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ABSTRACT
The primary purpose of this research is to explore society’s perceptions and understanding of capital punishment in the USA. This topic has been chosen as capital punishment is a controversial topic worldwide, with many debates surrounding whether it is an effective form of deterrence or, in fact, an inhumane form of punishment within society. There has been much debate surrounding ethical and human rights issues, which may significantly impact one’s overall well-being. This dissertation has examined the local policies surrounding capital punishment and focuses on the thoughts and perceptions of capital punishment from society's perspective. The sample was selected using my own personal Facebook page, where a qualtrics questionnaire was shared to gather the thoughts and perceptions of individuals on capital punishment.  The data was then analysed using thematic analysis, which identified key themes and patterns within the data and allowed for further discussion. The key following themes are: ‘The Death Penalty Is Immoral’, ‘The Death Penalty Does Not Deter Crime’, and ‘Alternatives to the Death Penalty.  These themes were then presented, which allowed for further discussion. The data showed that participants felt there were significant concerns surrounding human rights and capital punishment and a focus on the lack of support for prisoners. The responses suggested that capital punishment was not an effective method of punishment. Instead, there should be an investment into rehabilitation programmes which will offer prisoners access to further training, education, and opportunities. The findings from this dissertation were then further discussed and examined to provide recommendations for further research and practice; after considering the proposals, it is hoped that the recommendations will be implemented by policymakers, and the government’s focusing on investments to provide prison leavers with adequate support. 

 


1. [bookmark: _Toc115081485]INTRODUCTION 
This dissertation will focus on the public debates on capital punishment worldwide, exploring if capital punishment is ethical or seen as a form of abuse? This research project will consider the legal circumstances of England and Wales's legalities on Capital Punishment whilst comparing international contrasts regarding countries that have legalised Capital Punishment. This research project will explore whether capital punishment deterred crimes while exploring society's different perceptions of capital punishment. Capital Punishment, known as the ‘death penalty’ is seen as the most controversial discussion worldwide due to its controversy on whether Capital Punishment is ethical or classed as inhuman within society? Hood and Hoyle (2015) draw attention to why the death penalty is a significant human rights issue, questioning if it is a denial of the right to life? (Clapham, 2015). Claims by Melusky and Pesto (2003) suggest that the death penalty has been at the forefront of public debate, many questioning whether it should be used as a means of punishment or if this is a form of abuse. The death penalty is known as one of the most controversial and complex topics, as most human rights law state that everyone should have the right to life, which raises contradiction when focusing on the death penalty.(Ziebertz & Zaccaria, 2018). Haag & Conradd (2013) draw us to the controversy of the death penalty. The death penalty is one of the more inhuman forms of punishment. Still, despite this in current times, most states have either abolished or legalised the death penalty (Phillips & Cooney, 2015). 

This dissertation will answer the research question below through a qualitative literature review through data collection. 
RQ: What are Society’s Perceptions regarding Capital Punishment?

To explore these issues, this dissertation will now consider the purpose and potential abolition of the Death Penalty by posing three key arguments for such a change in the law:
· The death penalty does not deter criminals from committing murder
· The death penalty is inhumane and causes physical and emotional pain and suffering. 
· The death penalty is ‘immoral’.

The Literature Review will explore capital punishment within the USA, and from a worldwide perspective, there will be a focus on the ethical complications surrounding the death penalty and a focus on what countries are in support of the death penalty. There will be a focus on models of the criminal justice system and the death penalty whilst exploring and contrasting the development of the abolishment of capital punishment in different countries. There will also be a consideration of the alternatives to the death penalty, focusing on how effective these measures are in different countries. 

The Results and Discussion will aim to demonstrate the perceptions and thoughts of capital punishment. The data will aim to explore individual’s perceptions from a diverse range of demographics which will allow access to a wide range of different viewpoints and key themes which emerged from the data.

The conclusion will gather and analyse the data to provide an overall of what was found during this research activity. It is hoped that the recommendations made will have an impact on policymakers, governments, and education to ensure further investment is considered when focusing on capital punishment and to raise awareness and understanding of other alternatives to death.

2. [bookmark: _Toc115081486]
LITERATURE REVIEW 
2.1. [bookmark: _Toc115081487]Introduction 
The main aim of this literature review is to provide an overview of society’s perceptions of capital punishment and how this is perceived in society. Capital punishment is an important topic and one of the most debated topics worldwide due to its controversy. Capital punishment is an important topic to explore, as many states still use this as a form of punishment, which can be seen as a violation of an individual’s human rights and causes significant economic and physiological damage to individuals and society (Rupp, 2008). This Literature Review aims to answer the following research question through a critical review of the literature associated with the Death Penalty in the UK and USA. This dissertation will aim to answer the research question below:
RQ: What are Society’s Perception regarding Capital Punishment?

This literature review will consider the purpose and potential abolition of the Death Penalty by posing three key arguments for such a change in law:
· The death penalty does not deter criminals from committing murder
· The death penalty is inhumane and causes physical and emotional pain and suffering. 
· The death penalty is ‘immoral’. 

To answer the research question, this literature review will initially explore the historical development of the Death Penalty both in the UK and the USA. This review will also be focusing on recent policies and legislation within the criminal justice system. Albertson & Fox (2011) outline that crime can be defined as an act usually deemed socially harmful or dangerous, an unlawful act punishable by a state or other authority (Cornwell, ‎McElrea, ‎ Blad, 2006). Subsequently, then capital punishment will be explored in a global economy. Thereafter, there will be an in-depth review of the development of modern-day criminal justice theory and its implications for capital punishment. The implications of a more philosophical response to the death penalty in the 2020s will also be explored through consideration of the international agenda. Finally, the literature review will consider the implications for the continuation or cessation of the Death Penalty in the 21st century and beyond.

Sections 2.2 will now consider the history of the death penalty in the UK from the 1600s to the 2020s focusing on the development towards the abolishment of capital punishment, whilst 2.3 will explore how the history of the death penalty has developed differently in the USA in comparison to the UK.

2.2. [bookmark: _Toc115081488]The Death Penalty in the UK: 1600s to 2020s
UK and Death Penalty 1600/1700s
Interestingly criminal justice systems on capital punishment in the UK was exported to America with the early colonists during the 16th and 17th century this was partly due to religious persecution and poverty (Zahedieh, 2010; Goldingay, 2009). The colonialists took their Christian beliefs with them during this period, including the concept of capital punishment overall. Blattner (2009) expands further, claiming this law underpinned the new criminal justice system and continued with the idea of ‘an eye for an eye’. According to Roth (2014) an eye for an eye refers to the idea that someone who causes pain and suffering should, as a result, experience equal amounts of pain (Greenberg, 2005). Interestingly this Christian position was written after the Babylonian Hammurabi’s Code which is likely to have underpinned the biblical concepts of capital punishment and the current system in modern times in the USA (Spielvogel, 2011). This position was to some degree underpinned by the Hebrew Biblical Mosaic laws and the belief that society should be protected from criminals and wrongdoing, and as a result, any crimes carried out should result in imprisonment for the individual (Sadique & Stanislas, 2016). As early as 1600/1700s, records accounts of the death penalty being used as capital punishment in the UK. During the Middle ages, the cruelty of crimes and capital punishment were also developed and put in place. Therefore, these developments of capital punishment included methods of boiling and burning, the more elite classes were permitted to beheading or hanging. This form of punishment was seen as being provided with an honourable death, the forms of capital punishment which were carried out emphasise one of the three key arguments that the death penalty is ‘inhumane’ and causes pain or suffering. (Block & Hostettler, 1997). In England, during the 1600/1700s, the death penalty was inflicted even for minor crimes, such as stealing a loaf of bread. The individual who committed the crime would, as a result, be permitted to the death penalty, the most common method of capital punishment was hanging, which was later implemented as one of the commonly used methods of capital punishment, rather than other alternatives to death (Persily, Citrin, ‎& Egan, 2008).

UK and Death Penalty 1800/1900s
By the early 1800s Hostettler (2009) suggests that the criminal justice system developed over time in the UK, the criminal law in Britain was often notorious for its severity of punishments during 1800/1900s. These punishments included torture, crucifixion, death, and slavery (Aguilera-Barchet, 2014). However, arguments in support of Capital punishment suggest that the death penalty protects us from those who commit evil and deters criminals from committing crimes (Banner, 2009). Although in Great Britain during the 1950s, executions had become uncommon, the thought of Capital punishment was considered unconventional in everyday life. Although Siegel and Worrall (2018) argued that capital punishment was essential within society, as often it was used as an effective deterrent which will be explored during the next section (Dewey, 2012; Manzano, 2017).

Capital punishment was abolished in the UK in (1965) by the new law Abolition of Death Penalty, which made it illegal for anyone to be punishable by death for any of their crimes (Fredman, 2018; Block & Hostettler, 1997). One of the main reasons the death penalty was abolished in the UK was due to society’s growing conceptions of issues regarding human rights, and the inhuman behaviour capital punishment demonstrates (Hood & Hoyle, 2015; Bohm, ‎& Lee, 2017). Moreover, in Britain, the Murder Act (1965) affirms that an individual who has been convicted of murder would be hanged within 48 hours. The Murder Act (Abolition of Death Penalty) 1965 states that:
‘No individual shall suffer death for murder, and a person who is therefore convicted of murder shall be sentenced to imprisonment for life’ (Welsh Government, 2021.p.1).

UK and Death Penalty 2020s
Capital punishment first began in the UK prior to the 1600s and was still used up until the mid-20th century, when the death penalty was permitted for a list of crimes, many of which would be considered minor by today’s society, including treason, shoplifting and murder (Smith, 2022). However, many crimes warranted the death penalty, despite evidence that the death penalty does not deter criminals from committing murder (Heilbrun & Greene, 2013). The forms of punishment included murder, treason, robbery, burglary, arson, counterfeiting, rape, and theft, which were all considered capital crimes in England (Block & Hostettler, 1997). 
The death penalty was finally removed from the statute books in 1969 after an outcry about human rights and considerations relating to the death penalty (Knowles, 2015; Gordon & Ward, 2012). It was suggested that it undermines a human being’s dignity. Another reason why it was abolished was due to lack of evidence suggesting there were any deterrence effects on crime. The next section will now consider how the death penalty in the UK has impacted the USA (Garland, 2012). This section has explored specifically the death penalty within the UK and will now focus on the Death Penalty in the USA from the 1700s to 2020s. Section 2.3 will then lay the foundation for understanding the current situation on the death penalty in America. 

2.3. [bookmark: _Toc115081489]The Death Penalty in the USA: 1700s to 2020s
USA and Death Penalty 1700/1900s
The death penalty has continued for almost four centuries in America (Latzer & David, 2010), accounting for a significant estimated 20,000 executions. In the 17th and 18th centuries, capital punishment was imposed by public hanging. Thus, often public hangings were seen to provide justice to those who committed crimes, which would usually prevent others from any wrongdoing (Rennison & ‎Dodge, 2015). 

In America during 1800/1900s, the ways in which execution took place for individuals who were sentenced to death were by electrocution, hanging, lethal injection, gas chamber, beheading, or stoning (Herrmann, 2008; Constitutional Rights Foundation, 2021). Furthermore, in the USA, until the nineteenth century, hangings were often conducted outside in front of thousands of spectators, in which everyone could witness the consequence as a result of permitting crimes (Kronenwetter & Vasan, 2001). When focusing on capital punishment in the USA, it is important to understand the significant link between crime and deviance and how they impact the criminal justice system. 

Coomber, Donnermeyer, McElrath & Scott (2014) suggests deviance can be the definition of;
‘Deviance can often be defined as an attitude or action which can sometimes violate the norms within a society. Therefore, crime is deviance which violates a law, both crime and deviance represent the understanding of how society constructs what is classed as appropriate’ (Coomber, Donnermeyer, McElrath & Scott, 2014.p.1).

Upon focusing on the development of crime and the death penalty within society, it is important to focus on Emile Durkheim's (1858-1975) work, in particular, Durkheim was one of the first sociologists to study crime. He argued that both crime and punishment are linked (Lemert, 2000). Durkheim (1858-1975) understands crimes by identifying two social facts relating to crime and deviance, such as norms and values. He believed that there are three key ideas relating to crime such as crime is unavoidable within society and even necessary to make sure society function. First, he believed that crime has a positive role in society and, as a result, improves society's overall well-being (Marsh, 2007 & Hilbert, 2017). He also thought that too much crime is bad for society and would eventually cause humanity to collapse, although he argued that, on the other hand, social control in society is also essential for the overall function (Melossi, 2008; Siegel, 2016, & Brownstein, 2015). Moreover, Durkheim’s work suggests that not every individual member of society can be equally committed to the shared values and moral beliefs of the society in which we live (Gabor, 1994). Thus, individuals are often exposed to different influences within their lives, which results in people inevitably breaking the law (Ziyanak & Williams, 2014; Rock, 1988). Durkheim argued that a certain amount of criminality was essential for society to function, such as social regulation, which reinforces the boundaries of acceptable behaviour (Leon-Guerrero, 2010; Marsh, ‎Melville & Morgan, 2011). Thus, each time a member of society is punished for crimes they have committed, they make it clear to society that this action is not acceptable behaviour (Barlow & Decker, 2010). The second key function of crime included social integration, this second function of crime is essential to strengthen social cohesion and create a sense of belonging. For example, when crimes have been committed, the community joins together as one, enabling a community to stand together and feel a sense of belonging with one and another (Thompson & Bynum, 2021; Meringolo, 2020).

Lastly, Durkheim believed that social change was essential within society he suggested that an action often achieved by the criminals is, therefore, to provide a persistent test of the boundaries of legal action (Kendall, 2015). Thus, when exploring Durkheim’s perception of the criminal justice system, he understood punishment as not removing crime altogether, as ‘crime’ enables the overall functioning of society (Birx, 2006). It can be argued that such crimes deviate from the social norms of society and are an attack on expected behaviours (Rogers & Bender, 2020).

The next section will go on to explore the development of capital punishment in the USA during the 1950s/60s, focusing upon society’s perception and the overall understanding of capital punishment, whilst exploring the methods in which capital punishment was legalised and often used in the USA.
USA and the Death Penalty 1950s/60s
The USA has continued to use the death penalty after the UK abolished and changed the law in 1964. However, the USA's overall development of capital punishment developed differently from the UK during the 1950s. Many members of society were in favour of capital punishment and the death penalty. The American public understood capital punishment as a form of preventative measure (Unnever, Cullen & Jonson, 2008; Block & Hostettler, 1997). Simon & Sparks (2013) claim that most states within the USA authorise capital punishment, whereas Europe has abolished capital punishment due to human rights issues since 1965 (Fredman, 2018). In America, lethal injection is usually the preferred method for executing prisoners in the USA (Delfino & Day, 2008). Although, from the 1950s to 1968 there was also a significant decrease in capital punishment, resulting in 158 death sentences, in 1953 a significant 70% of the American public approved and agreed with capital punishment if someone was convicted of a crime (Ambos, Duff, ‎& Roberts, 2020). Although capital punishment has developed differently in the USA, and they have not abolished capital punishment. Due to society’s perception, the main argument to legalise capital punishment is that it can be effective in deterring criminal activity (Fridell, 2004). Although many argue against capital punishment and suggest that there is a lack of evidence that it deters crime, despite ethical concerns surrounding capital punishment, the USA have still legalised it in the 2020s. 

