	
	
	







Accuracy and Consent Towards Forensic evidence
How Accurate and Trustworthy is Forensic Evidence?








Abstract

 This dissertation will delve into the publics minds on whether or not they are accepting of forensic evidence. What influences their minds and how accurate is forensics really?. Research is conducted using surveys and a literature review to identify what the positives and negatives of the uses of forensic evidence in the present day. 
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 1.Introduction 

[bookmark: _Int_9RvnIHru][bookmark: _Int_Z9eW1MQy]Forensic evidence plays a key role in policing, it can define the outcomes of crime, whether the right people get punished for their crimes or not. House of Lords (2019) describes forensic evidence as ‘an application of methods to recover, analyse and interpret relevant data in criminal investigations’. This shows that it is a precise and important role that helps the police greatly with getting incriminating evidence against suspects and criminals. Some examples of forensic evidence are “DNA, Fibres, footwear marks” told by College of Policing (2025). This could mean fingerprints, blood samples, saliva samples, urine samples, hair or nail fibres which can be linked back to people due to them being unique characters on a person or certain aspect are only prevalent with specific genetics. There is also cyber forensic evidence. Badman, A and Forrest, A (2025) say that it can be used to "identify cybercriminals behind malware attacks and police officers may use it to analyse data from devices of a suspect”. The first ever case for fingerprinting in the UK was in 1902 against a Harry Jackson. Forensic Access (2022) explains that “a burglary in London where fingerprints were found matching Henry Jackson and was then identified by New Scotland Yard as the criminal”. This dissertation will cover the modern times accuracy of forensic evidence, the miscarriages of justice that have occurred in the criminal justice system due to forensic evidence and how the general public in the UK feel towards forensic evidence, whether they consent and are comfortable with today's forensic science methods. For instance, “South Wales Police sued for unlawful use of facial recognition technology” (Reese, J 2020) this would’ve impacted how the public feel towards the use of, specifically, cyber forensic evidence. How accurate is forensic evidence and how trustworthy are the public towards it? The research conducted in this dissertation will be a literature review, finding reliable sources for evidence surrounding the topics of how accurate forensics is, the public's trust in forensics and their comfortability in the uses of forensics. Surveys based around the UK, official government websites as well as other sources will provide the information necessary to objectively and rationally look at the current state of forensics and how the public feel about its uses. Also this research is key to identify what influences the publics opinions on forensics. Another research method will be qualitative research in the form of a survey which will allow members of the public specifically those currently living in Wales to provide their opinions on the objectives and aims of this dissertation, this way a general consensus of how the general public of Wales feel when it comes to forensics, do they trust it? Are they comfortable with having their DNA stored? Do they think it is accurate or not? This way information can be formed surrounding how Wales feel about the forensics system rather than the whole of the UK. Will the Welsh citizens have similar opinions or will they contrast greatly. This means that there will be both primary and secondary research, the literature review consisting of what is primary research and secondary consisting of the 10 question survey sent to any of those currently living in the UK, the questionnaire will be 10 questions so that it doesn’t take up too much time while being enough questions to get the answers necessary for key information



