed to be stored and analysed with very minimised risk. The data collected will be stored in a manner where the questionnaire cannot be related or rather traced back, to the consent form signed by the corresponding individual (not stored together). Although the questionnaire was to be distributed in person, to work colleagues, friends and family of the researcher, the process and any data collected would be handled in the same confidential and anonymous way as if only strangers were taking part. Each participant would read and sign (if happy to continue) a consent form, informing them briefly of the study premise, also disclosing acknowledgements of their rights to withdraw and their anonymity/ confidentiality when their results are handled. The data would then be analysed on an individual basis first and then any common themes would grouped and noted, in order for conclusions and analysis to be made with ease. Each participant was reminded they are free to ask any further questions and can also request for their data to be withdrawn from the study, upon completion if they wish to do so.

As previously stated, the responses of each participant will be compared against the demographics such as age, gender and religious preference (if any) and if they’re a parent or not, in order to gain insight of any commonalities between these groups and the individual response. In light of the collection, the results of the questionnaire would then be used in the conclusions and final thought portion of the thesis to gage any hypotheses/ aims/ prior opinions, to see if the results relate in any way to these previously set out.

Upon completion of the dissertation, and handing the thesis in (through moodle and potentially a physical copy too) all results and any corresponding data collected, would be destroyed. This would be both physical copies and any results inputted onto a storage device (where applicable). This would be, in this case, a word document when the results are written up, however none of the data collected corresponds in any way to who submitted which response. Also, If the results were inputted onto excel, for example, in order to show them in a more appealing format (pie/bar chart), these would be kept in a separate and password protected folder.

3.6  Reliability and Validity 
Reliably and validity are key factors in research collection and writing, in order to determine the quality of work presented. If the research can be deemed reliable, there must be substantial consistency in the potential themes talked about previously, with regards to results-demographic relation. Do the results relate to previous research and opinions? And can the results be replicated to produce similar results based on these baselines? Validity can be effected by the security and trustworthiness in the design chosen, i.e the questionnaire (Golafshani, 2003). A potential risk to any research analysis is how objective the researcher can truly be when studying the data, as they themselves will have their own opinions. However, this is rectified by the data having no direct relation to each individual candidate who takes part in the study (no names, addresses). Reliability relates to how consistent and therefore comparable the results of a given study are, based on ease to replicate, but also if those results can be transferred to a given population as a blanket statement (LoBiondo-Wood and Haber, 2014).

3.7 Ethical considerations
The collection and conduction of any research activity requires the researcher to be willing to put the upmost effort, time and their highest knowledge into the entire process of the study. A prior proposal and ethics form had been submitted, reciting full disclosure of the intent behind the study, who would be enlisted to take part, and how this study would be completed (in depth). Full confidentiality of any data results and anonymity was to be upheld. The Supervisor agreed the risks to the participants, researcher, and even university reputation, were minimal and able to go ahead as planned. This is an important factor that many ma not consider as a potential risk, however when a student conducts research they are directly representing the university. The supervisor involved and the university that is attended, is required to be stated on the consent forms and any data collection method, for the want of absolute honesty with the participants. In order to uphold data protection and confidentiality, all storing of data was to be approved by the supervisor during the submission of the ethics form, prior to the commencement of the dissertation. This was all approved and agreed before the commencement of this thesis, and any data collection. This is the standardised way to produce a piece of work which is accepted and recognised as professional and reliable, while upholding any and all rights of the individuals involved.
Chapter 4: Data collection and analysis 
4.1 Demographics 
Further to completing the data collection of the results, a somewhat clear pattern and shared opinion seemed to emerge. It was hard to anticipate just how the public would feel, and if any common ground or themes would occur. Upon completion, 24 males had taken part, alongside 26 females, all between the ages of 21-77 (50 participants total). Below is a clear visual representation of those who took part.


Appendix 1- charts

As can be seen above, females slightly overtook males with the amount who took part, and this will be taken into consideration when evaluating the results. The age range was quite diverse, with young adults from 21 -30 taking the majority stake in those who took part. Closely followed by 31-40 age group and the 41-50’s (10 from each category). The demographics seem to have worked out well as there is a roughly even split of each age margin, so for those under 40 (26 participants) and those over 40 (24 participants). The reason I feel this is important is it shows how the younger generations values and opinions may differ to the older generations, if at all. It will be interesting to see if there is a wide gap in opinions or if the relatively same feelings flow throughout. When evaluating and considering the results, the slight gender difference will be taken into consideration as a potential explanation, alongside the age ranges (more so) and if there is a difference of opinion, why this might be. It may be due to differing cultures upon upbringing, whereby opinions and values change over time. The class they ask themselves at will also play a part into the analysis too, as the lack or abundance of a certain lifestyle, may sway how someone views the world, especially with regard to a capitalist punishment maybe.