USA and the Death Penalty 2020s
In the USA lethal injection is the preferred method of execution of convicted prisoners in the United States (Smith, ‎ McCall, & McCluskey, 2005).  Miethe and Lu (2005) suggest one of the main reasons behind lethal injection being the most used for capital punishment is due to being considered one of the cheaper methods of execution, along with the reason that it is the most humane method of death. Enders (2011) suggests another reason for the use of lethal injection is that it avoids unpleasant visual effects as opposed to other forms of capital punishment, such as beheading or execution. 

Texas has been seen as the national leader in executions and one state that has faced much debate and controversy over the years (Human Rights Act, 2003). This is because they adopted lethal injection for capital punishment, as opposed to other methods such as gas, electrocution or hanging. Moreover, it was suggested that lethal injection was the most effective method of capital punishment, as it was argued that it provided a pain-free way of death (Sorensen & Pilgrim, 2013; Harris & Bodden, 2019). Although, after the death penalty was abolished in Michigan (1846) the supreme court decided to reintroduce the death penalty in the USA. The main arguments for re-introducing the death penalty was the effect this had on society in crime prevention, and currently, many states in the USA continue to use the Death Penalty (Epstein, 1992; Hammel, 2010; Table 1). 



[bookmark: _Toc115081490]Table 1: Abolish of the Death Penalty by State
	State
	Republican
Democrat
	Type of Crime
	Death Penalty 
Abolished in:
	Historic Type of  
Death Penalty Used:
	Current Type of Death Penalty Used:

	Alabama
	Republican
	Murder
	
	Hanging
	Lethal Injection

	Arizona 
	Republican
	Murder
	
	Gas Chamber
	Lethal Injection

	Colorado
	Democrat
	Treason
	2020
	Hanging/Gas Chamber
	

	Florida South
	Republican
	Drug Trafficking
Murder
	
	Hanging
	Electric Chair

	Georgia 
	Republican 
	Murder
Rape
	
	Hanging
	Lethal Injection

	Kansas
	Republican
	Murder
	
	Hanging
	Lethal Injection

	Michigan 
	Democrat
	Treason
	1846 
	Lethal Injection
	

	Minnesota
	Democrat
	Murder
	1991
	Hanging 
	

	New Mexico
	Democrat 
	Murder
Rape
	2009
	Lethal Injection
	

	New York 
	Democrat
	Murder
	2004
	Lethal Injection
	

	North Carolina
	Republican
	Murder
	
	Gas Chamber
	Lethal Injection

	South Dakota 
	Republican
	Murder
	
	Electrocution
	Lethal Injection

	Texas South
	Republican 
	Murder
	
	Hanging
	Lethal Injection 

	Virginia
	Democrat
	Murder
Rape
	1965
	Hanging
	

	Washington 
	Democrat 
	Murder
Treason
Rape
	2018
	Lethal Injection
	

	Wisconsin
	Democrat
	Murder
	1853
	Hanging
	

	Wyoming
	Republican
	Murder
	
	Hanging
	Lethal Injection


(Taken from Death Penalty Information Centre, 2022; Constitutional Rights Foundation, 2021). 
It is also interesting to note that the use of the death penalty also appears to mirror the political narrative in each state, as highlighted in the above diagram (Image 1). As highlighted above in (Table 1) there are many countries that have a historic history with the use of capital punishment. Interestingly most historic methods of capital punishment have been by hanging. Despite much development towards the abolishment of capital punishment due to human rights issues.  In (Table 1) it is evident that many states in the USA still have not abolished capital punishment. 
[bookmark: _Toc115081491]Image 1: USA 2020 Election Results by State
[image: See the source image]
(Reddit, 2012).

As stated above, lethal injection is the most used method of capital punishment, with only Florida using the method of the electric chair as a form of punishment. Upon focusing on (Image 1), which presents USA 2020 Election Results by State, there is a clear link politically between states who have the death penalty to those that have abolished it. Most of the states which are democratic have abolished the use of capital punishment, whereas, in comparison, states which are under the control of the publican have not abolished the death penalty and still use it as a form of punishment today. The information presented in both (Table 1) and (Image 1) could link to southern states where slavery was used, which resulted in the use of capital punishment. Joubert (2012) suggests there is a history of racial basis within the Southern legal system within the USA. The historical racial culture within the South has also influenced the imposition of capital punishment (Joubert, 2012 cited in Baldus et al, 1990) suggest after many studies, in particular, a study carried out by Baldus (1998) found a significant 96% of states showed a pattern or link between defendant discrimination (Jourbert, 2012). 

Poveda (2000) suggests that when the American public is presented with alternatives to capital punishment, support for capital punishment declines to less than 50%. Moreover, many Americans’ expressed doubts about the death penalty due to the possibility of discrimination in the application of capital punishment. After exploring the above tables, it is important to consider the significant implications that capital punishment has presented. The next section will explore capital punishment in the USA and will explore what crimes result in the death penalty and what methods are commonly used (Table, 1). Capital punishment is a highly emotive and widely debated topic worldwide (Vago, 2015; Burkhead, 2009). In the United States, under the 8th amendment, the five common methods for execution include lethal gas, lethal injection, firing squad, hanging and electrocution. The death penalty is used for various crimes in the USA, including murder, robbery, and treason (Constitutional Rights Foundation, 2012; Death Penalty Education Centre, 2021; Table 1). 

There has been much research surrounding capital punishment from a global perspective. Many countries have legalised capital punishment, whereas in comparison, many countries have taken a different approach, and there have been significant issues surrounding human rights. The next section will explore the death penalty in a global economy, focusing on the current global situation on capital punishment and the human rights surrounding the legalisation of capital punishment, whilst focusing on the global perceptions of different countries and how they are controlling crime. 

2.4. [bookmark: _Toc115081492]The Death Penalty in a Global Society 
Global Situation, Human Rights and Death Penalty 2020s 
Crime prevention has been a widely debated topic worldwide, and questions have been asked on whether crime prevention is effective within our society. Firstly, it is essential to focus on a community without reward or punishment (Welsh & Farrington, 2014; Boostrom & Henderson, 2022). However, in comparison, most executions were expected to be carried out in China, with a global figure of at least 483 deaths recorded in 2020 (Death Penalty Information Centre, 2019). Despite many countries abolishing capital punishment, there is a range of countries that still permit capital punishment today, such as the USA, Iran, Saudi Arabia, China, Korea, and many more. However, I will be focusing specifically on capital punishment’s development in the USA. According to Amnesty International (2021) many countries still use Capital Punishment. They outlined that around 54 countries still legally permit the death penalty in 2020. In 2020 most executions took place in China, Egypt, Iran, and Saudi Arabia (Death Penalty Information Centre, 2021). In 2012 the USA was 6th on the list of highest users of the death penalty (Death Penalty Information Centre, 2022). However, by 2020, 108 countries had entirely abolished the death penalty (Amnesty International, 2020; Chen & Renteln, 2022). Banks (2012) outlines why many countries decide to abolish the death penalty, and many abolitionists claim that a death penalty is a form of punishment that violates human rights and is inhumane within society and the individual (Clapham, 2015). The Council of Europe and the European Union have outlined that capital punishment has no appropriate place in the legal system of modern civilised societies and consider this to be inhumane and is enshrined in Article 3 of (ECHR) European Convention on Human Rights (Schabas, 2015). Meltsner (2011) also explores the implications and issues surrounding the death penalty, suggesting that the death penalty can be seen as inhumane, as supported by the Human Rights Act (1998). 

Often the most commonly used form of execution is lethal injection, ‘Great Britain’s Royal Commission on Capital Punishment Sorensen & Pilgrim (2013) highlighted many of the concerns that are put forward in the USA today in regard to death by lethal injection from public policy (Abbott, 2012). Thus, their main objection was that there was not enough research and understanding to guarantee it would be effective in humans without causing any distress or pain, which reinstates the main arguments that the death penalty causes pain and suffering (Greenberg, 2005). Philpott (2014) claims that despite suggestions that this approach is more ‘humane’ and one of the less painful methods of execution, there is not enough evidence that it has ever been adequately tested (Hinman, 2016). Furthermore, the only two peer-reviewed studies investigating lethal injection being administered claim that the amounts of aesthetics used during any performed execution were probably insufficient to ensure consciousness or pain in nearly half of the cases examined (Death Penalty Information Centre, 2022). Moreover, lethal injection is seen as insufficient in ensuring the process is pain-free therefore drawing us back to the crucial argument that the death penalty is inhumane, causing physical and emotional pain and suffering. 

This section has explored the complexities surrounding the death penalty in a global society, along with exploring different methods of execution and how this may have a direct impact on the individual. Section 2.5 will explore the different models of the criminal justice system and the death penalty, exploring how effective the death penalty is for reducing crime rates. This section will also explore the alternatives to the death penalty and the effectiveness of these methods. 

2.5. [bookmark: _Toc115081493]Models of Criminal Justice and the Death Penalty 
Does it Work? The Deterrence and Retribution Theory/Just Deserts
Despite writers emphasising the effectiveness of the need for capital punishment to reduce crime rates, Bun et al (2019) argue that there is no consensus on the effect of the criminal justice system and whether it reduces crime activity. The sanctions imposed by the criminal justice system are often reliant on the type of crime the individual has committed and how serious the offence is deemed to be. Nagin and Pepper (2012) highlight that some researchers have established that crime deterrent effects are significant and robust for the death penalty to reduce crimes significantly. Nagin and Pepper (2012, cited in Shepered, 2004) highlights evidence of the deterrent effect of capital punishment as: 
‘Further research on the relationship between capital punishment and crime has developed strong unanimity among economists that capital punishment does deter crime’ (Shepherd, 2004, p.1). 

However, some do not agree and argue that there is no deterrent effect but suggest that the findings support that a deterrent effect is fragile and not robust. 

Criminologists study why individuals commit crimes and how this impacts society; however, it is often a question that is difficult to answer due to the number of influences that could impact and potentially cause crimes. Barlow and Decker (2010) suggest crimes are significantly complex, and criminologists aim to determine why some individuals may violate societal rules. Furthermore, clear evidence indicates that an individual’s chances of committing crimes can often be influenced by their socio-economic background (Neckerman, 2004; Siegel & Wildt, 2015). Thus, the leading cause of social inequalities is often the socio-economic background that the individual has experienced growing up within their community. According to Barak (2009) the main link between inequalities and crime is emphasised by the three main ecological theories of crime. 

Capital punishment is another expression for the ‘death penalty (Steffen, 2006) which refers to the legal execution of a human being (Harris & Bodden, 2019). When we consider the phrase Capital Punishment, it is useful to unpack its meaning; the word capital originates from the Latin term for ‘head’, therefore throughout history, it has been associated with capital punishment and other forms of death (Latzer & David, 2010; Verma, 1999). Tese punishments that were carried out existed during the bloody code. This code allowed a significant 220 crimes to be punishable by capital punishment; crimes would differ in severity, but would all have the same result (LaFollette, 2019). Thus, Garland, McGowen, and Meranze (2011) argues the bloody code using the death penalty was often used as a deterrent; the punishable death would also be in public to symbolise shame for any crimes permitted, as a result, this would often stop others from committing crimes in the future (Miethe & Lu, 2010). 

McGowen (1994) asserts that one of the common criticisms of the death penalty is that juries do not often convict if the punishment is death due to its moral controversy. Therefore, significantly reducing the assurance of punishment and, as a result, its deterrent value. Radelet and Borg (2000) argue that most deterrence studies have been unsuccessful in providing evidence that the death penalty can be effective. Therefore, suggestions claim that the death penalty is not more successful than long-term imprisonment. There is an agreement among both criminologists and law enforcement that capital punishment has a diminutive effect on homicide rates that is more effective than long-term imprisonment (Radlet & Borg, 2000 cited in Bailey & Peterson, 2008) claim: 
‘The research is detailed that capital punishment is not more effective than imprisonment as introduced in the United States’ (Bailey & Peterson, 2008.p.45).

Alternatives to the Death Penalty
When focusing on capital punishment, it is firstly essential to recognise the modern-day criminal justice theory and focus on how this defines capital punishment today. Firstly, it is necessary to emphasise the concept of Restorative Justice's primary goal: to develop and transform the way modern-day societies understand and respond to crimes committed. Thus, aims to replace retributive justice and social control with a focus on rehabilitating offenders through reconciliation with the victims and the community (Fredy, 2015). Furthermore, Johnstone and Ness (2007) suggest that restorative justice challenges traditional responses to wrongdoing. Doak (2008) suggest that alternative approaches are intended to make perpetrators attentive to the extent of the impairment caused to other people and their obligation to compensate for crimes committed through positive gestures and acts. 
According to Pavlich (2013) the main aim of restorative justice is to enable those harmed by crime or conflict and those responsible for this harm to communicate with each other. The purpose is for all individuals involved to move forward positively, thus building relationships and repairing harm through accepting responsibilities and taking the necessary steps forward (Johnstone &‎ Ness, 2013). Brooks (2019) outlines that retribution, on the other hand, is the opposite of restorative justice and is one of the contemporary theories regarding punishment (Hoffman, 2005). Often retribution is where punishment is justified, where it is warranted, and an offender, therefore, should be punished in comparison to their crime, thus meaning that the punishment is justified where it is deserved. Retributivists claim that an offender must deserve a punishment for it to be justified. Often the view of just deserts helps us understand the justification of the punishment and the degree of punishment (Wong, 2001). Often, offenders must possess equal amounts of pain and suffering and their punishment to understand how deserving they are for their crimes permitted. Pojman (2000) claim that the more ‘evil’ the crime, then the greater and more significant the punishment should be. One of the main reasons for this belief is that the individual will receive an equal amount of pain in which they caused their victim (McDermid, 2011). According to White et al (2017) retributivism suggests punishment is justified and determined by deliberations of justice, rights, and desert rather than by social consequences. Many suggest this theory understands that the punishment should fit the offence of the crime committed. Zaibert (2016) argues that retribution differs from revenge, as revenge ensures the wrongdoer gets just deserts, Miller (2012) suggests retribution is a punishment inflicted on an individual for wrongdoing such as a criminal act, which often is proportionate to the crime that has been committed.