2.	Literature Review 

Objective 1 – The accuracy of forensic evidence (846 words completed) 
Forensic evidence is an important factor when it comes to convicting criminals, it provides evidence that criminals were at the scene of the crime, however it is not perfect and there have been many wrongful convictions in the past. Brenner, C (2010) explains the random match possibility and that there is a  “once-in-7000 coincidence that an unrelated person would by chance have the same DNA profile as that obtained from the evidence” which explains that DNA at a crime scene can potentially, when reviewed, lead to an incorrect suspect and at worst put the wrong person in jail. To put that into perspective, there are only roughly 250,000 people in Swansea, which would be 35/250,000. Although this is a small number, there is still a chance of this happening, therefore other evidence is needed to ensure proper conviction. Koehler, J.J., Chia, A. and Lindsey (1995) say that “evidence supports that mock jurors are not educated on what random match possibility is so it may be prejudicial to implement in a case” this shows that even if this possibility is brought up in court it isn’t likely to be believed and may be looked down upon as a last resort defence which makes forensic evidence even less accurate due to lack of knowledge on the topic as well as an inaccuracy in the method which cannot be helped. Another point to be made is that “Forensic science in England and Wales as currently configured isn’t working for anyone not for the police, lawyers, courts, scientists, and the general public” (Devlin, H 2025) this describes the state of forensic evidence and how currently it is inaccurate and causing more harm than it should be for all parties involved. Forensic evidence does give the police vital evidence that can be very insightful, but there are downsides to it such as inevitable inaccuracies like a random match for DNA, lack of knowledge from courts which all could lead to the police putting the wrong person away. Some case examples of this happening are Lukis Anderson's case which is the “clearest known case of DNA transference implicating an innocent man. It's impossible to say how often this kind of thing happens” (Worth, K, 2018). Anderson was put to trial because his DNA was found was found on a dead body, however Anderson was found to have been in hospital at the time of the murder, his DNA must have travelled from person to person and found its way onto the dead person and therefore was wrongly accused of committing this crime which would’ve have ruined his life. It’s lucky that the police did more research just incase they were wrong without any bias because of forensic evidence. It also shows how forensic evidence cannot be used solely and that another form of evidence is necessary to convict. However, the positives of forensic evidence are that “Forensic science plays a pivotal role in the UK’s legal system, aiding in investigations and offering insights that can make or break cases” (Smith, M, 2024). This explains that although there are negatives to forensic evidence, it is still an efficient and effective method that at times can provide undeniable evidence used to either prove innocence or convict criminals and bring justice to those that have done wrong. There is a forensic science national DNA data base (NDNAD) which holds "electronic records of DNA, known as profile records, taken from individuals and crime scenes” (Home Office 2017). This is used to get matches when DNA is analysed so that they can get suspects from it. It is especially useful when it comes to repeat offenders or finding out if multiple crimes were committed by the same person. It makes the polices job easier and more productive and is a key part in identifying DNA and who it belongs to.  “NDNAD produced 22,477 routine subject to crime scene matches, including to 644 homicides and 550 rapes” (Home Office 2023). This describes how much NDNAD has assisted in identifying criminals using DNA found at crime scenes and matching it to the data base. This shows how forensic evidence is extremely useful and accurate even after it has been used because it is kept in a database for the police to use again when necessary. So although forensic evidence has downsides such as inevitable errors due to how easily contaminated it is and how random peoples DNA can find its way to crime scene through various ways, over exaggerated media around this subject which influences the general public as well as other evidence being necessary because forensic evidence cannot be the sole evidence used to convict a person, it does serve a key role in policing, it has been used to narrow down suspects that were possibly at the crime scene, assisted in convicting criminals, a DNA database full of the general public's DNA especially members of the public that have been taken in as suspects or criminals which ultimately saves time, resources and effort for the police. It is accurate but it is not perfected quite yet. 
  
