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TRANSCRIPT

Hayley Ness (00:01.391)

So hello everyone, welcome to the Jury Hub podcast. Today we're absolutely delighted to have Hannah and Matt with us. They are both experts in forensic psychology and they're based at Manchester Metropolitan University. So Hannah, if we can just start with you, what drew you to the area of jury decision-making?

Hannah Fawcett (00:22.134)

It kind of evolved, to be honest, out of my interest initially around deception and understanding how and why and when people lie and then how those lies are kind of understood within a courtroom context and whether jurors pick up on those lies. So my PhD focused on sort of alibi evidence and deceptive alibis and that brought me into looking at the jurors pick up on these lies, did they pick and what are some of the variables that influence how jurors evaluate evidence in court and reach their verdicts.

Hayley Ness (00:59.567)

Interesting. Thank you. How about you Matt, what drew you into the research area?

Matt Brooks (01:07.014)

Yeah, it's a similar thing to Hannah really, in that it wasn't my core research area. I'm a trauma researcher, an applied trauma researcher with experience in forensic psychology and when I was first invited onto this project with Hannah it really piqued my interest because it's something I never really thought about in terms of jury decision making, in the context of emotional well-being of jurors and as a trauma researcher everything that we talk about in the supporting people and being able to improve people's wellbeing that way. And actually with jury service that's not something that happens so I felt maybe I could have a bit of a contribution to this project.

Hayley Ness (01:49.679)

Great. It's lovely, isn't it? I mean, it's such an important task and so many different areas of psychology can be applied to it to help understand it, can't it? So Hannah, another question for you. Being a juror is such an incredibly important task, isn't it? It's part of our civil duty. But it's also a pretty daunting one, isn't it? You know, the whole process can be quite intimidating, very formal. Even the buildings themselves can be very intimidating. So from your experience, your research experience, what impact do you think this kind of formality has on someone who's about to be a juror?

Hannah Fawcett (02:30.438)

Yeah, I think it can be a really, really intimidating environment for the vast majority of people. They have no interactions with the legal system, the court system, until they're called to be a juror. It's not something that the majority of us think about on a day-to-day basis. We don't consider being a juror. We don't consider the court service. We might see something on the news and question whether the jury's reached the right or wrong decision in that case. But on a personal level... we don't really think about how we might interact with that until we're put into that situation. And you're right, for a lot of people, it is very daunting. So jurors that I've talked to have talked about the worry of, well, how do I get there? And what bus do I get? And where do I go? And who do I talk to? And just feeling the general mechanics of what to do being really, really overwhelming, let alone the... what is the case going to be like, what am I going to be exposed to, and how is it going to impact my job? I'm having time off, am I going to be able to pick my kids up from school? 

All of those requirements mean that jury duty is a huge, huge ask. It's a very important role. It's absolutely essential to the legal system, but it's something that most people don't think about until they're confronted with it and they have to think about. And that's something that as researchers we find that as well. So there's so much forensic psychology research, there's so much about police interviewing, there's so much about eyewitnesses and there's relatively little about jurors, their experiences, their attitudes, their beliefs, what influences their decisions. Because most of us just don't think about it. And then there's challenges with getting access to jurors as well, because it is such a closed system, it's hard to get access. And some of that is to protect the jurors themselves and to avoid them having that pressure to justify their decisions, to talk about how they reached that after the trials ended. But yeah, for a lot of people, it's a very daunting experience.

Hayley Ness (04:37.583)

From the people that you have spoken to in the research that you've done, do you think there is a big mismatch between expectations and reality?

Hannah Fawcett (04:45.902)

I think anecdotally, I think so. I mean, at the moment we are planning research to investigate that in more detail, but most of the jurors that we've spoken to have said, nothing prepared me for this. And I'm not sure whether anything could have prepared me for what I went through. So the jurors that we've spoken to were predominantly on high profile murder cases and it came very much as a shock to them - what they were exposed to, what they had to look at and the toll that took on their emotional well-being on their families as well. So I think we definitely need to understand more about people's expectations, about their understandings and what they anticipate with jury duty so that we can work out is there a way that we can better prepare them and better support people going into jury service as well as they go through and come out the other end.

Hayley Ness (05:40.943)

Great, so that leads really nicely onto the next question I was going to ask you. So your research in particular has examined the impact of looking at different types of evidence, doesn't it? So could you just talk us through a bit about why that's so important, what you looked at and briefly what you found in that research?