Herring (2016) argues in comparison, revenge is a form of personal punishment and a harmful action against an individual in response to wrong-doing and taking one’s own justice into their own hands. Retribution, according to Zaibert (2016) is a form of punishment that is inflicted and imposed by the law, in contrast, revenge is a form of punishment that is not sanctioned by the law. It is often argued that retribution can reinstate moral balance, thus forcing the wrongdoer to compensate the victim for any crimes permitted (Judah, 2013 & Walgrave, 2012). Retribution can be linked to capital punishment, as often, society feels there should be a death penalty when focusing on retribution. Society considers that if a life is taken, there should be a process where the offender receives what the victim has experienced. Thus, the punishment is often dependent on the severity of the offence to determine what the offender will receive (Kadish, Schulhofer, ‎& Barkow, 2022).

After exploring the models of criminal justice and how these are implemented when focusing on capital punishment, it is significant to consider alternative methods to death and explore how other forms of punishment could be more effective, in particular focusing on Nordic countries, which do not use the death penalty but are reducing the numbers in the prison population by taking a social view. In this section, we have explored the models of crime linked with the criminal justice system. Section 2.6 will focus on alternatives to the death penalty, focusing on the global movement toward the abolition of the death penalty. 

2.6. [bookmark: _Toc115081494]Alternatives to the Death Penalty: Justice for All
There has been a global movement towards the abolition of the death penalty and restraint on the use of capital punishment, the offences that would often be punishable by the death penalty often resulted in public outrage and highlighted significant concern regarding the treatment of using this as a form of punishment (Penal Reform International, 2015). The history of international law has always been to respect human rights and freedom, ensuring that everyone has the right to life (Caney & Jones, 2001). Article 3 from the Declaration of Human Rights states ‘that everyone has the right to life’. When focusing upon Article 5 of the same document, the article states that ‘no individual should be subject to torture, or inhuman or degrading behaviour or punishment’.(United Nations, 2021). Thus, making capital punishment one of the most fundamental human rights violations, despite many attempts to the abolition of the death penalty, it is still permitted in many states. There are many reasons that the death penalty is seen to be not acceptable within society, one of the most common reasons being that everyone has a right to life and should not be subject to any inhuman or degrading punishment (Amnesty International UK, 2019). Moreover, there are many writers who argue against capital punishment and the killing of another human being. Thus, this can be linked with the view of the abolitionists. 

Scalet and Arthur (2014) suggest that abolitionists argue that capital punishment and killing another human being violates the murderer’s right and entitlement to life. Seth (2013) argues that offenders relinquish their right to life by committing murder and, therefore, should experience equal amounts of pain and suffering, as identified within the just deserts theory, where someone is punishable with equal amounts of pain and suffering (Ritchie, 2004). Although many countries have not abolished capital punishment, many countries have worked towards abolishing capital punishment and are working towards alternative methods. For example, Nordic countries that do not use the death penalty are reducing the numbers in the prison population by taking a social view. Lappi-Seppälä and Tonry (2011) outline that the Nordic countries that have abolished the death penalty, along with Switzerland, Ireland and Slovenia had the lowest imprisonment numbers in all of Europe in 2011. Many of the reasons for Nordic countries having the lowest imprisonment rates include the social view that they have taken, including the strength and sincerity of the welfare state, which is due to significant levels of social trust (Boostrom & Henderson, 2022).  Crime prevention is more controlled in Nordic countries, although dissimilarities in imprisonment rates compared to other countries cannot be explained by disparities in crime (Zimring, ‎2003). Instead, Nordic Countries have developed a society with social trust, enabling them to reduce imprisonment numbers and the development of a welfare state. Christie (2004) argues that the welfare state has continued with less oppressive policies, which has enabled Nordic countries to develop and enhance alternatives to imprisonment and the death penalty (Lappi-Seppälä, 2007).Further suggestions made by Syvertsen, Enli, Mjøs, and Moe (2014) assert that the Nordic Model or often referred to as the Scandinavian model, aims to enhance both equality and social mobility. The aim is to work toward building a community with equal access to resources and a high level of social cohesion. Ugelvik and Dullum (2011) claim the social outlook Nordic Countries have had upon imprisonment has created benefits to the well-being of citizens (Smith & Ugelvik , 2017). The main aim of this is to use punishment as a last resort to maintain equity within society. However, if imprisonment is imposed on an individual, the main goal is to focus on the prisoner’s rehabilitation and inclusion into society upon their release to the community (Leonard, 2021).

Corlett (2006) suggests that despite the significant human rights implications of capital punishment and many arguments that capital punishment does not deter crime rates, many countries still use this as a method of punishment (Steiker, 2019). Although there are alternatives to capital punishment demonstrated by the Nordic countries, an alternative to capital punishment is taking away the desire to offend by offering rehabilitation (Lappi-Seppälä & Tonry, 2011). The concept of this punishment is that rehabilitation will provide support and training to the offender to help them function in society and re-enter the community. Campbell (2020) suggests that Rehabilitation has been a controversial subject within the fields of criminology. The definition of rehabilitation refers to:
‘The process of enabling an individual to readapt to society, with the ability to reinstate someone to a prior position or ranking within society’ (Campbell,2020.p.831).

Hean, ‎Johnsen, and Kajamaa (2021) claims it’s essential to prepare people for life and their reintroduction to society is a crucial and complicated task. Offender rehabilitation is the main strategy implemented by prisons. Programmes involve support for the prisoners enabling them to access education, employment, and health care to reintroduce them into society and reduce the likelihood of them reoffending in the future. However, the rehabilitation model has faced much criticism. The United Nations (2018) claim offenders often leave prison without the adequate support and treatment required to re-enter society, thus often resulting in both physical and mental health effects. The Welsh Government (2005) claim they have explored the effectiveness of rehabilitation in prisons, focusing on the success of prisons in decreasing the levels of re-offending through rehabilitation. Their investigations identified that prisons were sometimes overcrowded (Bunce & Bullock, 2020). Sometimes implementing the rehabilitation strategy was ineffective, providing a lack of support in providing education, paid work, and vocational training due to being short-staffed and having inadequate access to supplies (The Welsh Government, 2005; Skilbrei & Holmström, 2016). Moreover, McGuire (2003) argue that the concept and implementation of rehabilitation versus punishment, such as capital punishment, have left the American Penal community feeling frustrated and unhappy since its commencement. The leading development for punishment over rehabilitation programmes to be implemented within prisons was pushed by politicians due to the public's significant pressure due to rising crime rates (Hean, ‎Johnsen, & Kajamaa, 2021). The reason for this argument was that prisons were often overcrowded, resulting in access to only limited vocational and educational programmes available, which were often ineffective. They further suggest it is not a question of whether rehabilitation is successful but suggest if rehabilitation programmes are correctly applied, it can be an effective alternative to death (Ugelvik & Dullum, 2011). However, there are many arguments for Rehabilitation being effective, The Welsh Government (2013) suggest they have investigated evidence regarding reducing the reoffending of prisoners by gathering their evidence from their Transforming Rehabilitation Strategy. They completed this investigation by allowing offenders to be released from custody, enabling them to re-enter the community under supervision and rehabilitation. 

The evidence suggests that, overall, rehabilitation is highly effective in reducing reoffending and provides good evidence that it can be an alternative to other forms of punishment. The evidence from the Welsh Government Report (2013) suggested there was good evidence that violence can be reduced by providing psychosocial interventions and are significantly effective at reducing the risks of a prisoner re-offending when re-entering society (Crow, 2001). Furthermore, there was also evidence supporting drug interventions in prison and the community, along with rehabilitative support such as providing prison-based cognitive behaviour therapy programmes, which had a positive impact on reducing re-offending. (Ugwudike et al, 2019). Many Nordic countries have successfully implemented alternatives to imprisonment, and capital punishment, such as introducing rehabilitation systems, Body-Gendrot et al (2013) suggest Nordic countries have the most advanced rehabilitation programmes and offer offenders the best support in enabling prisoners the ability to successfully re-enter society (Pollock, 2016). Nordic countries have been seen to go above and beyond to develop preventative strategies to protect the public, and stop offenders from re-offending, Hendrix et al (2019) suggest Norway’s crime rates are significantly low when compared to the USA, during the USA studies in 2016 indicated that 70% of individuals who were arrested, re-offender within a 5-8 year period, whereas in comparison there is a 20% reoffending rate in Norway (Radford, 2020; Richards, 2017). The legal system in Norway has been praised for its excellent legal approach, and the Norway prison involves a rehabilitation system that enables imprisoned people to successfully re-enter society by providing vocational training and treating them for any physiological issues that they may be experiencing difficulty with (Prieta et al, 2020; Barkan & Bryjak, 2011). 

2.7. [bookmark: _Toc115081495]Conclusion
This section has explored the literature surrounding crime, the death penalty and alternatives to the death penalty to try and respond to the research question by considering the historical development of capital punishment both in the UK and the USA. Although this review's main purpose was to explore society’s perceptions of Capital Punishment in the USA. The overall development and perception of capital punishment have changed over time in the UK, leading to its abolishment in (1965). However, this review has highlighted that capital punishment in America has developed differently as opposed to the UK. In the USA, capital punishment is often favoured over other forms of punishment due to society’s perceptions (Herrmann, 2008). 

This review has highlighted the different models of the criminal justice system and focused on how they have impacted the policies and procedures relating to the killing of another human being. During this literature review there has been an exploration of the proposed effectiveness of capital punishment in the USA and analysed whether it is effective in deterring criminals from committing murder. This review has highlighted that there is substantial evidence which suggests capital punishment does not deter individuals from committing crimes and offers no deterrence effect or benefit to society. Corlett (2006) suggests capital punishment serves no purpose in deterring criminals from committing crimes or violence within societies. Despite much evidence that capital punishment is not effective in preventing crime, there are still many countries that use capital punishment, which has been highlighted during this review. This review has outlined the significant issues surrounding human rights and focused on how capital punishment can have a negative impact on an individual and the community (Garland, 2010). There has also been a consideration of the alternatives to the death penalty, the evidence has concluded that there are many effective alternatives to the death penalty, which are currently being used in Nordic countries. Nordic countries are developing effective crime prevention methods and criminal justice policies that focus on early intervention to prevent criminals from re-offending (Grøn, ‎Nedergaard, ‎& Wivel, 2015). Nordic countries have made attempts to successfully implement rehabilitation programmes for prisoners to provide them with the support they need when they re-enter the community (Liebling & Maruna, 2013). It is evidence from the literature explored in this dissertation that rehabilitation programmes can be effective methods in preventing crime. Thus, Nordic countries seem to be leading the enhancement of using these programmes and reducing the crime rates and creating an equal society for all (Nuttall, 2000; Council of Europe, 2000). 

[bookmark: _Toc75960225]

3. [bookmark: _Toc115081496]METHODOLOGY AND METHODS REVIEW 
3.1. [bookmark: _Toc75960226][bookmark: _Toc115081497]Introduction
The public perceptions of the death penalty in the USA are high on the political agenda, as already indicated within the literature review, many countries have already abolished the use of capital punishment. Many states within the USA continue to use capital punishment as a form of punishment. Thus, this dissertation seeks to explore and answer the research question below:
RQ: What are Society’s Perceptions regarding Capital Punishment?

To explore this research question, this methodology will take a broadly qualitative ontology position, although some elements of this methodology have pragmatism principles which understand thoughts and feelings as forms of data collection. In order to understand reality, an interpretive position will be used from the epistemology lens. This, in turn, will underpin the data collection method. Ethical issues will also be considered throughout this dissertation whilst exploring the strengths and weaknesses of the data collection methods that will be applied. The ethical issues will also be considered, such as focusing on consent and confidentiality and what methods will be used to ensure consent and confidentiality are followed and implemented during this research (Boudah, 2010; Salmons, 2015).

3.2. [bookmark: _Toc75960227][bookmark: _Toc115081498]Context of Study
[bookmark: _Toc75960228]The participants in this project will be selected by sharing a Qualtrics questionnaire via my social media page on Facebook. This will enable the sample selection to be from a diverse range of individuals, who have different opinions and experiences on capital punishment, which will allow for diverse conclusions and justifications relating to the death penalty (Biddix, 2018; Kaša, & Mieriņa, 2019). As my research will be carried out online and not in a face-to-face setting, there is more probability that participants will be open with their opinions and perceptions and willing to answer truthfully and be transparent, which will enable the data to be more robust and accurate (Given, 2008). 

3.3. [bookmark: _Toc115081499] Justification for Methodology 
Upon preparing for this research, all methodological approaches were carefully considered to determine the most effective approaches to apply to the research question. The research method that will be applied during this research to collect data will be broadly qualitative research. However, some elements of this methodology have pragmatism principles, Bowling and Ebrahim (2005) assert that there are many forms of data collection in qualitative research, the most used method within social science is often Qualitative data (Lichtman, 2010; Creswell, 2013). Qualitative research is a form of data collection that generates narrative or non-numeric information, which is often used in social science as it is concerned with collecting data from the experience of others, focusing on feelings, and lived experiences (Flick, 2018; Salkind, 2010). Qualitative data is used to collect and analyse data that describes qualities or characteristics, using a variety of methods such as questionnaires, observations, and interviews (Olaussen,‎ Bowles, ‎& Lord, 2022). For this reason, this research will focus on qualitative data collection, as this form of data collection will enable me to determine society’s perception of capital punishment‎ (Donnelly & Kanika, 2022). The reason for choosing this data collection method is due to collect the opinions and thoughts of other individuals (Newby, 2014; Miller, 2013). 

The methodological approach that will be implemented during this research will be an interpretive paradigm that is concerned with the understanding of the world, this paradigm believes that reality is complex, and often a single phenomenon can have multiple interpretations (Whiteford & Hocking, 2012; Image, 2). Tracy (2019) suggests this approach comprehends social theories and perspectives that comprise a view and understanding of reality, often making sense of their lives and society, which is shaped by their own actions and beliefs (Axinn & Pearce, 2006). This approach has its basis in the ontology belief, which claims that reality is a subjective experience which has a different meaning to every single person (Hatch, 2018; Willis, 2007). To answer the research question effectively, it will be essential to understand society’s perceptions of capital punishment, to make sense of their experiences, feelings and perceptions, which will be generated by qualitative methods of data collection (Creswell & Poth, 2016). This section will explain each of the different aspect of the methodology sequentially below (Image 2). 
[bookmark: _Toc115081500]Image 2: Methodological Positioning 
[image: Diagram
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[bookmark: _Toc71534217][bookmark: _Toc71531278][bookmark: _Toc75960229]The methodological approach that will be adopted during this research will be that of an interpretive paradigm, as this is more appropriate to the research question. When undertaking an interpretive paradigm in research which refers to the understanding that humans can construct knowledge as they interpret their experiences and understanding of the world (O'Connor & Netting, 2009; Kanire, 2012). Approaching the research in this manner will allow the researcher to collect qualitative data and enable the perceptions and thoughts to be expressed through qualitative data collection methods, such as using a qualitative qualtrics questionnaire (Dellal & Koch, 2019; Image 3). 
[bookmark: _Toc115081501]Image 3: Research Methods
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(Patel, 2015).
3.4. [bookmark: _Toc115081502]Population and Sample
The participants in this project will be selected from my own social media (Facebook) page for this data collection, I will be using a Qualtrics questionnaire, I will be posing the link on my Facebook page so that individuals can choose whether they wish to fill in the questionnaire. As the Qualtrics questionnaire will be shared through my Facebook page, the sample will be from a variety of individuals from a diverse range of backgrounds who use Facebook and are happy to contribute to the research study (Qualtrics, 2022). Although there may be bias within this research, the individuals who are on my Facebook page are likely to have similar thoughts and opinions. These people are more likely to share the same or similar viewpoints. As I have also studied for an Advocacy degree, my viewpoints and feelings may reflect the individuals on my Facebook page (Malim, 1997).  Participants will also be asked to send the Qualtrics link to friends if they wish to this will allow for a snowball effect sample and enable the researcher to access a wider set of participants and minimise the risk of bias during this research (Gavin, 2008). 