Objective 2 - The general public's opinions on forensic evidence 
The general public's opinions on forensic evidence is important to take into consideration because if the public think that it is being used unethically and immorally then they have the right to do something about it and push for change. There are concerns for the public when it comes to forensic evidence, for example “Declining public trust due to concerns about its scientific robustness, disproportionate use with marginalized groups, and lack of oversight” (The Open University 2026). This displays the fact that the public think that the way forensic evidence is being used is targeted at specific people, it is not being monitored well enough, and they are questioning its effectiveness. However, it does have to be taken into account influences on the general public that can alter their point of view on forensics, especially if they are unrealistic influences. “Public views are suspected to be influenced by the media and fictional investigative television programs (CSI effect)” said by Amankwaa (2018). Television is known to exaggerate and falsify information to picture something in a better light, when it comes to forensics they have “made forensics look easy, effortless and always right when the reality is that 75% of forensic evidence is not able to be used in court due to contamination or other problems” (Legal Guides 2026). This deceives the public into having the wrong idea about forensic evidence, its accuracy and how it is done. This misconception pushed onto the public will impact their opinions greatly if that is for the better or not is hard to consider because it makes it can have a positive impact if the influences are positive however if media is being used as a comparison to real life then it will give people unrealistic expectations. This also shows how unknowledgeable the general public is around the topic of forensics, so is it even possible for them to form a just and realistic opinion around the subject? With biased depictions of forensic evidence circling the media, it would be hard for the public not to be influenced by this, especially without the knowledge needed to fully understand the method of getting forensic evidence and its admissibility in court. Other influences on the opinion of forensic evidence as mentioned by Kaplan-Damary, Jonathan-Zamir, Perry, & Itskovich (2025) are ‘the public trust in science and police reputation’. This demonstrates that whether the public are approving of the police’s actions and methods impacts how people feel about forensics because it is seen as a part of policing, if their reputation with the public isn’t good then the publics views on forensics will mirror that. However, a lot of people have trust in science since it is, there will always be skeptics, but science is seen as trustworthy by the majority in Britain. Seyd, B explains that “80% of the public in 2025 show high trust in scientists to be honest”. This would influence the public’s opinion in a good way and make it positive. What also will decline the public's perception of forensic science is the fact that the House of Lords (2021) describes how there is a “decline in the quality of forensic sciences in England and Wales” which would severely impact the public's trust in it however they are hopeful after putting some remedies in place to improve it. A controversial decision the police have made is to “incorporate AI into policing and forensics to save time and resources and free up officers to be on the frontline” (Home Office, 2026) people may see this as Artificial Intelligence replacing jobs or to improve forensics which will impact the publics opinion significantly. Further to the point, a respondent from the public in a survey explains that “The police don’t know enough about what the technology is capable of and where it’s going”. (Muir and O'Connell, 2025). This displays a lack of trust in the policing to be able to use Artificial Intelligence in the correct way, other respondents shared similar opinions meaning they think that the police are unqualified to be able to deal with such a powerful tool, whether the respondents think that the forensics team may become corrupt with the power of Artificial Intelligence or if it would cause more issues than benefits for forensics and cause a drastic downfall and further decrease the level of trust within forensics. “AI-driven tools, while often perceived as objective, can inherit biases from the data on which they are trained” (Hefetz, 2025). Proving the point that without proper training and knowledge around the subject of Artificial Intelligence it could very well turn the public against the use of forensic specifically involving Artificial intelligence into forensics. To ensure the future of forensics as well as the trust from the public in its future steps to further improve proper training as well as courses involving teaching around how Artificial Intelligence works and how easily it could cause a lot of issues within forensics such as potential miscarriages of justice as well as waste of time and energy all of which will be within the public's eye, it is imperative that the future of forensics is carefully thought out with public opinions in mind otherwise public trust will continue deteriorating at a rapid rate. 
Objective 3 – Are the public comfortable with forensics?
 
“In 2020 55% of people from Britain think that police should have access to private DNA databases” (Ibbetson, C, 2020). This shows comfortability from the public in the police to use forensic data in an ethical and correct way to benefit the general public and keep them safer. Even though the purpose of private DNA databases is to find out ancestry and identify medical conditions possibly passed down through heritage the majority of the public still are comfortable for it to be used by the police for other reasons which would be considered a high level of comfortability in responsibly using their access to this kind of private information. There are still 45% that do not reciprocate that level of comfortability which is quite a lot of people however it is still in the positive for comfort in use of forensic data. Another source from Smith, W (2023) which is more recent, explains that “When it comes to a national DNA database, Britons are divided, with 45% in support and 41% opposed”. This is a much closer result showing that the public is almost split evenly in terms of who supports the national DNA database and who opposes it. The majority are in favor so more people feel more comfortable with DNA being kept in a database for life and that the police will use this forensic evidence or data in a responsible and ethical way however there are a lot of people who also don’t feel the same way so although the majority feel comfortable with the use of forensic data the other 41% cannot be ignored and work needs to be done to gain that comfort that so many people do not have otherwise how are people to be comfortable with the way that forensic evidence is used and its effectiveness in identifying and convicting criminals. House of Commons (2010) tells us how “storing DNA profiles from hundreds of thousands of innocent people has made a minimal contribution to solved crimes” This would make the public feel more uncomfortable with the police storing their forensic DNA in the national data base for forensics because of how little of a contribution it makes to policing ability. Many members of the public knowing/thinking they are never going to commit a crime would feel discomforted knowing that they’re DNA is being kept in case they ever do commit a crime because it could be seen as a lack of respect and trust for members of the general public. This could make the public have the idea that the police are against them almost, keeping their DNA for unnecessary reasons unless they commit a crime. May also cause people to think of it as a breach of privacy, especially considering that it isn’t helping the police majorly. “Article 8 protects your right to respect for your private life, your family life, your home and your correspondence” (Equality and Human Rights Commission, 2021). It could be argued that keeping this data on the system forever could breach this basic human right which would definitely make people feel more uncomfortable with forensic evidence. Even more so if you take in the fact that “DNA of tens of thousands of innocent children is being stored on the national database every year” (Dodd, V, 2013). Innocent children's DNA being kept in the database even if they never committed a crime is with an extraordinarily high figure would definitely make members of the public, specifically parents, uncomfortable. Wallace, H (2016) explains that keeping DNA in a national data base for life “a form of ‘bio-surveillance’ of the people on the database, who are treated as a ‘risky’ population who might commit a future crime”. This shows possible discrimination based off of a person's DNA profile which would certainly make people, who feel like the police targets them, uncomfortable at the idea of having their DNA kept in a forensic data base where information will be shown that could potentially make the officers bias towards them such as previous convictions or in areas where corruption relating to racial or sexual discrimination or homophobia has occurred recently within policing. “The UK police forensic database has been racialised in a number of distinct ways” (Skinner, D, 2013) this means that different communities have made out that the forensic national data base is discriminatory towards different ethnic groups. This shows a lot of discomfort for the database and how it is used, again showing how uncomfortable people are with the idea of forensics being used how it currently is. There is definitely a large portion of people who do show a level of uncomfort towards forensics and if something is not done to resolve this issue then the number of people who do show comfort for forensics will only start to decrease and further discomfort will form at a higher level. For now, however, statistics have shown that more people are for the uses of forensics that are used in the present day.