Hannah Fawcett (05:58.658)

Yeah, so the research we've been working on over the last couple of years has been a big group project. So we got funding from the British Academy to look into some of the aspects that influence Jura decision making and Jura wellbeing. Specifically, we were interested in some of the materials that they may be exposed to in a murder case. So we were working with forensic archaeologists and forensic anthropologists who prepare 3D printed and 3D models of human remains to show to jurors in court to illustrate injuries that a victim has received. And these are routinely being used in courts, but there's very, very little research about how they impact on jurors. 

So the research that's out there tends to be around the technical specification. How do we create effective 3D models that pick up the right level of detail, that kind of accurately represents the victim's remains. Unless thought has gone into what impact does this have on jurors, is this really emotional to see a realistic 3D computer model, is it really harrowing to have a 3D printed model and are they better or worse compared to traditional approaches, which would be showing photographs taken from the autopsy and things like that. So we were interested in looking at that. 

So our research looked at that. So we had 180 participants and we got them to role play jurors, taking a variety of baseline measurements of their previous trauma, their levels of depression, anxiety, and so on. And then we showed them a criminal case. And then we showed them materials taken from that criminal case. So it was either a 3D printed computer model of a victim's skull, a 3D computer model or photographs taken from the autopsy. And we looked at their kind of emotional responses to that as well as their decision-making. And it was really interesting because no research has really done that before. None has looked at that emotional impact of this type of material, even though it's been shown in court. And I think the most significant and interesting finding that we had was the increase in symptoms of trauma amongst our participants in that there wasn't really one of those three mediums that was better and less distressing and less upsetting, which we expected the models to be less distressing than autopsy photographs and that didn't really strongly come through. 

But what we did see was across the sample, the incidence of symptoms of trauma increased fourfold. So baseline coming into the study, about 10, 11% of our participants showed signs of trauma based on previous experience one week later after short-term exposure to these case materials that had increased 40% which shows that if that's happening in a small, small scale short-term exposure we imagine in real cases where there's much more graphic information that might be accompanied by testimony from witnesses, lots more upsetting material that those instances of symptoms of trauma would be much higher.

Hayley Ness (09:37.975)

Wow, I'm going to come to Matt in a second. I'd just love to ask you a quick follow-up on that. So I suppose evidentially, one of the reasons why that type of evidence has been submitted, you know, 3D models, has that been based on accuracy? Are witnesses more accurate with a more lifelike model?

Hannah Fawcett (10:01.422)

Again, there's not lots of data. I think it's a case of the technology existing, so it being used, and then the research is now trying to catch up and go, actually, should this be used? So what we see is in past research that we've done, we saw that jurors felt like having the 3D model helped them to make sense of the evidence. So rather than being told there was an injury to the parietal bone, they were like, well, what does that mean? But actually being given a model to look at, they can go, oh, it means here.

So it helps in that translation of kind of technical evidence, technical jargon, and translating that into, it means this point here. So we've got limited research from the past that says it helps with understanding or their perceptions of accuracy of understanding, but it hasn't really looked at that emotional impact. So this, this research that we've done has kind of been the first in showing actually, this is, it's really upsetting for them as well.

Hayley Ness (10:56.987)

So important, isn't it? Because if that evidence is being presented in order to aid witnesses, you've shown it's actually hindering witnesses, you know, it's traumatizing them. And obviously that's going to have an impact on their memory as well.

Hannah Fawcett (11:13.478)

Definitely, definitely. And we didn't see an impact on the decision making. So it didn't translate into verdicts in our research, but it did. We did see this kind of emotional response, regardless of how this evidence was presented. It's just suggests that we should be really, really careful before introducing any type of exhibit like this into court to think about, is this really necessary in improving understanding or is this a bit of a gimmick that we that we're introducing because we can introduce this into court.

Hayley Ness (11:46.231)

Yeah, fascinating and really important research. Matt, with your background on emotional resilience and trauma, as you said earlier, what are your views on viewing this type of evidence? And is there anything you think that we could do to prepare witnesses for viewing this type of evidence?

Matt Brooks (12:05.088)

Yeah, it's a really good question. So I think as Hannah alluded to, there is limited research really out there. So to an extent, we don't really fully know the entire impact that viewing this evidence will have on jurors, because there isn't a wider kind of societal conversation around this. And there's limited research studies, as Hannah alluded to, there's difficulties accessing these participants. But more generally, I think research that is out there would suggest that you know hearing graphic details about the crimes or looking at these various forms of evidence can be extremely distressing. 

We mustn't forget as well that jurors are exposed to this quite often over many months and weeks, so it's over a prolonged period of time and we would generally refer to this as indirect or secondary trauma and it was quite startling that the results that we found as Hannah mentioned in terms of the 40% meeting this PTSD symptom criteria because those that's the kind of prevalence that we would expect to see in people who've experienced other types of trauma so for example people who've been victimized in person or even people going to war as well so it's very high rates and admittedly this was over a short period of time and we probably would expect some of those symptoms to reduce in most people but there is a there will be a minority of participants where these symptoms could persist over a long period of time. And that's really important to recognise as well. 