4.2 Results
[image: ]The results for this study, were very interesting, and somewhat surprising. The totalled outcomes for each question are detailed in the table below.
Appendix 2- results

Taking into account the 11 questions, perhaps the most interesting result from this study, is the fact that more than half of the participants agreed that the death penalty was a justified form of punishment. Furthermore, half of the participants agreed it should not have been abolished. The reason this is interesting is, if this is the overriding opinion then the courts perhaps are not listening to the publics ideals enough, as they claim they do. The point this draws on is now, if there was a wide scale questionnaire rolled out and this was the overall opinion for the country, would the death penalty be reinstated?

4.3 Analysis of results
The question of how the courts consider the publics ideals is posed in question 8, and the overruling result was No, they do not consider the ideals of the public. The justification behind abolishing the death penalty was in order to handle punishments in a less barbaric and more ‘intelligent’ way perhaps. Hence the introduction of the jury and the publics opinion on sentencing within trials etc. However, the judge has the ultimate closing decision and if they feel there isn’t sufficient evidence then they can overrule the jury, even if the decision is unanimous amongst them. So, many individuals stated in the space to express their opinions, that the jury system is a little bit moot, as the deciding opinion lies with the judge anyway. As evidence is relied upon, as it should be, this is somewhat justified, however if the majority of the public feels certain serious crimes warrant a more serious punishment than just a long sentence, should this be listened to? Or would it make for a unstable society?

Furthermore to this, 52% of participants classed themselves as medium to high class. This could be related to the overriding result that the death penalty should still be a form of punishment, as it is a capitalist punishment. Many lower class individuals in the past revolted against the form of punishment as it was brought in by the higher classes, and so many rejected it as a barbaric way to punish those from the lower classes (many criminal high class individuals bought there way to freedom or knew the people in charge). Although, there would need to be further research carried out with specific classes sought out in order to find out if this would be a true fact.

Moreover, over half of the participants (54%) also stated they had children, and so this may play a part into the decision making process, as they have their children to think about and protect. Not necessarily their class that is influencing them. This is based on the old age internal/natural need to protect the young for them to go on and carry the family line. Although in todays day and age, its seen as just a need to protect ones offspring, as the attachment and bonding is far greater than other types of animals, which don’t necessarily bond with their young. The parents urge to protect their young is strong enough for them to accept the murder of the individual who did them wrong. Leading on from this, it is acceptable to perhaps accept that many still agree with the ideology of an eye for an eye, with respect to a serious crime such as murder. Although it is often seen as ‘juvenile’ and ‘dated’ to deal with criminals in such a way, many believe that if you are willing to take a life you should be willing to give up your own. 

However, even though the death penalty was favoured here in this study (overall) and the courts were deemed to be too soft on criminals and also not inclusive of the public opinion enough, one stand out result was that of the children who murder, should they be treated differently. The results for this showed that 22 participants said they should be treated differently, and expressed in their boxes that they should have less of a sentence due to being too young to know right from wrong. Even though 18 said they should all be treated equal if they have committed the same crime, the overall opinion was that they should be treated differently. Perhaps this came into play when those who were parents, thought of their child being in that possible position. The need to protect their child against a murderer is one thing, but if their child was on trial then they would perhaps feel the need to protect them still,  regardless of their child having committed the heinous crime. It is not unheard of for parents to accept that their child has committed murder, as the love for a child can never be taken away for some individuals.

Interestingly, with this research, the end result was that only 28% considered themselves to be religious, 68% said they weren’t and 4% did not wish to disclose how they identified. One of the prior conceptions was that when the results are obtained, those who were religious (whether that was the majority or not) would be less in favour of the death penalty, and more in favour of the courts and being rational, giving someone a chance to redeem themselves maybe. This was not the result obtained. Although the majority of participants were not religious, a concerning 48% of those who took part stated that the Criminal Justice system is too soft on criminals, with 22% agreeing somewhat. This is an overall 70% turnout that the CJS is or is slightly too lenient with criminals punishments, which is not a good perception of the court system at all. While considering the religion portion too, although there were 14 participants identifying as religious, 68% of participants still stated that the death penalty is not a violation of the defendants human rights. This leads to the potential conclusion that the majority of people in this study, believe it if fair for their life to be taken I they commit this crime. An eye for an eye may still be the general consensus here.