[bookmark: _Int_aFWzNneq]In summary forensics is an accurate method to an extent with issues that needs to be fixed such as the random match possibility, how easily it is contaminated and improving the national forensic database. The majority of the public do trust the uses of forensics however there is a large number of people who do not feel the same. People are influenced by media and how they feel about the police which in turn affects their opinions on forensics. The public do have concerns of racism as well as how many innocent people are on the database because it is unnecessary and shows a lack of trust in the public since it is a form of preparation incase they ever do commit crimes. The future of forensics is looking very promising however it needs to be done correctly for it to actually be productive.


3.	Research Methods (1500)
Introduction
In this chapter the method of research will be discussed. It will provide a description of which research strategy will be used, how the data will be collected, how the data will be analysed and potential barriers that could occur that may impact the efficiency and effectiveness of the research and the summary of the research. It will provide a clear process that provides key steps in the method of research used and why it was chosen and how to minimise hurdles and maximise responses.
Research strategy
The research strategy that will be used is quantitative research, “Quantitative research typically involves collecting measurable data through experiments, surveys, or rating scales” (McLeod, S, 2025), in the form of an online survey. There will be a total of 10 questions asked so that it isn’t too long and will ensure people have time and energy to complete it to get the most replies as possible.  “96.3% of citizens in the UK in 2023 use the internet services” (WORLD POPULATION REVIEW, 2026). This shows that an online approach to this survey is a good choice because of the number of people in the UK, where it is based, are online and available to complete it. 
Data Collection
The survey will be sent out to random members of the public within Wales, so that the research is locally sourced and reflects on the Welsh people's views on the subject it focuses on. It will be posted on social media such as Instagram, snapchat and WhatsApp and asked to be shared around so that it can reach different people without consideration of age, job, ethnicity, gender, beliefs, sex or sexual orientation, however people currently living in Wales are the targets and have been asked to be the only ones answering this survey. Data will be collected using google forms, it will display yes, no or unsure answers using a pie chart and display the long form answers separately in a list format. Questions are chosen so that answers can either be made into a pie chart so it is easier to see what percentage of people chose what answer or for long form answers can be formed into different categories depending on what is entailed for example many people may share the same answers but phrased differently so it can be processed as multiple people had this opinion and other people had this opinion or similar. The questions are intended to get the most important information from the respondents so only key questions on the subject of the survey are asked so all the information received is viable and relevant this way there is not a need to sort through information as much to choose which information is needed and which are not making it more efficient and effective. The survey will also remain anonymous because it will attract more people to answer knowing that nobody knows what answers respondents has giving which could potentially be embarrassing if it's a topic, they are unknowledgeable about or have opinions that are not the same as the majority. Also respondents are offered the option to be emailed back about the final responses of the survey if they are curious as to if others agree with them or not, this also makes it more enticing for people to answer as well as it being a token of appreciation for them completing the survey.