[bookmark: _Toc75960230]

3.5. [bookmark: _Toc115081503]Data Collection: Online Qualitative Questionnaires
For this research, I will be using a Qualitative questionnaire to gather my data as this method is the most effective as the research will be collecting data to gather perceptions that society has on the death penalty (Issa, Isaias, ‎& Kommers, 2015). Although this research will consist mainly of qualitative data collection methods, there will be a small amount of quantitative data collected from the Qualtrics questionnaire, for example, there will be a series of questions which will aim to gather individuals’ thoughts and perceptions on capital punishment (Barker, Pistrang, ‎Elliott, 2015; Wankel, 2016).

When using qualitative questionnaires to collect data, they can enable the researcher to gather and target wider participants, Babbie and Maxfield (2017) suggest this is the best form of data collection to spread over more participants, which will gather robust, diverse, and reliable data Antunes, Watt, and Peres (2020). As my research will require using a qualtrics online questionnaire, it can sometimes put less pressure on the participant, as they are able to answer the questions transparently. Whilst the research will be online, there will be no cohesion from the researcher to the participant undertaking in the research, and therefore the researcher will not be a gatekeeper (Miller, Mauthner, ‎& Birch, 2012). As Qualtrics does not collect emails it is able to provide more anonymity, despite there being people who are linked to me personally via Facebook (Hammonds, 2004). This is in line with the Data Protection (1984)  another benefit to undertaking research online is the anonymity that safeguards the participant Given (2008) affirms that online questionnaires enable the participant to feel confident that they can be honest when answering the research questions, and they will not be identified by anyone if they give a particular view or opinion (Manning & Kunkel, 2013; Axinn & Pearce, 2006). 

Although there are many positives to undertaking qualitative data, there are also disadvantages to undertaking an online questionnaire. Bailey (2008) suggests using an online system to distribute a questionnaire, and the lack of personal contact may cause difficulty in establishing a proper relationship with the participant, which can be difficult if they are unable to understand the question or wish to clarify for further information (Pope & Mays, 2020). 

Before this research, it was decided that the data would be collected through a Qualtrics questionnaire, and the sample would be identified through my own social media page. The participants will be from a diverse range of backgrounds and of different demographics. Participants will be encouraged to pass the link on to other people to allow for a snowballing effect. This will allow for diverse opinions and perceptions to gather the data on thoughts and perceptions on capital punishment through a larger sample (Bachman & Schutt, 2007). Often snowball sampling is effective when used for qualitative research, as it enables the researcher to access hard to reach groups or individuals (Bryman, 2021). Sim and Wright (2000) suggest that using a qualitative online questionnaire is essential to avoid double negatives when planning your questions for your questionnaire, as often double negatives can be confusing for the participant and often result in the questionnaire becoming misleading and as a result. Moore (2001) asserts that there are many disadvantages when using qualitative online questionnaires, often it can be difficult to produce the data as many people will fail to fill in the questionnaire with detailed responses, which can have a direct impact on how much data is going to be collected (Bryman, 2016). To mitigate this, I will pilot my questionnaire to a few colleagues to ensure clarity of questions used (McNabb, 2010).  The questions included in the Qualtrics Questionnaire are outlined in (Appendix 3).

Although there are many positives when using an online questionnaire, there are also many negatives and ethical issues surrounding the use of online questionnaires. The main ethical issues surrounding online questionnaires are confidentiality and informed consent. Miller, ‎ Birch and Mauthner (2012) argue that when completing an online questionnaire, there can be a risk to both the researcher and participant as the participant may not fully understand what they are consenting to. Therefore, Marczyk, ‎DeMatteo and ‎Festinger (2010) argue it is essential to ensure the participant is provided with a context of the study and the researcher obtains informed consent in order to minimise the risk of accusation (Bryman et al, 2021). It is important to consider the ethical issues surrounding confidentiality, anonymity, and privacy when carrying out an online questionnaire. Rosen, ‎ Cheever, and Carrier (2015) claim the researcher is responsible to ensure that they minimise identifiable information, to ensure the participant’s privacy and anonymity are always kept (Nardi, 2015). 

3.6. [bookmark: _Toc115081504]Data Analysis
For this research, I will be focusing on the qualitative responses to the questionnaire and thematic analysis. According to Gibson and Brown (2009) thematic analysis is a commonly used method of data collection in qualitative research (Nowell et al, 2017 cited in Braun & Clarke, 2006) assert that thematic analysis should be at the foundation of any qualitative research. Thematic analysis is a process which is used for qualitative information. This is a process which enables qualitative researchers to encode data and identify themes or patterns (Clarke & Braun, 2016). This strategy of analysing data often involves the researcher labelling patterns or samples as a list of themes and identifying the data through words or numbers, which then act as codes (Guest, MacQueen &‎ Namey, 2012). Thematic analysis can be carried out by following the appropriate steps to understand and interpret the data effectively. The first step in the thematic analysis process is to familiarise yourself with the data, which can be done by active reading of the data and labelling the data with any relevant codes or patterns (Guest, ‎ MacQueen, ‎& Namey, 2012). Step 2 involves producing the initial codes for the set-up of the data collection, this will enable the researcher to organise the data and start the coding process (Braun & Clarke, 2021;Carla, 2013). The third stage of thematic analysis is to search the data for themes and codes (Kigera & Varpioa, 2020; cited in Braun & Clarke, 2006) suggest that when coding the data, it is important to identify concepts and subthemes, which help the researcher to categorise and map out the data (Billups, 2019). Themes have been identified by the researcher, and the data has been collected the themes must then be reviewed and checked to ensure no additional themes have emerged, as this would have a significant impact on the data collected (Patton, 2014;Hayes, 2021). Stage 4 involves reviewing the themes of the data, this is done by exploring the themes. It is important to organise and explore the data to ensure the researcher is confident in the data and that the data is sufficient for the final analysis (Creswell, 2017; Roller & Lavrakas, 2015). Moreover, step 5 of thematic analysis is to define and name themes within the data, the researcher carries this out by creating a definition of each theme and exploring why this is relevant and important to the research question (Smith, 2015; Brauna & Clarke, 2019). The final themes which are included in the final findings of the report should be the most important aspects of the data covered. The final stage of thematic analysis is to produce the report after analysing the data, this step involves writing up the data and the final analysis, the last report should analyse the data, which demonstrates a concise report on findings (Jason & Glenwick, 2016; Gibbs, 2018). Thereafter, once the researcher has identified and successfully analysed the data findings, a final report can be produced, which is outlined by reflecting on the data and themes identified and gives the researcher the opportunity to communicate the findings and validity of their research (Howitt, 2019; Guest, ‎MacQueen, ‎& Namey, 2012). 

There are many positives when using thematic analysis, according to Haberman (2014) as it provides trustworthy, reliable, and detailed data. Thematic analysis is useful when summarizing key features and enables the researcher to produce structured precise findings. Braun ‎and Clarke (2021) assert that the main aim of thematic analysis is to identify themes within qualitative data (Hayes, 2021). Thematic analysis is a process which enables qualitative researchers to identify patterns or themes within their qualitative data. This is often done by identifying themes or patterns that are important or interesting, which will enable the researcher to address issues within the research (Boyatzis, 1998). This data analysis and sampling will be through descriptive statistics, which do not give any significance. Seale (1999) suggests descriptive statistics are used to describe what the data is showing, which is an effective method to use when using qualitative data. Descriptive statistics are used when the purpose of research is to describe and identify the data that has been collected and make sense of the data (Weinberg & Abramowitz, 2008). Although thematic analysis is one of the most used in qualitative data, there are many strengths and weaknesses. Braun and Clarke (2006) suggest that one of the advantages of using thematic analysis is flexibility. It provides a useful research tool which can produce rich, accurate and detailed data. Another benefit of using thematic analysis is it allows for a wide range of methodical opinions.

3.7. [bookmark: _Toc115081505][bookmark: _Toc75960232]Trustworthiness 
Qualitative research often aims to understand and study the phenomena of the project in-depth to understand whether the research is trustworthy, reliable, and credible. Trustworthiness in qualitative data refers to the precision of a study and the degree of confidence and methods used to ensure the data is reliable in the study (Lunet, 2012). When undertaking qualitative research, the quality and trustworthiness of the data is essential, (Tappen, 2010 cited in Morse, 2003) who suggests rigour as the adequacy and appropriateness of the method to address the research question and the research design (Clark ‎& Creswell, 2008). Townsend, Loudoun, and Lewin (2016) suggest as with any research, the assessment of the data collection and analytical methods are significant in demining research quality (Feig & Stokes, 2011; Given, 2008). Unlike quantitative researchers, who rely upon statistical data and focus on the validity of their findings, qualitative research aims to incorporate strategies to ensure of ‘trustworthiness’ of data collection methods (Miller & Kirk, 1986). It has also been essential to be aware of personal basis and ensure they do not influence any findings, which can be prevented by becoming aware of your bias when exploring the research question (Floyd, 2004). Lavrakas (2008) affirms that when using questionnaires for data collection methods, it is important to share the research questions with multiple individuals to code the data (Crowther & ‎Lauesen, 2017). This will allow us to consider different interpretations and diverse methods of data analysis which will allow for more reliable and trustworthy data when considering patterns or themes (Zanettin, ‎Rundle, 2022; Brenkert, 2004). The purpose of qualitative research is to gain a deeper understanding of the phenomenon, therefore careful selection of research samples enables the researcher to conduct more trustworthy and thorough research (Miles & Huberman, 1994).

3.8. [bookmark: _Toc71534228][bookmark: _Toc71531289][bookmark: _Toc75960231][bookmark: _Toc115081506]Ethics
When preparing for this research and focusing on the research question, there were many ethical issues that needed to be addressed and considered.  For this research, I will be using a qualitative Qualtrics Questionnaire to gather data collection which will be shared through a social media site such as Facebook (Bogdanović et al, 2022). The social media platform will be used for the purpose of this research to enable me to gather different attitudes, opinions, and thoughts on capital punishment (Berger, 2018; Bailey, 1994). For this research, I will be using my own Facebook page, the link will be posted online so that individuals have the option to fill it in if they wish to. Moreover, participants will then be asked if they would like to share the link with friends, which may then allow for a snowballing effect. This will allow for access to a wider set of participants and enable the researcher to access wider populations (Rice, Cutler, & Srein, 2012; Bryman, 2021). 

There are also ethical considerations to consider when using Facebook for data collection purposes. Clark and Bryman (2019) suggest that researchers that use social media as a form of data collection can sometimes find the collection of data complex, as they have no direct contact with the participant. Thus, often research involving sensitive topics may be difficult and cause more harm to the participant, rather than if the research was completed on face-to-face interaction (Crano, Brewer, Lac, & Crano 2014). Sutherland (2020) affirms that collecting data through a social media platform which can often be a significant risk to the researcher’s well-being. It is essential that the researcher understands that it may be difficult to successfully filter individuals. It is essential that researchers understand and try to mitigate the risk by ensuring they consider this within their sample (Oliver, 2010; Gregory, 2003). Before individuals participate in this research, consent will be obtained to safeguard both the researcher and the participant. This is important as it provides information on the participant’s rights and the purpose of the study, potential risks, and the benefits of the participation (McBride, 2012). This gives the participant the opportunity to consider the information and decide if they would like to participate in the research (Wiles, 2013). Before participants fill in the questionnaire, they will be presented with a page of information on the research activity, this will enable the participant to understand the potential risks and purpose of the research activity before agreeing to participate in the research (Lidz at al, 2001). Before participating in the research activity, they will have to read all the information provided and consent to participate (Miller, Mauthner, ‎& Maxine, 2012). This is to safeguard both the participant and researcher. If consent is not obtained, there is the risk that the participant has not read and understood the context of the study and as a result, could cause harm to the participant (Ledford & Gast, 2014). Obtaining consent during research is essential to ensure the participant is aware of all aspects of the research and understands that they can withdraw at any point (Resnik, 2018; Hall, 2008). This will enable the researcher to safeguard the participant and ensure they fully understand the nature of the study and research that will be undertaken (Stommel & Wills, 2004). Moreover, completing the research this way will enable the researcher to understand that they are able to withdraw from the research at any point. If the research becomes emotionally distressful for them, all participants will have the right to privacy and confidentiality (Pole & Love, 2012). The researchers will be made fully aware before gaining access to the Qualtrics questionnaire that they are not required to complete the questionnaire and have the right to withdraw at any point (BERA, 2011). 

The participants in this study will be made aware of the issues that will be explored, and because of the issues raised, this could cause them to experience distress due to the nature of the subject (Borgstrom, Mallon, & Murphy, 2022). Although the researcher will try to minimise the risk to the participant as much as possible, it must be acknowledged that due to the nature of this subject and exploring sensitive information, this may be a risk to the well-being of participants (Trimble & Fisher, 2006; Wiles, 2013). Whilst undertaking research, it is essential that the researcher minimises the risk factors that may lead to this, ensuring the well-being of the participant is safeguarded. Although Mendes & Snow (2016) highlight those researchers may try to minimise the risk to feelings and emotions, it is impossible to illuminate these risks altogether (Siegel & Wildt, 2015). In addition, this research has followed the guidelines and principles set out by BERA along with the universities code of practice. To ensure that the participant is being safeguarded and to minimise the risk factor, the researcher will ensure they provide participants with support and compassion whilst emphasising that they are able to withdraw from the research study at any time (BERA, 2020). Approaching the research in this manner will also allow the researcher to gain a better understanding of the participant’s feelings. The researcher will also always treat participants with dignity and respect (Fairlamb, 2021; Markula & Silk, 2011). 