Moving to toward the end of the questionnaire, was a very clear result within the last question, stating that social media does in-fact play a part in how the public react to a crime (66%). There wasn’t one participant who said it doesn’t influence reactions, and 32% saying it somewhat influences. This is not unsurprising given the modern day and technology being such a huge platform. This can still be seen as a positive result, as the general notion is that social media is an influential factor on how people may react or feel about an individual or a crime. When the public can agree on a fact, it can only mean the progress or potential pull back of such a phenomenon as social media. However the general feeling when reading the participants explanations, for this opinion, was that social media often conveys a negative portrayal of a situation, in terms of coverage and fear instilling tactics purely for their own gain (news networks etc). Social media can be a very useful but also dangerous tool, in terms of its great to spread news of warning or to share images of dangers people, but the location settings and ability to fake profiles to talk to others, who may also be underage, can be a downward spiral very fast. Unfortunately this has been the case, where young people have been either raped, assaulted or even murdered by someone they met online, who often was not who appeared in ‘their’ photos. 

Chapter 5: Conclusions and Future research 
5.1 Conclusions
When considering this research and what the results truly mean, it can be said that they did in fact reflect what was proposed in the initial preparation for the study and of course the outcomes. The main proposal was that participants with children would be more likely to be in favour of the death penalty. There were 27 participants who had children, and one prior assumption was those with children would be in favour of the death penalty. As we can see in the results and as discussed, the consensus was overall the group was in favour of the death penalty. With the group being predominantly parents, this could be a relation as to why, the protection stance. 

Although the USA, Japan and Singapore are among the only countries which still practice and support the use of the death penalty, this study was a comparison primarily between the UK and Europe. The only European country which still has this punishment in place is Belarus, in Eastern Europe. Based on the outcome of this study, the feelings of the majority was that the UK should never have abolished the death penalty, however it was a mutual feeling to do so among most of the neighbouring countries to us. Given this information, it would probably be difficult or near impossible to reinstate this punishment, however the future is not a certain path.

With regard to how useful the results of this study are, it is fair to say they are very valid and if anything, put pressure on further in depth studies to be done on wider parts of the UK, of varying classes and with much higher participant numbers. This study, however, is a great start and baseline to future projects. It certainly starts a conversation as to why the majority of one study feels a certain way, yet this isn’t what is being executed within the courts for consideration. It may have been beneficial to extend the questionnaire, with more opportunity for the participant to express their opinions as to why they feel a certain way, with closed questions potentially being frustrating with not necessarily wanting to say yes or no 100%. However, this study and the questions used, cover a good basis of those who took part, by discovering what sort of background they come from in brief, and their current situation, which can pose potential explanations in the results analysis. The positive end to this study was that there was a clear outcome for the important questions, there wasn’t uncertain answers given, or a even split for many yes to no’s. The analysis proved that the majority of the group involved, felt that the death penalty was justified in the situation of a murder, and that the current system of punishment is not tough enough. This is quite shocking in the sense that our court and sentencing process today, is supposed to be the most rational and intelligent way to deal with those who are behaving outside of the norm, and going against our laws. However, the feeling of being unsatisfied with the system seems to be a very apparent one. 
If I could change anything from the questionnaire I would have added in a few more questions, specific to what they think the courts could do better. Also, if there are any other form of punishments they think would be more suitable that are not currently enforced, for example. It would be interesting to know if there are any other abolished punishments that the public believe should still be used. 