Data Analysis
To make it easier to see the results the answers will be moved onto google excel which will allow the conversion of answers into a clearer format that can be analysed clearer and long form answers into similar categories that have the same/similar meaning to get the different groups of answers such as positive/negative or if people are unsure. Analysing the data will then be much easier to see all the different results and answers the general public has to offer on the subject of question. Using the pie charts and categories of answers it is then possible to describe what the results are and discuss the most popular answers in detail and why or how the answers could be like this and possible changes that need to be made on the subject based off of these answers.

Limitations and Potential Hurdles
Possible issues that may occur when sending out a survey is that many people may not have the time or energy to complete it or may simply forget to if they have a lot on their mind or have been too occupied with other tasks this would result in less people completing the survey. If the survey is made too long then people will be more reluctant to do it, it is not something that benefits them and takes time away from them that they could use to complete other tasks or relax. If the questions are worded too complicated for a person, they will not be able to complete the survey as well as they could if it was worded in more simple terms. Another point is if they are unsure about what the topic of the survey entails then they would not be able to comprehend the questions as well and give answers that make no sense. The issue of sending surveys out to people you do not know especially if the survey is anonymous then they may give impractical answers just to fool around and cause issues for the person sending the survey out. Not getting enough responses for the survey to collect enough data for it to be usable. People may also give responses that they think the majority would choose to fit in more rather than what they are actually thinking. What platforms the survey is sent out on is also key if there is a specific target audience. Certain audiences can be harder to reach and ensuring those target audiences are the people answering the survey could also cause a lack of people answering it as well or having to put in questions to ensure that the target audience are the ones answering and sorting through what answers are actually viable would take up a lot more time for the one sending out the survey. 
Counteractions for the limitations and hurdles
The precautions necessary to minimise the risk of hurdles is to write the survey in a manner which targets those with no knowledge on the subject it is about. This way it ensures the majority will be able to understand the questions and give answers that are more comprehendible and usable as data. Also, it is necessary to minimise the length of the survey as much as possible by only asking key questions, receiving only the information that you need out of the survey. This makes the survey more appealing to respondents because they do not need to use as much time or energy to complete it. The target audience of the survey is not extremely specific so that would not be a limitation that needs to be considered. However, Welsh people are the target and it was made clear that they are the only ones wanted to complete the survey. Making the survey anonymous reduces the risk of people trying to follow the masses and choosing the choice they think most people would go with. If people answer the survey with unserious questions they can be deleted while sorting through the answers. Sending out the survey as early as possible will allow for more responses maximising the number responses that will be received as well as sending it to reliable friends, family, coworkers and asking them to send it to other reliable people will also increase the number of responses.
Reliability of research
The research completed is reliable because it consists of key questions related to the topic being researched. Also, the survey is sent out to random members public to get respondents that have a wide range of backgrounds and experiences to ensure that the opinions captures the thoughts behind the Welsh people because it is intended to be a local survey that shows the opinions of those to do with the situation currently being dealt with. This makes it reliable because it is not too wide scaled, the expectation to get a national opinion is unrealistic without influence across the world however local influence is much more attainable through connections via social media and the use of friends, family and coworkers. This way a more accurate survey of Welsh people's opinion on the survey is possible. Another point is that the questions asked are either specific where necessary so that a definite answer is given and for other questions they are left open ended so as to capture the opinions of these random people easier, it allows them to express themselves which is exactly what's needed from the survey since the target is to get the varied opinions of the local general public.



4.	Findings

4.1 Introduction
The objectives of this research is to get a gage on the general public within Wales's knowledge, understanding, trust and comfort with the uses of forensics such as giving DNA samples, CCTV, facial recognition and how accurate they think it is. The questions with multiple choice answers, yes, no or unsure, will be made into a pie or bar chart and commented upon about the meaning behind the answers and what it shows. The questions with longer form answers will be made into categories and also commented on by the meaning behind people's answers. The survey was shared with numerous people within Wales via social media, for example WhatsApp, snapchat and Instagram so that it could reach as many people as possible in Wales so that opinions of various different people with their own unique experiences and ideas can be grasped. Age, sex, gender, sexual orientation, ethnicity and job were not important for this survey so that it can reach all kinds of people.
Description of analysis and results
Question 1: Are you comfortable giving blood samples to the police?
[image: ]
As shown in the pie chart above the majority of people answered yes (41.7%), second highest answer was unsure (37.5%)and the least answered choice was no (20.8%). This shows that majority of people are comfortable giving blood samples to the police. However many people did say they were unsure which does show a lack of comfort, they may have found it hard answering the question due to a lack of trust in policing.
Question 2: Are you comfortable giving your fingerprints for the police to access at anytime via a system?
[image: ]
For this question, it was a lot more people were comfortable giving swab samples (saliva or skin swabs) to the police (50%). 29.2% of people answered no. The lowest chosen answer was unsure (20.8%). This shows a lot more comfort and trust in policing. Swab samples are a lot less intimate in comparison to blood samples, so perhaps that is why.