For this research, anonymity will be provided to all participants it is important that the researcher acknowledges that the participant is entitled to privacy and should provide them with their rights to confidentiality and anonymity (BERA, 2018). Anonymity enables information collected from the research but does not include any identifiable information, ensuring that any individuals cannot be linked with their identities. The Qualtrics questionnaire used for this data will provide confidentiality and anonymity, unless individuals choose to enter their email addresses the questionnaire will be anonymous and will be GDPR compliant (Information Commissioners Office, 2022). There will be no requirement to specify your name, email address or any other personal details thus, no personal information will be collected. Qualtrics is a system that automatically anonymises all data that comes back to the researcher, therefore there is no risk of an individual being identified (Qualtrics, 2022). Furthermore, it is the responsibility of the researcher to ensure the participant’s psychological well-being is safeguarded during the research activity (Wiles, 2013). To mitigate any emotional stress to the participant, they will be provided with an information page at the end of the questionnaire with information on support organisations if they feel the research has caused them emotional distress (BERA, 2018). 

3.9. [bookmark: _Toc75960234][bookmark: _Toc115081507]Conclusion
It was established throughout this study that the research would be approached from that of an interpretive paradigm, this will enable the researcher to understand the phenomena through the participant’s viewpoints on capital punishment (Hackley, 2019). It was decided that the data would be collected by qualitative methods and a questionnaire to gather thoughts and perceptions on capital punishment, which would enable the researcher to explore descriptive data to understand society’s feelings (Maxfield & Babbie, 2017). Whereas in comparison, it was decided that quantitative approaches were not appropriate for the research question, as quantitative approaches rely upon numerical data and facts which can be easily measured or quantified. Qualitative data collection has been applied to this research as this was the most effective to gather thoughts and feelings surrounding capital punishment. This has enabled me to gather reliable, trustworthy, and rich data (Yin, 2011). 

Lastly, by approaching the research in this manner, it is hoped that this may reduce and mitigate any risk to both the participant and researcher. During this research, all validity and ethical considerations have been considered, which has enabled the researcher to explore and analyse the perceptions of capital punishment in the USA, whilst the research for this subject area may be used to enhance and develop existing knowledge on capital punishment. 

4. [bookmark: _Toc115081508]
RESULTS AND DISCUSSION 
4.1. [bookmark: _Toc115081509]Introduction
This section will now explore the data to answer the following research question:
· What are Society’s Perception regarding Capital Punishment?

After all the data from the qualitative questionnaires had been collected, it was thematically analysed and coded (Smith, 2015). The themes which were identified within the data are presented below and compared to current research in the field of study (Vaismoradi1, Jones, Turunen, & Snelgrove, 2015). Initially, the demographics within the descriptive statistics will be explored; thereafter, the themes that have emerged during this data collection will be considered in the next section. Initially there will be an overview of the demographic profile of the participants.

4.2. [bookmark: _Toc115081510]Demographics of Participants
The data collected from this study identified that there were 22 participants, of which 12 (55%) were female and 10 (45%) male (Graph 1). 
[bookmark: _Toc115081511]Graph 1: Q2.6 Is the Death Penalty a Fair Punishment?


In this study, the data identified that the gender was broadly balanced and in line with the National population, which identifies that there are more Females than Male. Data compared with ONS UK Survey (2021) identified that overall, in England and Wales there were 51% of the overall population of which were females, and 49% of the overall population were male. The above data demonstrated broadly balanced data between Male and Female, and as a result, should cause no bias during the research.
[bookmark: _Toc115081512]Table 2: Profile of Participants by Age versus ONS UK 2021
	Age Group
	This Research
	ONS 2021

	18-29
	14%
	8%

	30-49
	63%
	33%

	50-64
	23%
	28%

	64+
	0%
	31%

	
	
	


(adapted from ONS, 2021)
[bookmark: _Toc115081513]Graph 2: Q2.6 Participants by Age: 18-29; 30-49; 50-64; 64+

[bookmark: _Toc115081514]Graph 3: ONS Census 2021 Age: 18-29; 30-49; 50-64; 64+

For this research study, I have collected data on the age of participants and will now compare this to the ONS UK Survey (2021). It is evident that the participants in this data age range 18-29 are similar, with the data collection range being 14% and the ONS Census data 8%, which demonstrates some similarity, the data collected for the age range of 30-39% was a higher percentage at 63% where interestingly the data collected from the ONS Census (2021) was lower at 33%. The data suggests that the 64+ age range from the data collected from participants was absent. Interestingly the data from ONS Census (2021) suggested the 64% age range was 28%. This has implications for further study, where a more robust data set would be required to enhance the research study. 

4.3. [bookmark: _Toc115081515]What is the Death Penalty and Where does it Happen
[bookmark: _Hlk109981678]The data suggest that 3 out of the 4 responses said that the death penalty is when you are guilty of a crime and punishable by the death penalty. The data suggests that the last out of the 4 responses said that the death penalty should not be legal. 
When a jury finds you guilty of a crime and sentences you to death. 
A crime punishable by death 
When someone's life is ordered to be terminated because they have been found guilty of a crime, that warrants this penalty. 
Nothing does it should not be valid in today’s society ending someone's life after committing a crime

From this data, there is a clear link between the minds of the three individual's responses that the death penalty was about guilt and the actual crime. It is interesting that one of them said they would not give a definition of the death penalty. As they consider.
‘The death penalty to not be valid within today's society’

This links in with the literature review definitions of the death penalty, as this suggests capital punishment is a crime of which is committed, and the individual is found guilty of the crime and, therefore, as a result, punishable by death (Gaines & Miller, 2015). 

The follow-up question then asked about which countries still used the Death Penalty, 3 out of the 5 responses indicated America, 2 out of the responses outlined the Middle East Countries, 3 out of the 5 responses indicated Asian Countries, along with North Korea being mentioned, there was a specific mention to China being a country that permitted the death penalty Interestingly, 2 out of the 5 responses considered Africa. 
US, China, Pakistan, Saudi Arabia, Egypt. 
China 
America, countries in Africa, countries in the Middle East, countries in South East Asia 
Some African nations, USA North Korea , 
yes

Upon looking at this in relation to the current situation, as indicated in section 2.4, they have identified some of the countries that are still in use of the death penalty. It is interesting that this awareness of the death penalty is permitted in many countries such as China and America (Mandery, 2011; Lu, & Miethe, 2010). The data suggests a significant link between each individual responses and the knowledge and awareness they have of some countries in the use of the death penalty. 

Initially, an overarching question was asked of all participants:
‘Is the Death Penalty a Fair Punishment?’.

The data below demonstrates that 4 responses stated that they thought the death penalty was a fair punishment, and 10 responses suggested that the death penalty maybe a fair form of punishment. Interestingly 8 responses suggested no to the death penalty being a fair form of punishment. 
[bookmark: _Toc115081516]Graph 4: Is the Death Penalty Fair?
[image: Chart, bar chart
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The data suggests that there are mixed emotions and opinions on the death penalty and that this is still a controversial topic to be discussed. This appears to be similar to data collected by Block and Hostettler (1997) which indicated that the death penalty is unfair and is one of the most inhumane punishments and should not be lawful in today's society. The follow-up question then asked for people to comment further on their previous answers 1 out of the 5 responses agreed that the death penalty was fair only if the individual was rightly convicted for serious crimes. Interestingly 3 out of the 5 responses did not agree with the death penalty and stated individuals should be kept alive at all costs, and instead, alternatives to the death penalty should be an option. Lastly, 1 out of the 5 responses thinks life imprisonment would be a fair punishment for committing crimes. For example, one participant said:
‘Full life imprisonment is a fair alternative; there is no justification for removing a life for a crime, and miscarriages of justice cannot be reconciled.

These responses will now be considered under three key themes in more detail:
· The Death Penalty is Immoral
· The Death penalty Does Not Deter Crime 
· Alternative to the Death Penalty 

4.4. [bookmark: _Toc115081517]The Death Penalty is Immoral.
After exploring the immorality of the death penalty, interestingly, most responses explored the ethical complications surrounding the death penalty and agreed that they thought the death penalty was immoral and should not be valid within society. For example, one of the responses said:
‘It is immoral because it is equal to murder. 

In Similarity to this data, Block and Hosteller (1997) assert that the death penalty causes significant pain and suffering and, in fact, is ‘inhumane’ within society. Further claims in support of the death penalty being seen as inhumane are highlighted by Schabas (2015) also suggests the Council of Europe and the European Union suggest the death penalty has no place within our legal system, and in fact, modern society considers the death penalty to be inhumane under article 3 of (ECHR) European Convention on Human Rights. One of the responses agreed with this statement suggesting. 
‘Worldwide society has moved on from an outdated atmosphere. We do not take the right to take someone's life away’.  

Another respondent said: 
‘Murder is a violation of Human Rights, Therefore the Death Penalty is too’. 

Philpott (2014) in similarly agrees that the death penalty is inhumane, suggesting that despite lethal injection being considered as one of the ‘humane’ and less painful methods of execution, there is not enough evidence to suggest it has adequately been tested and, therefore, as a result, is inhumane within society. There are many countries which have abolished the death penalty due to abolitionists suggesting the death penalty violates human rights, as outlined by Haines (1999).  The majority of responses gathered by the data did not agree with the Death Penalty and did not think it should be valid in today’s society. For Instance, one participant said: 
‘I think the death penalty is wholly immoral. It goes against an individual’s right to life and is fundamentally inhuman and degrading’.

Nathanson (2001) also explores the issues of capital punishment and agrees that it is immoral and can be harmful to both the individual and society. Furthermore, one of the responses also agreed that the death penalty is inhumane and expressed.’
‘Yes, under the human rights act, there is a right to life. It goes against all it stands for. It is evident that there are implications surrounding the death penalty and the immorality of the violation of human rights by the data gathered and identified’.

The majority of participants felt it was a violation of an individual's human rights and that no individual should experience inhuman behaviour. Hinman (2016) suggests there has been a movement and development toward the abolishment of the death penalty, as one of the issues that were brought to attention was the inhumanity of the lethal injection. In Similarity to the data provided, one response suggested:
‘We should not get to choose who lives or dies. Someone else committing murder making that decision does not mean that someone else gets to decide if they die’. 

Amnesty International UK (2019) comments further on the implications of the death penalty, suggesting that there are many reasons that the death penalty has been abolished in many countries, one of the most common reasons being that every individual should have the right to life and therefore not been subject to any inhuman punishment. There was also another theme that was identified from the participant's responses, which focused on the morals and innocence of the individual as to whether they should be punished with the death penalty. This will not be explored during this literature review but could be considered for further research and understanding surrounding capital punishment. 

4.5. [bookmark: _Toc115081518]The Death Penalty Does Not Deter Crime 
It has been identified throughout the data that a common theme was that capital punishment should not be permitted due to the lack of evidence around whether or not the death penalty prevents criminals from committing crimes. The data suggests that there are mixed emotions and opinions on the death penalty and that this is still a controversial topic to be discussed. This appears to be similar data to Bun et al (2019), who affirms that there is no evidence to suggest the death penalty acts as a deterrence against criminal activity. From the data collected, there was also a theme that emerged many participants did not feel the death penalty was effective in deterring crimes from being committed and felt this causes implications as there is no evidence to support deterrence reduces crime rates. Firstly, there was an initial question asking did the participants feel the death penalty was effective in deterring future crimes from being committed, where the majority answered no they did not feel that the death penalty was effective as a deterrence which is demonstrated below. 
[bookmark: _Toc115081519]Graph 5: Is the Death Penalty effective in deterring future crimes being committed?
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After the participants answered the above question, they were then asked to elaborate on their reasoning and justifications for their answers. For instance, one of the participants answered, 
‘I don’t think the death penalty is a deterrent from crimes. I think individuals will commit the crime regardless of the death penalty’.

Similarly, Radlet and Borg (2000) also suggest that most research carried out on deterrence has been unsuccessful in providing sufficient evidence that the death penalty is, therefore, effective as opposed to an alternative method of punishment. Another response supported their research and suggested that 
‘Often the perceptions of the death penalty suggest some people may think other factors may have an influence on whether they are sentenced to death, and thus would not act as a deterrence’. 

The majority of the participants indicated that there is a lack of evidence to suggest the death penalty causes any deterrence effect, and countries which already have the death penalty still have high crime rates. Thus, demonstrating that if the death penalty does not cause deterrence for future crimes being committed, alternatives should be considered to help deter criminals from committing future crimes. Another participant agreed and said:
‘It will not deter any crimes, and innocent people could be sentenced to death’. 

Corlett (2006) affirms that there is no evidence to support that the death penalty deters violence, despite suggestions that there is a need for capital punishment to reduce crime rates. Tibbetts & Piquero (2021) suggests that the death penalty is ineffective in reducing any criminal activity. One of the criticisms of the death penalty is that when a crime is committed, and the individual may be sentenced to death, often the jury will not convict. As a result, this has caused the reduced reassurance that the death penalty is effective in deterring criminal activity. The overall responses suggest that the participants did not feel the death penalty provided any deterrence, and instead, there should be a focus on alternatives to the death penalty. Another participant said:
‘There are still lots of horrible people doing horrible things in countries that do have the death penalty’. 

As explored by Penal Reform International (2015) claims, over time, capital punishment has resulted in public outrage due to the concerns of inhumane treatment.  Radlet and Borg (2000) highlight that there is a lack of evidence on crime rates being reduced due to the death penalty and suggest it is not more successful than long-term imprisonment, which is a significant concern to the inhumane treatment of the concept of capital punishment. Radlet and Borg (2000 cited in Peterson, 1997) claim that 
‘The research is detailed that capital punishment is not more effective than imprisonment, as introduced in the United States’ (Bailey & Paterson, 1997.p.45). 

It is evident from the data provided and the literature that there is insufficient evidence to suggest that the death penalty deters crime rates, the majority of responses felt that there should be alternatives methods to the death penalty which are not inhumane and enable prisoners to be supported back into the community, to reflect upon their mistakes such as rehabilitation, or life imprisonment.

4.6. [bookmark: _Toc115081520]Alternatives to the Death Penalty 
Upon focusing on the alternatives to the death penalty, there is clear evidence that the majority agreed and thought there should be other alternatives that should be in place instead of the death penalty. 	Most participants suggested an effective alternative to the death penalty would be full life imprisonment. Many of the responses suggested life imprisonment would be a more ethical approach to punishment. For example, one of the participants said 
‘Life imprisonment is a more ethical approach than the death penalty an individual can access different support and be able to reflect upon their crime’. 

Similar data is identified by Ugelvik and Dullum (2012), who suggest that life imprisonment is effective in deterring crimes, as demonstrated in Nordic Countries, which suggests their outlook on imprisonment and the support they provide prisoners have created overall well-being benefits to citizens (Smith & Ugelvik, 2017). Smith (2019) also emphasises the benefits of life imprisonment, suggesting that if, as a last resort, imprisonment was an option, the main goal of the prison is to focus on the prisoner's rehabilitation to support them when re-entering society. Another participant agreed that life imprisonment would be an effective alternative and said:
‘Life imprisonment. Meaningful prison reform, that makes the prison system something that is efficient, cost-effective and can help offenders reform and contribute meaningfully to education, reform and deterrence of potential future offenders.’. 