Furthermore, i felt it was important to only question adults over 21, as they are then old enough to have a firm opinion and knowledge around the subject of murder and what the death penalty is. I then capped it at the age of 80 in order to give myself a group to focus within. If the age group was widened any further, it may have been a struggle to find participants, as I had only asked grandparents and some of the older individuals in work, trying to seek out others outside of my circle of that age may have proved difficult given the current pandemic. Further research could obviously delve into how older ages and even younger individuals feel, asking the question of how much they already know of the death penalty, and building a data base from the younger generations to compare against the elder ones, to see if any patterns emerge. It would definitely be interesting to see if those as young as 12 would have a understanding or opinion of the death penalty and if they feel it would be acceptable. It would beg the question as to how they have the knowledge, is it due to the internet being so used and accessible/normalised for even young ages. The likelihood of toddlers having their own tablet for games etc is extremely high in todays day, hence why it wouldn’t be the strangest scenario of even younger individuals having more knowledge than we may expect on the subject of murder, for example. However, it then invites a more vulnerable audience into play and therefore more ethical considerations to adhere to and allow for. It is more than likely though, that if the death penalty was ever considered seriously as coming back as a form of punishment, it certainly wouldn’t be a decision made over night. It would most likely involved extensive research, meetings, court hearings, and various powerful people to approve it. The reasoning behind this is the line between what is punishment enough, would become blurred. When considering how the public perceive authority, it is somewhat a mixed bag. The murder of Sarah Everard in early 2021, saw uproar within the public, and an outright distrust aimed toward the police and those who are supposed to protect us (Rainbow, 2021). This type of scenario does not, of course, speak for all of those in charge, but is a downfall for the police as the idiocy and disgrace of one individual, paints an unfortunate picture for the rest. This often means that the public feel the police and other authorities should not be trusted, or is corrupt even. However, the death of PC Andrew Harper, who had attended a reported burglary, dragged by a vehicle in question after he fell beneath the car (Harper, 2012). This tragedy rippled through the media and gained a lot of attention,, as many came forward to say how lovely he was and how much of a loss this was. It is just a true testament that shows the two sides of the coin. There are both good and bad people in the public, and in the every job, such as the police force, unfortunately. However, this unfortunate fact means that the line between who should receive certain punishments, comes under fire. With regards to Sarah Everard, her killer received a life sentence in prison, whereas PC Harpers essential killers, were only convicted on manslaughter accounts. The driver of the vehicle which resulted in his death, admitted man slaughter and received 16 years, and the other two in question received 13 years. As can be imagined, this was not taken lightly and even after the appeals for the sake of the sentence being too lenient, they remained unchanged.
The wife of PC Harper expressed her obvious disappointment about how let down she felt by the justice system, and this feeling is often felt in many other cases and scenarios which happen on a daily basis. It is the human way unfortunately, as emotional and intelligent beings who have evolved enough to have our own society where we don’t just look to survive, but have made a system of hierarchy and amusement, there will be situations which cant just be repaired with anarchy.

5.2 Future Research
With regards to the study itself, and how the data collection went, it was a fairly straightforward and unproblematic retrieval. The only issue that arose, was trying to find a time that suited certain people to drop the questionnaire to them, and then further to the completion, finding a time that suited us both for me to go and pick up the completed questionnaire. This was but a minor inconvenience of course, the main issue I came across was not being able to obtain 60 participants as previously planned. It came down to a matter of bad timing, whereby some individuals I planned on giving the questionnaire to became ill, or were too busy with work to find a suitable time. This is a little disappointing as the outcome could have been different had I had more participants to engage with and gain results from, however, research almost never goes to plan. The setbacks are what make for a better plan in the future. Hence, if I had to do this research again, I would contact those who were the busiest, (who I know would want to take part) and make sure they had a copy of the questionnaire as soon as they were ready to be used. Although, the unforeseen circumstances with some eligible individuals, such as illness, are uncontrollable and that instance is not something that I could have changed. Future research would greatly benefit from a larger group of participants, in order to truly rely upon the results of this study. In essence, this is a stepping stone into what could be a much larger scale.

The problem with any research, at university level, it is still a somewhat learning curve, of how best to carry out the study. Perhaps this study would benefit from a feedback survey of how the participants felt the questionnaire was to interact with, if it was too much with the wording of certain questions, if they understood each question enough, and so on. As there were 2 questionnaires which did not have any extended writing in, where the question asks can the participant expand on their opinion. This could either be because they didn’t understand the question enough, or they did not feel comfortable with explaining their opinion. Both would be an understandable explanation, but one of those could have been rectified if they felt comfortable to ask myself to explain the question. However, not everyone will feel that way inclined, and so this is just one of the potential obstacles with any research.

A further potential research venture could be comparing against countries which currently still enforce the death penalty, such as the USA. It would be intriguing to know how many Americans, from a certain sample size of course, would state they were against the death penalty. Within a country where it has never been abolished, would there be many who are against it? And in a country so large, would it be a case of outnumbering those who are in favour of the death penalty.
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  Appendix 3- Consent form
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I understand that this research is being carried out by a Master’s student, for their dissertation submission. I understand I will be taking part in a questionnaire, concerned with personal opinions surrounding the death penalty. All participants will take part in the same questionnaire. Full anonymity of their identity, alongside confidentiality of all results obtained, will be upheld. 
This study will take approximately 10 minutes to complete, given individual thought-time responses. 
I understand that participation in this study is entirely voluntary and I am free to withdraw my participation at any time. I understand I can withdraw my data following the study completion too, if I wish to do so.
 I acknowledge that if I have any concerns, I can discuss these with the researcher. I am also aware that i will be provided with contact details of the research supervisor, should I have further questions. 
I understand that following the completion of the study I will be provided with a debrief form, explaining the aims of the research.
I, ________________________________(NAME) consent to participate in the study conducted by Sophie Johnson, MA Criminal Justice and Policing (University of Wales Trinity Saint David, Swansea). 
Supervisor- Jane Thomas (j.thomas@uwtsd.ac.uk
[image: ]Appendix 4- Study Debrief sheet