Question 3: Are you comfortable giving swab samples (saliva or skin swabs) to the police?
[image: ]
This question majority of people answered yes (58.3%) to giving fingerprints to access at anytime via the forensics national database. 20.8% answered for no and the same for unsure. This also shows a higher level of comfort and trust in policing.
Question 4: Can you explain your answers for the above questions?
The answers to this question consisted of Lack of trust, nothing to hide or would require a valid reason for doing so. This was very interesting to see because it was somewhat inconsistent with the answers above, while a number of people did mention that they would do it simply because they had not done anything wrong, more people were stating that they needed valid reasoning to give the samples, which would infer more people should have chosen that they would be unsure or less likely to. A number of people also stated that they would describe it as a breach of privacy and a lack of trust withing the police. “I don’t trust the police” was a specific answer given by an individual.

Question 5: Would you be comfortable with the police using facial recognition technology in their work? And why?
Majority yes, others no due to lack of comfort or breach of privacy. This shows a lack of trust and comfort in policing.

Question 6: Do you think that it’s ok that police can view CCTV footage when needed to find out where a suspect has been even though it also shows everyone else that has been to the same places?
[image: ]
The answers to this question 91.6% of people said yes, 0% of people chose no and 8.4% chose yes. This shows comfort and trust in police to use the digital forensic method of analyzing cctv.

Question 7: Do you know what the term “golden hour” means in policing?
[image: ]

For this question, 29.2% of people understand what the term golden hour meant, 12.5% chose unsure, and 58.3% chose no. This shows a lack of knowledge in forensics. It is a key term in forensics, and it shows a lot when the general public does not even understand what it means or perhaps have never even heard of the term.
Question 8: Do you understand why police close off areas where crimes have been committed?
All answers show good knowledge of this question. People described that it gets closed off to preserve evidence and for public protection at times. This knowledge is key because it will prevent the public from trying to enter crime scene or when reporting a crime, they would realise not to purposefully contaminate key evidence.
Question 9: Do you think forensics is a trustworthy method and is accurate most of the time? and why?
All answer were yes with very few mentioning some slight doubt to do with corruption, forgery of forensics at a crime scene as well as the possibility of contamination.
Question 10: Do you think the police should be able to convict suspects based off of forensic evidence alone?
[image: ]