Lappi-Seppälä and Tonry (2011) suggest that in similarity, the data suggests life imprisonment is the best alternative. They suggest Nordic countries that have abolished the death penalty have the lowest crime rates, which include the social view that they have taken of a welfare state. Another response identified that:
‘I feel the only alternative is life improvement without the chance of parole’. 

Interestingly when focusing on data provided by Syvertsen, Enli, Mjøs and Moe (2014) suggest Nordic Model aims to enhance equality and work towards developing communities which offer equal opportunity for education, resources and a high level of social cohesion, which in turn will deter criminal activity and enhance programmes offered to prisoners who are serving life sentences.  Another participant responded that they felt both life imprisonment and restorative justice and rehabilitation would be effective methods as opposed to capital punishment, they responded that: 
‘Life imprisonment with a heavy focus on restorative justice and personal, social and emotional growth’. 

In similarity Miller (2006) suggests restorative justice aims to focus on rehabilitating offenders through reconciliation with their victims and the community. Another participant agreed and suggested the only alternative to capital punishment would be 
‘Life sentences and rehabilitation’. 

Pavlich (2013) also agrees and presents similar data that restorative justice would enable the prisoners to connect with the community and move forward positively to build relationships.  The majority of the responses suggested that alternatives to the death penalty that would be most effective would be restorative justice to enable the individual to be supported and re-introduced to society. One participant suggested that restorative justice would be a good alternative and said:
‘Restorative justice where victims could meet the perpetrator and maybe give more insight into how their actions have impacted somebody’s else life’.

Data, as identified by Muncie & Wilson (2013) claim that alternative approaches to the death penalty, such as restorative justice, aim to ensure perpetrators are aware of their actions and the damage it has caused others and how they should ensure they compensate and take accountability for any crimes committed. One participant also agreed that life imprisonment would be an effective alternative, along with providing good opportunities and support to prison leavers, one of the participants said
‘Life imprisonment. Meaningful prison reform which makes the prison system something that is efficient, cost-effective and can help offenders reform and contribute meaningfully to education, reform and deterrence of potential future offenders.

 It has been evident that many Nordic countries have implemented effective alternatives to the death penalty, Nowak (2017) suggest Nordic countries have introduced the most innovative rehabilitation programmes, such as introducing rehabilitation systems. Pallock (2016) asserts that Nordic countries have the most advanced rehabilitation programmes available to offenders, offering prison leavers effective support. Other responses from participants also suggest that countries that do not permit the death penalty offer effective rehabilitation programmes for offenders to be supported in the transition back into communities. Prieta et al (2020) suggest that Nordic countries have been praised for their legal approach. In particular, Norway prisons have been praised for their excellent criminal justice approach by providing a rehabilitation system that enables prisoners to re-enter the community after being supported through vocational training and ensuring their mental health and overall well-being is supported.  The majority of responses suggest there seems to be a focus on not enough support being provided to prisoners to enable them to re-enter society successfully, which can have a significant impact on the prisoner's overall well-being. Participants were also asked 
‘Is the Death Penalty a violation of Human Rights?’

The majority of responses agreed that they felt the death penalty was a violation of human rights and that every individual should have access to life which can be demonstrated in the below graph.

[bookmark: _Toc115081521]Graph 6: Is the Death Penalty a Violation of Human Rights?
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After participants had answered the data, they were presented with a follow-up question asking for their reasoning behind their answers, for instance, one of the responses said 
‘Everyone has the right to life’. 

Interestingly Hood and Hoyle (2015) assert that the death penalty may be seen as a significant human right issue and also explore the question is the death penalty a denial for the right to life? The United Nations (2021) also suggests that Article 3 from the Declaration of Human Rights which states:
 ‘Everyone has the right to life’(Maslen & Heyns 2021.p.9). 

Throughout this data collection, the responses have raised significant implications as a result of the death penalty whilst exploring better alternatives that may be more effective and potentially deter future crimes. 

4.7. [bookmark: _Toc115081522]Conclusion
The data explored in this section focuses on the main key issues of the death penalty to allow for an exploration of the research question ‘Society’s Perceptions on Capital Punishment from a global perspective? There were three themes which emerged from the data, these were:
· Alternatives to the Death Penalty
· The Death Penalty is Immoral
· The Death Penalty does not Deter Crime

These themes presented the data and compared the individual responses to the current literature. In turn the data has provided insight into society’s thoughts, and perceptions on the death penalty and has enabled the researcher to focus on any recommendations for future research.

5. [bookmark: _Toc115081523]
 CONCLUSION AND RECOMMENDATIONS 
The main aim of this research was to explore society’s perceptions of capital punishment, this has been completed by gathering the thoughts of a diverse range of individuals and from a snowballing method which has enabled a wider data collection set (Yin, 2010). The research question has been achieved and outlined in section 2.1, by exploring capital punishment through a wide range of literature exploring capital punishment in the UK from 1600’s to 2020 and exploring capital punishment in the United States and from a global perspective from1700’s to 2020(Block & Hostettler, 1997; Glassman et al, 2004). During this research activity, it has become evident that capital punishment is still a controversial topic. During this research project, many concerns regarding capital punishment have been explored, along with exploring the criminal justice theories relating to the death penalty to provide a deeper understanding on the term ‘crime’ and why people may decide to commit crimes in the first place(Regoli & Hewitt, 2009). 

For the purpose of this research, it was decided that the data would be collected through secondary data analysis such as literature review, and through a quantitative data by using a Qualtrics questionnaire online shared through my own social media page such as Facebook(Maxfield & Babbie, 2017). The data was then be collected through using a method called thematic analysis, the population and sample were identified through my Facebook page(Boyatzis, 1998). They were also asked to pass the link onto other individuals to allow for a snowballing effect and enable access to a wider sample (Lindlof & Taylor, 2002). It was discussed that as my sample would be from my personal Facebook page there may be bias in the research (Payne, 2004). As they are on my own personal Facebook page, they are more likely to have similar beliefs and concerns. Thereafter, ethical considerations were acknowledged and explored to ensure the risk to both the participant and researcher was minimised, consent was also obtained before the individuals were able to fill out the questionnaire(Thomas, 2004).

This dissertation aimed to answer the research question below through a qualitative literature review through data collection. 
RQ: What are Society’s Perception regarding Capital Punishment?

To explore these issues this dissertation has consider the purpose and potential abolition of the Death Penalty by exploring three key arguments that support the abolishment of the death penalty, which are listed below:
· The Death Penalty Is Immoral 
· The Death Penalty Does Not Deter Crime
· Alternatives to the Death Penalty

The Death Penalty is Immoral
It was evident that the individual’s perceptions of the death penalty were that the death penalty was not a fair punishment and alternatives to the death penalty offered a more humane approach (Hood & Hoyle, 2015). There was an exploration of the ethical complications of the death penalty. Some responses suggested that they did not think life for a life was ethical, and alternatives such as life imprisonment or restorative justice would be effective. This would include more support provided to prisoners when re-entering the community and could include offering prisoners support in prisons and enabling them to have adequate access to training and educational opportunities.  It is also evident that after focusing on the above data, the following recommendations need to be made:
Recommendation 1: Invest in more rehabilitation programmes which would provide the prisoner will support when re-entering back into society.

The Death Penalty Does Not Deter Crime
The data demonstrated that individuals did not feel the death penalty deters crimes from being committed. The data raised concerns that the death penalty is not effective as there are other countries with the death penalty with significantly high crime rates. There was a concern that individuals would commit the crimes regardless of the punishment, with many suggestions made on rehabilitation and other alternatives being more effective at treating crime deterrence (Steiker, 2019).  After exploring the data, the following recommendations have been made for policymakers and educational development in the USA. There seems to be a lack of evidence and research in support of capital punishment and its deterring effect, it is hoped that with more investment and research into the deterring effect of capital punishment, other alternatives to the death penalty may be considered instead.
Recommendation 2: Further research on the effectiveness of deterrence and capital punishment. 

Alternatives to the Death Penalty 
The majority of participants felt that the death penalty was unacceptable and that other alternatives should be considered, such as life imprisonment, with rehabilitation and support (Pavlich, 2013). This will allow the offenders the opportunity to reform and have equal access to opportunities such as education and training, which will enable them to re-enter society (Lappi-Seppälä & Tonry, 2011). There seems to be a lack of evidence and analysis in support of capital punishment and its deterring effect. It is hoped that with more investment and research into the deterring effect of capital punishment, other alternatives to the death penalty may be considered instead. After considering the data, the following recommendations have been made to policymakers globally. Most participants raised concerns that one of the main reasons crime rates are high is that prison leavers lack support when leaving prisons, such as no education, training, or job opportunities. Investment and development will hopefully provide prison leavers with adequate support to re-enter the community. This is important as it will enable prisoners to get the support they need and can also impact their re-offending in the future. 
Recommendation 3: Investment to support prison leavers which focuses on developing effective rehabilitation programmes, such as providing training, opportunities, and education. 

After making the following recommendations, it is hoped some will be acknowledged and implemented in different policies and practices to raise knowledge and understanding of the death penalty.  The data collected in this research activity will hopefully enhance future research and develop effective resourceful rehabilitation programmes to support prison leavers from reoffending and exploring other practical alternatives to the death penalty. It is evident that although the UK does not currently support the death penalty in law many in society still consider this to be an option. However, the UK situation still points to a lack of investment in supporting those in and exiting prison as such further investment in rehabilitation programmes are needed as well as further research into the effectiveness of such programmes.
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 Appendix 1: Ethics Form
APPLICATION FOR ETHICAL APPROVAL

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.  

SECTION A: About You (Principal Researcher)
	1
	Full Name:
	 Savannah Lowndes 

	2
	Tick all boxes that apply:
	Member of staff:
	☐
	Honorary research fellow:
	☐

	
	Undergraduate Student
	☐	Taught Postgraduate Student
	☒	Postgraduate Research Student
	☐


	3
	Institute/Academic Discipline/Centre:
	Yr Athrofa Institute of Education and Humanities 


	4
	Campus:
	Carmarthen


	5
	E-mail address:
	1503200@student.uwtsd.ac.uk


	6
	Contact Telephone Number:
	
07960028761

	
	For students:

	7
	Student Number:
	1503200

	8
	Programme of Study:
	MA in Equity and Diversity

	9
	Director of Studies/Supervisor:
	Dr Caroline Lohman-Hancock





SECTION B: Approval for Research Activity
	1
	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

	2
	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

Dr.Caroline Lohman-Hancock

	Research Degrees Committee
	☐	

	
	
	Institute Research Committee
	☐	

	
	
	Other (write in)
Semester Start Date

	☒	30th September 2022



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, location-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. You may add rows to this table if needed.

	1
	UWTSD Research Ethics & Integrity Code of Practice
	☒
	2
	UWTSD Research Data Management Policy
	☒

	3
	UWTSD (2015) Research Ethics & Integrity Code of Practice Available At: http://dysgu.ydds.ac.uk/pluginfile.php/305036/mod_resource/content/1/ethics.pdf (Accessed 20/10/2021).
	☒


	4
	BERA (2011) Ethical Guidelines for Educational Research Available At: http://dysgu.ydds.ac.uk/pluginfile.php/325468/mod_resource/content/1/bera.pdf (Accessed 17/10/2021).
	☒



SECTION D: External Collaborative Research Activity
If there are external collaborators then you should gain consent from the contact persons to share their personal data with the university. If there are no external collaborators then leave this section blank and continue to section E.
	1
	Institution
	
N/A

	2
	Contact person name
	N/A


	3
	Contact person e-mail address

	N/A

	4
	Is your research externally funded?
	YES
	☐
	NO
	☒

	5
	Are you in receipt of a KESS scholarship?
	YES
	☐
	NO
	☒

	6
	Are you specifically employed to undertake this research in either a paid or voluntary capacity?
	Voluntary
	YES
	☐
	NO
	☒

	7
	
	Employed
	YES
	☐
	NO
	☒

	8
	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
	☒

	9
	Has 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
	10
	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 (this may be a copy of an email if appropriate).




SECTION E: Details of Research Activity
	1
	Indicative title:
	Exploring Society’s Perception of Capital Punishment: 
Ethical Penalty or Political Murder

	2
	Proposed start date:
	October 2021
	Proposed end date:
	30th September 2022

	
	Introduction to the Research (maximum 300 words per section)
Ensure that you write for a Non-Specialist Audience when outlining your response to the 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. 

	3
	Purpose of Research Activity

What are Society’s Perception in regards to Capital Punishment?

· The purpose of this research will be to focus upon the public debates of capital punishment worldwide, critically exploring if capital punishment is ethical? or seen as a form of abuse? This research will be considering the legal circumstances of England and Wales legalities on Capital Punishment, whilst comparing international contrasts in regards to countries that have legalised Capital Punishment. 

· The purpose of this research will aim to address the effects capital punishment has on inmates, and whether of not capital punishment is ethical or inhuman? This research dissertation will be exploring the human right issues on capital punishment, along with exploring the history of capital punishment and whether the death penalty is therefore effective in preventing crimes. Furthermore, Haag & Conrad (2013) draws us to the controversy of the death penalty, the death penalty is one of the most inhuman forms of punishment, but despite this in current time most states have either abolished or legalised the death penalty, the main purpose of this dissertation will be to explore why the death penalty is implemented, and is it successful in preventing crimes.(Walker, 2008).

· The purpose of this research activity will be also be to add to existing knowledge and research on capital punishment, with the aim to develop new knowledge and research. 

References:
Haag, E. and Conrad, J., 2013. The Death Penalty A Debate. 1st ed. The Death Penalty A Debate: Springer US.
Walker, I., 2008. The Death Penalty. 1st ed. United States: ABDO Publishing Company.

(this box should expand as you type)

	4
	Research Question
· What are Society’s Perception in regards to Capital Punishment?

(this box should expand as you type)

	5
	Aims of Research Activity
· The dissertations main aim is to study the subject of capital punishment in the UK and from a world-wide perspective. This Qualitative review will be examining the development of capital punishment, and the implications capital punishment have developed over the years. This dissertation will raise, complicated legal and ethical matters throughout.

· The main aim of this research is to explore individual perceptions of and consider alternative viewpoints on capital punishment. Whilst highlighting the current legislations, exploring capital punishment and explore the ethical issues surrounding the topic. This research will be investigating both for and against arguments on capital punishment, whilst the main aims and objectives of this research paper will be to uncover new research on capital punishment, whilst critically exploring society’s perception on the concept of capital punishment. 