“Public perceptions of the death penalty, with specific relation to child murder charges. A comparison between the UK and Europe.”

Thank you for taking part in this study, it has greatly contributed to the research!

The aim of this study was to gain insight into capital punishment, specifically the death penalty, and the opinions surrounding this in the modern day. The sentencing techniques of the UK were compared against Europe, alongside offending rates, in order to take a stance on how they differ initially. The specific element of child murder charges was included, in order to judge whether the innocence of a child affected the view of such a strong punishment. Religious background, class status and whether the participants had children themselves, were all considered as a potential factor to influence opinions.
This thesis intends to bridge the gap in research on this form of capitalist punishment, in order to aid the criminal justice system (CJS). The stance of the CJS is that public opinion is crucial in the sentencing process, and so this research seemed not only interesting but necessary. 
If you wish to withdraw your data from this study, you must inform the researcher now. After this point, the research will be held anonymously and confidentially, for the process of analysis. Following completion of the analysis, all data will be destroyed appropriately. 
If you have any further queries, you will be able to contact the researcher, Sophie Johnson, at the following email: 1701737@student.uwtsd.ac.uk. To contact the academic supervisor, Jane Thomas, email: j.thomas@uwtsd.ac.uk. 

Thank you once again for taking the time to participate in this study.

Sophie Johnson
MA Criminal Justice and Policing
University of Wales, Trinity Saint David, Swansea.
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“Public perceptions of the death penalty, with specific relation to child murder charges. A comparison between the Uk and Europe”

Please read the following questions carefully, and respond with your opinion by circling the appropriate answer. In some cases, expand on these by writing your opinion below the question.

Gender: _____________                          Age: _______



Question 1
In your opinion, was the death penalty a justified form of punishment for severe crimes?

Yes                                                         No                                              Somewhat



Question 2 
Do you agree with the abolishment of the death penalty, within the UK?

Yes                                                         No                                               Somewhat


Question 3 
In your opinion, would you consider yourself to be of a medium to high class stature?

Yes                                                        No                                          Prefer not to say


Question 4
Would you consider yourself to be religious?

Yes                                                        No                                         Prefer not to say


Question 5
Do you have any children?

Yes                                                       No



Question 6a
In your opinion, is the Criminal Justice System ‘too soft’ on criminals? With regards to sentencing and charges.

Yes                                                      No                                         Somewhat

Question 6b
If so, could you expand/ think of an example as to why you believe this?
…………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………… 

Question 7
Do you feel the death penalty is a violation of the defendants human rights?

Yes                                                         No                                             Somewhat 

Question 7b
Could you expand and explain your opinion please
…………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………
Question 8
Would you say the court system considers the ideals of the public enough?, with regard to sentencing technique for example?

Yes                                                       No                                              Somewhat 


Question 8b
Could you expand on your thoughts here,  so are there any cases where public outcry was acknowledged (or not), and treated differently according to this?
……………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………


Question 9
In your opinion, should an individual have a harsher sentence/ charge for the murder of a child, as opposed to the murder of an adult? Regardless of if a child or adult committed the crime.

Yes                                                     No                                           It should be equal


Question 10a 
Do you think a child who has committed a murder, should be treated differently to an adult who has? In terms of length of sentence.

Yes                                                     No                                           It should be equal

Question 10b 
Could you explain your reasons behind your opinion?, if you believe they should be treated differently.
……………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………

Question 11
In your opinion, does social media play a part in how the public react towards crime? In terms of how criminal acts involving a minor are shown perhaps..

Yes                                                    No                                          Somewhat 

Question 11b
Do you think this is a positive or negative? Please explain your opinion.
……………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………


End of questionnaire

Thank you for your participation.

Please inform the researcher that you have completed the study, and you will be provided with a full debrief form for the premise of this study





Ages of participants

21-30	31-40	41-50	51-60	61-70	71-80	16	10	10	11	1	2	

Demographics for participation

Male	Female	24	26	
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