Each answer for this question had 33.3% of people choosing it, so one third of people answered yes, another third for no and the final third chose unsure. This shows a lack of knowledge because 33.3% were unsure and 33.3% chose no even though a person cannot be convicted from forensics evidence alone.
4.3 Synthesis of findings with literature reviews
In comparison to the findings in the literature review, the survey reflects it accurately. For example, majority people believe that the police should have access to private DNA bases so that they can match DNA more effectively which reflects how open the respondents from the survey to giving DNA samples such as blood, swab samples and fingerprints. Also, how in the literature review it is described how majority of people agree that there should be a forensics national database that the police can access anytime that is necessary which again reflects how open respondents were to giving DNA samples. If analysed closely however the results in the literature review are much closer, those who chose yes and no were almost even with majority taking a slightly higher percentage whereas in the survey the percentage that chooses yes is a lot higher in comparison to the other choices. There are also similarities in lack of trust and comfort in sharing DNA with the national forensic database. This is seen in question four where respondents explained how they had doubt in the uses of forensics with one respondent explaining how they “don’t trust the police” and others expressing concern why their DNA would even need to be kept in a database. This also reflects the data found in the literature where many people expressed concern in the database carrying information of innocent people which does not help the police in any form and also the concern of bias especially the fact that ethnic people are four times more likely to be in the database. It shows a lot of doubt for uses of forensics. It displays how a lot of people do lack trust and have a lot of discomfort in the unnecessary forensic data kept by the police. Another similarity is that the general public seems to be unknowledgeable about the uses of forensics, terms involved, and how forensic evidence is collected and used. In the literature review it is shown that many people are influenced by media heavily when it comes to forensics, it is expressed as a much easier and accurate method than how it is in reality. In the survey we can see that most of the respondents did not understand what the term golden hour meant showing their lack of knowledge in the topic. Research in the literature review suggests that forensics is not as accurate as people think, three quarters of evidence found is inadmissible in court due to contamination or other issues, whereas in my survey everybody said they thought that forensics was an efficient method which should be allowed to be used solely to convict a person. The research in the literature review suggests that this is not the case there are many reasons why forensics cannot be used to convict a criminal by itself such as mismatches, contamination as well as the fact that forensics has been the cause of many people being wrongly convicted for crimes they have not committed. There are more similarities, for example the correlation between the public's trust in policing affects their trust in forensics because of how related the two are. As described by respondents, giving forensic samples is affected by their opinions on the police with many describing how they would need a good reason to do it or that they felt uncomfortable due to the police. 
- Compare and contrast your empirical findings against your literature review findings 
4.4 Summary
In summary a survey was sent out with the objective of discovering the publics concept of forensics. The aims were to find out how comfortable people felt with giving DNA, how accurate the forensics method is, as well as their knowledge of forensics. It was sent out to random people currently living in Wales with no other specifics in mind. From the data found it can be seen that the public are not very knowledgeable on the topic of forensics, there is definitely discomfort and a mistrust however people are still willing to give their DNA if necessary and they think that forensics is a highly accurate method that should be allowed to be used to convict people even as sole evidence. In contrast to this the literature review describes how the majority of people feel the same, that they agree to giving DNA if necessary, people think that forensics is a highly accurate method mainly due to influences of media and opinions on accuracy of science. There are similarities in a lack of trust in police.  So in conclusion the answers from the survey sent out actually reflect the findings within the literature review which almost shows that it was an accurate survey backing up statements of surveys that are based on the whole of the UK.




5.	Conclusion (800)

[bookmark: _Int_uv7DZ5GC][bookmark: _Int_AQtgZ3qf]In conclusion there are many positives to forensic evidence especially within the public's eyes. It is an accurate method to identify suspects and criminals while also being used as a tool to prepare for those who may commit crimes. There is a national forensic database which holds the DNA of countless UK citizens so that they can match DNA at crime scenes to people by just using the database. It works especially well for those who are repeat offenders. There are many influences on the general public that work in a positive form for forensics. Influences such as the TV, social media and others project forensics in a good light that makes it to be always accurate and an easy method, however this is not the case. Forensics has a long way to go before it will be perfected, there are many concerns for example the fact that they have numerous innocent people on the forensics national database for no reason other than if they ever do commit a crime which could cause a lack of trust for the police. People of ethnicity are four times more likely to be on the forensic national database which is a cause of concern for specific communities. The general public also seems to be very unknowledgeable around the subject of forensics, so they are unable to come up with their own opinions without all the information they need. There is also a random match possibility which could cause a conviction of the wrong person, there are also other issues such as how easily contaminated evidence can be and causes it to be inadmissible in court. A survey sent out to the Welsh people shows a lack of trust and comfort in policing as well as many sources found in the literature review however people are reluctantly willing to hand in DNA if necessary. The survey sent out and the literature review together back each other up, the information found from both are very similar and show the same outcomes. Influences such as people's opinions on the police currently clearly affect many peoples trust and comfort in forensics because of how the two are linked. Overall it is clear to see that the majority of the public believe that forensic evidence is key to policing, it is an accurate method and even though there is definite doubt a lot of people do have faith in it and would even give in their own DNA to be on the database because they have nothing to hide and that it should be used to convict criminals alone as evidence. However the facts do say that a criminal cannot be convicted using forensic evidence alone. Forensics is also an untrustworthy method there have been many wrongful convictions, evidence is easily tampered or contaminated making it hard to evidence to find and use in court, there is a timeframe to collecting this evidence known as the golden hour otherwise it is more than likely to be unusable in court. There is also still a large number of people who do not trust in forensics, whether that may change for the worse or better in future is reliant on those able to make a change. The use of AI could greatly enhance forensics but many people have doubts that the police are trained enough for that and with the write level of training and teaching the police could ehance the effectiveness and efficiency of forensics which would make it much more reliable and gain more trust and comfort from the public.
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