(this box should expand as you type)

	6
	Objectives of Research Activity

· This dissertation’s main objective is to develop and add to existing data to the subject of capital punishment, thus this will enable the principal researcher to combine key arguments for and against capital punishment to provide an insight to society’s perceptions regarding capital punishment. The main objective will be upon countries that have legalised capital punishment and, this dissertation will aim to analyse whether capital punishment reduces crime rates and whether it is seen as an effective way of punishment. 

· The main objective of this research is to understand why some people support capital punishment and why some do not support it, the main objective is to gain an insight and an understanding to how society perceives capital punishment and explore other alterative viewpoints on capital punishment.

· There is at present research on the implications of capital punishment, but my main aim for this research is to critically explore this topic in detail and add to current existing data with the hope to expand research further and uncover useful insights, for the purpose of this research I will be using Qualtrics questionnaire to gain and insight of society’s perceptions and opinions. 


(this box should expand as you type)

	
	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. You do not need to justify the methods here but should instead describe how you intend to collect the data necessary for you to complete your project.

	7
	When preparing for this research activity all methodological approaches were carefully considered and assessed in order to determine which method would be more effective when answering the research question. When exploring different research methods both quantitative and qualitative research methods were considered for this research activity.

The principal researcher will be using qualitative research methods, the researcher will be collecting qualitative data through an online Qualtrics questionnaire which is GDPR compliant with UWTSD. Qualitative research methods when collecting raw data, is often the most effective in social science, as this form of data collection places its importance on words, rather than numbers. This form of data collection emphasises the stance that opinions, and feelings when collecting and analysing data are often more effective, as opposed to quantitative data collection methods. (Markula & Silk, 2011). 

The qualitative research that I will be using such as Qualtrics has an online system for collecting qualitative data, and automatically anonymises all participants. For this research I will be using my own social media (Facebook) page, and I will be posing the link on my Facebook page so that individuals can choose whether they would like to fill in the questionnaire. However, participants will be asked to send the Qualtrics link to friends if they wish to, which may allow for a snowballing sample to emerge of wider set of participants which can be effective in qualitative research in social science, as the sampling often enables the researcher to access susceptible populations (Emmel, 2013).

Unless Individuals choose to enter their email address, the questionnaire is totally anonymous I will identify the individuals through my own Facebook page. However, as there will be no requirement to indicate your name, email address, or any personal details, no personal information will be collected. Qualtrics automatically anonymises all data that comes back to me, therefore there is no risk of an individual being identified.


For this research the methodological positioning is broadly qualitative, although some elements of this methodology have pragmatism principles, which understands words and thoughts as tools of data collection(Morgan, 2013). Although this research will consist of mainly qualitative data collection, there will be the use of mixed methods for the Qualtrics questionnaire, such as using both qualitative and quantitative data collection methods. 

 
Before the participant fills in the questionnaire, they will be presented with a page of information, along with the page of consenting to participate in the research activity, before completing the questionnaire they will have to read all information provided, and consent to participating in the research. 

If the participant does not consent to undertaking the questionnaire, they will be exited from the questionnaire and redirected to a thank you page, with the relevant support organisations. Before participating in this research activity, the participant will fully understand the nature of the research study, and they will understand that they are able to withdraw from the research at any time if the process becomes emotionally distressful for them, as they have the right to privacy and confidentiality. If this is the case, to mitigate the risk of emotional stress they will be provided with a list of support organisations (BERA, 2011).

Reference List
BERA,  Ethical Guidelines for Educational Research 2011 Available at: https://www.bera.ac.uk/researchers-resources/publications/ethical-guidelines-for-educational-research-2011 (Accessed: 28th October, 2021).
Creswell, J. and Creswell, J., 2017. Research Design Qualitative, Quantitative, and Mixed Methods Approaches. 5th ed. London: SAGE Publications.
Emmel, N., 2013. Sampling and Choosing Cases in Qualitative Research. 1st ed. London: SAGE Publications.
Markula, P. and Silk, M., 2011. Qualitative Research for Physical Culture. 1st ed. United Kingdom: Palgrave Macmillan.

(this box should expand as you type)

	2
	Location of research activity
Identify all locations where research activity will take place.

	8
	This research activity will be desk based and via my social media (Facebook) page.

There will be no engagement with the public, or risk from COVID-19.

(this box should expand as you type)

	
	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. If you live in the country where you will do the research then please state this.

	9
	N/A


(this box should expand as you type)



	10
	Use of documentation not in the public domain: Are any documents NOT publicly available? 

	NO
	☒

	
	
	YES
	☐

	11
	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 the current data protection law of the country in question and that of England and Wales.



(this box should expand as you type)



	
	Does your research relate to one or more of the seven aims of the Well-being of Future Generations (Wales) Act 2015?
	
YES
	
NO

	12
	A prosperous Wales
	☐
	☒

	13
	A resilient Wales
	☐
	☒

	14
	A healthier Wales
	☐
	☒

	15
	A more equal Wales
	☒
	☐

	16
	A Wales of cohesive communities
	☐
	☒

	17
	A Wales of vibrant culture and thriving Welsh language
	☐
	☒

	18
	A globally responsible Wales
	☐
	☒

	19
	If YES to any of the above, please give details:

	
	 
12)
13)
14)
15) This would link with this aim due to allowing people to reflect on justice for all groups.  
16)
17)
18)

(this box should expand as you type)



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

	1
	Use of a questionnaire or similar research instrument?
	☒
	☐

	2
	Use of interviews?
	☐
	☒

	3
	Use of focus groups?
	☐
	☒

	4
	Use of participant diaries? 
	☐
	☒

	5
	Use of video or audio recording?
	☐
	☒

	6
	Use of computer-generated log files?
	☐
	☒

	7
	Participant observation with their knowledge?
	☐
	☒

	8
	Participant observation without their knowledge?
	☐
	☒

	9
	Access to personal or confidential information without the participants’ specific consent?
	☐
	☒

	10
	Administration of any questions, test stimuli, presentation that may be experienced as physically, mentally or emotionally harmful / offensive?
	☐
	☒

	11
	Performance of any acts which may cause embarrassment or affect self-esteem?
	☐
	☒

	12
	Investigation of participants involved in illegal activities?
	☐
	☒

	13
	Use of procedures that involve deception?
	☐
	☒

	14
	Administration of any substance, agent or placebo?
	☐
	☒

	15
	Working with live vertebrate animals?
	☐
	☒

	16
	Procedures that may have a negative impact on the environment?
	☐
	☒

	17
	Other primary data collection methods. Please indicate the type of data collection method(s) below.
	☐
	☒

	
	Details of any other primary data collection method:
N/A

(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. 

SECTION G: Intended Participants
If there are no participants then do not complete this section, but go directly to section H.

	
	Who are the intended participants:
	
YES
	
NO

	1
	Students or staff at the University?
	☐
	☒

	2
	Adults (over the age of 18 and competent to give consent)?
	☒
	☐

	3
	Vulnerable adults?
	☐
	☒

	4
	Children and Young People under the age of 18? (Consent from Parent, Carer or Guardian will be required)
	☐
	☒

	5
	Prisoners?
	☐
	☒

	6
	Young offenders?
	☐
	☒

	7
	Those who could be considered to have a particularly dependent relationship with the investigator or a gatekeeper?
	☐
	☒

	8
	People engaged in illegal activities?
	☐
	☒

	9
	Others. Please indicate the participants below, and specifically any group who may be unable to give consent.

	☐
	☒

	
	Details of any other participant groups: N/A



(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? 

	10
	How many participants are expected?

	There will be 20 expected participants.

(this box should expand as you type)

	11
	Who will the participants be?

	
For this research, I will be using a Qualitative Qualtrics questionnaire. 

As I will be using the Qualtrics system, there will be no request for names or any personal or identifying data, this will ensure all responses are totally anonymous. 

I will be sharing the Qualtrics questionnaire link on my social media Facebook page, the participants will be a variety of individuals, with diverse backgrounds who use Facebook, and are therefore happy to contribute to the research.


(this box should expand as you type)

	12
	How will you identify the participants?
	
I will be identifying the participants through my social media platform, the participants will be identified by names which have been aromatised.

Qualtrics automatically assigns a code number to each response for the questionnaire, however this is not linked to individual names, email addresses or any identifying data. 


(this box should expand as you type)




	
	Information for participants:
	
YES
	NO
	
N/A

	13
	Will you describe the main research procedures to participants in advance, so that they are informed about what to expect?
	☒
	☐
	☐

	14
	Will you tell participants that their participation is voluntary?
	☒
	☐
	☐

	15
	Will you obtain written consent for participation?
	☒
	☐
	☐

	16
	Will you explain to participants that refusal to participate in the research will not affect their treatment or education (if relevant)?
	☒
	☐
	☐

	17
	If the research is observational, will you ask participants for their consent to being observed?
	☐
	☐
	☒

	18
	Will you tell participants that they may withdraw from the research at any time and for any reason?
	☒
	☐
	☐

	19
	With questionnaires, will you give participants the option of omitting questions they do not want to answer?
	☒
	☐
	☐

	20
	Will you tell participants that their data will be treated with full confidentiality and that, if published, it will not be identifiable as theirs?
	☒
	☐
	☐

	21
	Will you debrief participants at the end of their participation, in a way appropriate to the type of research undertaken?
	☒
	☐
	☐

	22
	If NO to any of above questions, please give an explanation 

	
	Consent and confidentiality will be explained at the start of the Qualtrics survey; if they consent to the research then they will be moved to the questions. If they decline they will see a thank you page and be exited from the survey. 



	
	Information for participants:
	
YES
	NO
	
N/A

	24
	Will participants be paid?
	☐
	☒
	☐

	25
	Is specialist electrical or other equipment to be used with participants?
	☐
	☒
	☐

	26
	Are there any financial or other interests to the investigator or University arising from this study?
	☐
	☒
	☐

	27
	Will the research activity involve deliberately misleading participants in any way, or the partial or full concealment of the specific study aims?
	☐
	☒
	☐

	28
	If YES to any question, please provide full details 

	
	
N/A

(this box should expand as you type)



SECTION H: Anticipated Risks

	
	[bookmark: _Toc115081527]
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.  

	[bookmark: _Toc115081528]1
	[bookmark: _Toc115081529]Full risk assessment completed and appended? 
	[bookmark: _Toc115081530]Yes 
	☐

	
	
	[bookmark: _Toc115081532]No
	☒

	2
	Risks to participants
For example: sector-specific health & safety, emotional distress, financial disclosure, physical harm, transfer of personal data, sensitive organisational information

	
	Risk to participants:

There are low risks to participants, but the following will need to be considered for this research activity.

Risk of emotional stress
Risk of data corruption and data loss
Risk of data transfer


(this box should expand as you type)
	How you will mitigate the risk to participants:

The risk to participants for this research is low, but in the unlikely event that the research uncovered topics of a sensitive nature when filling in the questionnaire, the participant can be directed to the relevant helplines or organisational bodies for further support. The participant is also able to withdraw from the research at any time if the process becomes difficult for them, and they experience emotional stress which will be outlined to them before participating in the questionnaire. 

To mitigate any risk of emotional distress at the beginning of the consent page and at the end of the questionnaire page, there will be a list of organisations that can support individuals if it has caused any negative emotions. However, the questions asked will not be emotive it will be more practical therefore the way the questions are asked will mitigate the risk of harm.

For example, the support organisations that will be included in the questionnaire can be seen below:

MIND infoline: 0300 123 3393
The Samaritans: 0330 094 5717 
Citizen Advice: 0800 702 2020



(this box should expand as you type)

	3
	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

	
	There is low risk to participants whilst undertaking the research activity, however if the participant is overwhelmed due to the research questions on the questionnaire, they can withdraw at any stage. The participant will also give consent before undertaking the research activity.

If the participant feels that the activity may be sensitive or cause emotional stress, they will be provided with the relevant helplines to contact as below:

MIND infoline: 0300 123 3393
The Samaritans: 0330 094 5717
Mental Health Helpline for Wales - 0800 132 737



(this box should expand as you type)

	4
	Risks to the investigator
For example: personal health & safety, physical harm, emotional distress, risk of accusation of harm/impropriety, conflict of interest

	
	Risk to the investigator:
Emotional risk:
Risk of accusation:


(this box should expand as you type)
	How you will mitigate the risk to the investigator:
There may be emotional risk to some of the things people say, the investigator will also be mindful of the support organisations to contact if needed. Plus I can access counselling with UWTSD student services.

The risk of accusation would be overcome by offering the participant to read the information gathered if required. 

(this box should expand as you type)

	5
	University/institutional risks
For example: adverse publicity, financial loss, data protection

	
	Risk to the University:

There is low risk to the university, 
I will ensure I conduct myself in a professional manor always.

Risk of emotional stress:
Risk of data transfer:
Risk of data corruption:

(this box should expand as you type)
	How you will mitigate the risk to the University:
The appropriate counselling services will be provided to reduce the risk of emotional stress. 
All data will be password protected whilst data is being transferred and collected.
Ensure all data protection policies and procedures are followed.




(this box should expand as you type)

	6
	Environmental risks
For example: accidental spillage of pollutants, damage to local ecosystems

	
	Risk to the environment:


(this box should expand as you type)
	How you will mitigate the risk to environment:
There is a minimal risk to the environment, however due to the research being an online questionnaire this reduces my carbon footprint.

(this box should expand as you type)



	
	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


	7
	Does your research require you to hold a current DBS Certificate?
	☐
	☐
	☒

	8
	If YES, please give the certificate number. If the certificate number is not available please write “Pending”; in this case any ethical approval will be subject to providing the appropriate certificate number.
	



SECTION I: Feedback, Consent and Confidentiality

	1
	Feedback
What de-briefing and feedback will be provided to participants, how will this be done and when? 

	
	I will post on my social media page a short 1-page feedback document at the end of the research .


(this box should expand as you type)

	2
	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.

	
	
Informal consent will be sought before the participant fills in the questionnaire and participates in the research activity on the first two pages of the online Qualtrics questionnaire. 

On the initial page of the Qualitrics questionnaire participants will be provided with an information sheet with a consent form, if they tick the boxes that they do not consent they will therefore be redirected to the last page where there will be thank you page and will be then exited for the questionnaire, with a list of support organisations. 

However, they will have to give their consent and read all information provided before participating in the online questionnaire.


(this box should expand as you type)

	3
	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. 

	
	
Full confidentiality and anonymity will be provided to participants that participate in the research activity, it is the researcher’s responsibility to ensure all data is confidential, along with ensuring that the privacy and the right to anonymity are permitted throughout all stages of the research activity. Therefore, I will aim to do this by ensuring that the participants in the project cannot be identified, by changing their names and ensuring that full anonymity and confidentiality are achieved (Wiles, 2013).

Confidentiality and Anonymity will be provided as by using the Qualtrics system for my questionnaire, no personal data such as email address, phone numbers or any other identifiable data will be collected. Qualtrics assigns a code to each individual and does not hold any identifiable data within its data base.


Wiles, R., 2013. What are Qualitative Research Ethics?. 1st ed. United Kingdom.



(this box should expand as you type)



SECTION J: Data Protection and Storage

	
	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

	1
	“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. Any video or audio recordings of participants is considered to be personal data.
	☐
	☒

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

	2
	Qualtrics assigns a code to each individual and does not hold any identifiable data within its data base. Therefore, no personal or identifiable data will be collected.

(this box should expand as you type)

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

	3
	“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),
	☐
	 ☒

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

	4
	
N/A

(this box should expand as you type)



	
	
Will data from the research activity (collected data, drafts of the thesis, or materials for publication) be stored in any of the following ways?
	YES
	NO

	5
	Manual files (i.e. in paper form)?
	☐
	☒

	6
	University computers?
	☐
	☒

	7
	Private company computers?
	☐
	☒

	8
	Home or other personal computers?
	☒
	☐

	9
	Laptop computers/ CDs/ Portable disk-drives/ memory sticks?
	☐
	☒

	10
	“Cloud” storage or websites? UWTSD One Drive
	☒
	☐

	11
	Other – specify:

	☐
	☒

	12
	For all stored data, explain the measures in place to ensure the security of the data collected, data confidentiality, including details of backup procedures, password protection, encryption, anonymisation and pseudonymisation:

	
	The data will be stored in a password protected file, on my personal laptop and on UWTSD OneDrive. The data will be deleted upon completion of the dissertation after the mark has completed after the exam board/examination process. No identifying data will be held at any point during this research.
(this box should expand as you type)



	

	Data Protection

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

	13
	Electronic transfer of data in any form?
	☒
	☐

	14
	Sharing of data with others at the University outside of the immediate research team?
	☐
	☒

	15
	Sharing of data with other organisations?
	☐
	☒

	16
	Export of data outside the UK or importing of data from outside the UK?
	☐
	☒

	17
	Use of personal addresses, postcodes, faxes, emails or telephone numbers?
	☐
	☒

	18
	Publication of data that might allow identification of individuals?
	☐
	☒

	19
	Use of data management system?
	☐
	☒

	20
	Data archiving?
	☐
	☒

	21
	If YES to any question, please provide full details, explaining how this will be conducted in accordance with the GDPR and Data Protection Act (2018) (and any international equivalents, where appropriate):

	
	
There will be transfer from my laptop to the UWTSD One drive, all data on which ever device will be password protected and deleted once the dissertation has completed the whole examination process.

My laptop is password protected, and the folders/files where information is kept is also password protected.
(this box should expand as you type)

	22
	List all who will have access to the data generated by the research activity:

	
	
The only people who will have access to the data generated will be myself, and my dissertation supervisor. 

(this box should expand as you type)

	23
	List who will have control of, and act as custodian(s) for, data generated by the research activity:

	
	Myself and my dissertation supervisor will have control of data generated by this research activity. 
All information/data will be password protected.

As I will be using Qualtrics for my questionnaire data collection, all data will be coded automatically on the point of entry by Qualtrics. 

(this box should expand as you type)

	24
	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.  

	
	The data gathered will be kept on a personal laptop, in a file that is password protected and will be moved to the UWTSD One drive, also my personal laptop and files within my laptop will be password protected. 

The data gathered will only be stored for the duration of the research activity, for the purpose of this research activity there is no requirement for the data to be archived. Thereafter once the examination process has been completed the data will be deleted from all devices/folders.

(this box should expand as you type)

	25
	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) 

	
	N/A 

(this box should expand as you type)

	26
	Confirm that you have read the UWTSD guidance on data management (see https://www.uwtsd.ac.uk/library/research-data-management/)
	YES
	☒

	27
	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
	☒



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/ 

	1
	Signature of applicant:
	S.Lowndes
	Date:31.10.21






For STUDENT Submissions:
	2
	Director of Studies/Supervisor:
	C Lohmann-Hancock
	Date:
08/11/2021

	3
	Signature:
	C Lohmann-Hancock 
	



For STAFF Submissions:
	4
	Academic Director/ Assistant Dean:
	
	Date:

	5
	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 (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.






7.2. [bookmark: _Toc115081534]
Appendix 2: Proposal Form
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	· Title of Dissertation:
· Teitl eich Traethawd Hir
· Exploring Society’s Perception of Capital Punishment: 
Ethical Penalty or Political Murder


· Resreach Question
· Cwestiwn Ymchwil
· What are Society’s Perception regarding Capital Punishment?


	Aims and Objectives:
Nodau ac Amcanion

· Introduction
The purpose of this research project will be to focus upon the public debates of capital punishment worldwide, critically exploring if capital punishment is ethical? or seen as a form of abuse? This research project will be considering the legal circumstances of England and Wales legalities on Capital Punishment, whilst comparing international contrasts in regards to countries that have legalised Capital Punishment. 

In its objective this research project will aim to address the effects capital punishment has on inmates, and whether of not capital punishment is ethical or inhuman? This research project will be exploring the human right issues on capital punishment, along with exploring the history of capital punishment and whether the death penalty is therefore effective in preventing crimes. Haag & Conrad (2013) draws us to the controversy of the death penalty, the death penalty is one of the more inhuman forms of punishment, but despite this in current time most states have either abolished or legalised the death penalty, the aim of this research paper will be to explore why the death penalty is implemented, and is it successful in preventing crimes.(Walker, 2008).

The purpose of this research activity will be to add to existing knowledge and research on capital punishment, with the aim to develop new knowledge and research. 

Haag, E. and Conrad, J., 2013. The Death Penalty A Debate. 1st ed. The Death Penalty A Debate: Springer US.

Walker, I., 2008. The Death Penalty. 1st ed. United States: ABDO Publishing Company.


· Literature Review
· The History of Capital Punishment 
· Adfdsafasdf
· adfafadsf
· Is the Death Penalty Fair?
· Adfdsafasdf
· adfafadsf
· Is the Death Penalty Moral or Immoral?
· Adfdsafasdf
· Adfafadsf 
· Is the Death Penalty Effective in Preventing Crimes?
· Adhehdbef
· Adhahasf

· The Death Penalty vs Life Imprisonment
· Adhafhfdg
· Ahdhggabh

· Methodology and Methods
· Introduction  
· When preparing for this research activity all methodological approaches were carefully considered and assessed in order to determine which method would be more effective when answering the research question. When exploring different research methods both quantitative and qualitative research methods were considered for this research activity.


· Context of Study
· I will be using a qualitative data collection for research, whilst focusing upon society’s perceptions on capital punishment. 

· Justification for Methodology
· The principal researcher will be using Qualitative questionnaire data collection method for this study. Qualitative researchers often use a range of methods to collection data by placing the importance on words, rather than numbers. This form of data collection emphasises the stance that opinions, and feelings when collecting and analysing data are more effective, as opposed to quantitative data collection methods. (Markula & Silk, 2011). 

· The main tools used for collecting qualitative data often use participant observation, focus groups interviews using open-ended questions, questionnaires, the study of documents such as journals, medical records, and public documents. I will be using qualitative questionnaire to collect data as the research question I am focusing on cannot be quantified or counted.

· Methods Population and Sample
· The principal researcher will also be using a Qualitative 
Qualtrics questionnaire to gather data on the perceptions that society has on the death penalty. Thereafter, if participants are happy for me to contact them for future Interviews these will be undertaken after the questionnaire. These will be undertaken through Microsoft Team’s online and be videoed. All participants will be asked to consent to the interview prior to the start and if they consent then they will be asked to reiterate this consent in the recording. 

· There will also be an option following the questionnaire of an Interview follow up if the participant is happy to participate in this. Therefore, enabling me the opportunity to effectively answer the question, by exploring thoughts and feelings on the death penalty through the questionnaire. The Qualtrics system allows researchers to create surveys online, distribute surveys, analyse the results from the survey’s and then export data in multiple formats, which will be beneficial when exploring the research findings and collecting the raw data.  

· For this reason, using quantitative data collection this would not be suitable for this research question, as I will be exploring the feelings, and opinions of others which is something that cannot be quantified and counted. Quantitative research methods of collecting this form of data may include structured interviews, tests, surveys, and observation (Brannen, 2017). 

· Before undertaking this research, voluntary informed consent will be obtained from the participants before completing the questionnaire. The researcher must ensure they make it clear that they fully understand the nature of the research study, and to ensure that they understand that they fully understand they are able to withdraw from the research at any time if the process becomes emotionally distressful for them, as they have the right to privacy and confidentiality (BERA, 2011).

BERA,  Ethical Guidelines for Educational Research 2011 Available at: https://www.bera.ac.uk/researchers-resources/publications/ethical-guidelines-for-educational-research-2011 (Accessed: 28th October, 2021).

Brannen, J., 2017. Mixing Methods: Qualitative and Quantitative Research 2017. 2nd ed. New York: Taylor & Francis.

Markula, P. and Silk, M., 2011. Qualitative Research for Physical Culture. 1st ed. United Kingdom: Palgrave Macmillan.

· Questionnaire?
· For the purpose of this research, I will be using Qualitative Research Qualtrics qualitative questionnaire.
· Potential follow up interview if the individual would like to be interviewed.
· Which will involve collecting and analysing non-numerical data to understand concepts and opinions, to generate new ideas for research, with the option of a follow up interview if the participant would like to participate in this.

· Questionnaire Questions:
Do you agree with the Death Penalty?
Would you support the re-introduction of the death penalty in the UK?
Do you think the death penalty will prevent crimes in the UK?
Do we have the right to see if someone lives or dies?
Should inmates have the right to choose their capital punishment?
Do you think imprisoning an offender for life is more humane than capital punishment?
Please provide additional opinions and comments to support or oppose the death penalty.

· Interviews?
· The principal researcher will also be using a Qualitative Qualtrics questionnaire to gather data on the perceptions that society has on the death penalty. Thereafter, if participants are happy for me to contact them for future Interviews these will be undertaken after the questionnaire. These will be undertaken through Microsoft Team’s online and be videoed. All participants will be asked to consent to the interview prior to the start and if they consent then they will be asked to reiterate this consent in the recording. There will also be an option following the questionnaire of a follow up interview if the participant is happy to participate in this. Therefore, enabling me the opportunity to effectively answer the question, by exploring thoughts and feelings on the death penalty through the questionnaire.

· There will be 20 expected participants for the questionnaire.
3 to 4 interviews thereafter. 



· Ethics
· Before undertaking this research project, there were many ethical issues that were carefully considered to ensure participants were safeguarded throughout the research process. For this research, I will be using Qualitative Research Qualtrics by using a qualitative questionnaire through social media such as Facebook.

· Facebook will be used for the purpose of this research to gather attitudes, and opinions on capital punishment. 


· This research project will gain consent at the beginning of the questionnaire.

· Full confidentiality and anonymity will be provided to participants that participate in the research activity, it is the researcher’s responsibility to ensure all data is confidential, along with ensuring that the privacy and the right to anonymity are permitted throughout all stages of the research activity. Therefore, I will aim to do this by ensuring that the participants in the project cannot be identified, by changing their names and ensuring that full anonymity and confidentiality are achieved (Wiles, 2013). In addition all names and places will be redacted; in addition any situations which could identify the participants will not be included in my dissertation.

Wiles, R., 2013. What are Qualitative Research Ethics?. 1st ed. United Kingdom.

· Reliability/Validaity/Transferability/Trustworhtyness etc
· 
· Reliability in Qualitative research requires the researcher to undertake judgements in relation to the validity of the research, ensuring that the appropriate methods and applications are applied to the research project. 

· This will be through opportunistic sampling through my own Facebook group. It is acknowledged that there are limitations in using my own links to individuals as this may bias the study by only including ‘likeminded participants’; however, participants will be asked to send the Qualitrics link to friends if they so which may allow for a snowballing sample to emerge of wider set of participants.

· The researcher will be also using the NVivo software package to analyse the data provided, enabling the researcher to organise and analyse the data available, ensuring that it is reliable.


· Data Analysis
· The researcher must also be mindful not to include bias during this research project, the researcher can do this by computer analysing packages such as NVivo, this qualitative data analysis computer software enables qualitative researchers the ability to analyse the data provided and enable the researcher to draw clear and robust data. 

· Conclusion
TBC 


	




	Short Introductory Bibliography:
Llyfryddiaeth rhagarweiniol byr




	Proposed Supervisor: Dr. Caroline Lohman-Hancock
Goruchwyliwr awgrymedig







Please indicate whether ethical approval for project is needed – YES/NO
Nodwch a oes angen cymeradwyaeth foesegol ar gyfer y prosiect - OES / NAC OES

Please indicate whether sufficient resources are available for the project – YES/NO
Nodwch a oes digon o adnoddau ar gael ar gyfer y prosiect - OES / NAC OES


The above topic, proposal, and supervisor have been agreed:  
Cytunwyd ar y pwnc, y cynnig a'r goruchwyliwr uchod:



Signed : Assoc Prof C Lohmann-Hancock		Programme Director/ 
Llofnod 							  Cyfarwyddwr y rhaglen

 
Date 4 November 2021
Dyddiad


Please return this form to your Programme Director.
Dychwelwch y ffurflen hon at eich Cyfarwyddwr Rhaglen.


7.3. [bookmark: _Toc115081535]
Appendix 3: Qualtrics Qualitative Questionnaire Questions
 Demographics of Participants
1) What do you identify as?
If other please specify below:
2) What is your age?
What is the Death Penalty and Where does it Happen
3) Could you define what constitutes the death penalty?
4) Do you know which countries still use the death penalty?
Is the Death Penalty Fair?
5) Is the death penalty a fair punishment?
Please explain your response
6) Is the Death Penalty effective in deterring future crimes being committed?
Please explain your response
7) Who, in your opinion, deserves the death penalty?
8) Does the Death Penalty make society more peaceful?
Please explain your response
Death Penalty and Human Rights
9) Is the Death Penalty immoral?
Please explain your response
10) Is life Imprisonment better than the Death Penalty?
Please explain your response
11) Is the Death Penalty a violation of Human Rights?
Please explain your response
Morality of the Death Penalty
12) What do you think of the argument ‘an eye for an eye’ a tooth for a tooth, a life for a life?
13) If you think the death penalty is unacceptable, what is the alternative?
14) Would you agree that the death penalty for crimes involving the killing of an innocent person gives the families of the victim closure?
Please explain your response
Reintroduction of the Death Penalty in the UK
15) Should the Death Penalty be reintroduced into the UK Criminal Justice System?
Please explain your response
16) Are there any other comments you would wish to make in regards to the concept of the Death Penalty:


Male	Female	10	12	


18-29	30-49	50-64	64+	3	14	5	0	

count	
18-29	30-49	50-64	64+	94500	381400	327100	356100	
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