So when I'm talking about symptoms, I'm talking about intrusive thoughts or nightmares, flashbacks, so being on the trial, perhaps feeling on guard around other people, avoiding situations that might be similar, or trying to avoid discussions around criminal cases more generally.

And as well, we often forget as well that these participants have their own histories of personal trauma as well. So there's no formal screening mechanism really in England and Wales that takes into account that some participants may have experiences that are very similar to what's been played out in court. So, for example, you could have someone who's been a victim of child sexual abuse sitting on a trial about child sexual abuse with no formal screening process. So that in itself can be extremely distressing. I think in terms of going to your question around what support could be provided, so pre-trial obviously there isn't much really out there at the moment, I think a lot of the research on trauma is often criticised for putting an emphasis on an individual to do something about it and to manage their own symptoms by themselves and we already know that being a juror is a very isolating experience. 

So what I would say we probably need to do something more a systems approach within the criminal justice system. So for example, having a meeting with a counsellor perhaps before the trial, knowing who takes them through, perhaps what to expect. So these are the types of symptoms you might experience. These are the things that you could do potentially to help manage some of those symptoms. Even training for court staff as well, just being aware of how these symptoms can play out in juries.

And I think as well how the instructions are even delivered to jurors, you know, I think there's a quite, there's a huge burden of responsibility in a juror anyway. It's not just being exposed to the material, it's actually having the weight of having to make a potentially life-changing decision for the other people and the, you know, the pressure of getting that right and also being in a room with relative strangers who might have strong opinions about the case. All of this plays into the mix.

I think it's really important that jurors are set up and better prepared before they go in knowing what to expect going forward. And I think as well alluding to what I said as well in terms of the potential screening, maybe we need more of a formal screening mechanism for jurors and so certain people could exempt themselves from specific types of cases if they wish to do so.

Hayley Ness (16:15.995)

Great. So a question for you, Matt, and also Hannah, if you want to come in on it. I mean, one of the things that obviously makes it more difficult for jurors, isn't it, is that they go through this experience and they're not allowed to talk about it afterwards, particularly what goes on in the deliberation room, so they can't share their experiences. So what additional impact do you think, Matt, that has on them? I mean, obviously, it might be dependent on the nature of the trial.

Matt Brooks (16:44.458)

Absolutely. When you are in the moment and talking about, you know, hearing these details, the most natural thing to do is to go home and talk to your partner, talk to your family members and friends and share experiences when you go through stressful life. You're not allowed to do that. So I think it harks back to what Hannah said before in terms of some of the jurors that we've spoken to with this lived experience, say it's very isolating, they don't want t and as well as being prevented from accessing those more formal mechanisms of support. So if they are required, if they do need that extra support, they're often signed posted to their GP or the Samaritans charity and even within those situations they cannot currently discuss the nature of the deliberations so they're very limited in the types of support that could be received.

Hannah Fawcett (17:42.746)

Yeah, and I think there's additional pressures for jurors as well once the trial's finished, especially these kind of high profile cases that are played out in the media. We've seen examples where there's been criticisms from victims and their families about the verdicts that have been reached and as a juror if you've spent you know many hours or days or weeks hearing the evidence, considering it carefully, deliberating to try and reach the right decision, believing you have done, to then see it splashed all over the media that you've made a terrible decision and all finding out later that you have made the wrong decision and someone that you acquit has gone on to commit another offense. 

That's incredibly stressful and a huge burden. I'm feeling like you're doing that in isolation, taking the weight of that decision and the weight of that responsibility very personally, and just not having that access to informal support mechanisms, talking to your family, talking to your partner is really, really difficult and just worry that you could be prosecuted if it gets out that you've disclosed something, which means that some jurors don't disclose anything and keep everything inside, which obviously is not very healthy for them in the longer term.

Hayley Ness (18:59.723)

No, so difficult, isn't it? Matt, you mentioned, you know, at the moment, people are signposted to the GP or Samaritans. Is there any other support available for jurors after a trial?

Matt Brooks (19:13.518)

Not really currently, no. I think Hannah might be able to say more about this but compared to other countries I think we're very limited in what we provide. So I know in Scotland they do have a post-trial counselling service that's been running for a few years but that depends on the judge determining whether or not they see fit that the jurors do need support so it's relying on someone else's opinion of what is subjectively traumatic for that, that obviously has its own limitations as well.

Hannah Fawcett (19:46.146)

Yeah, England and Wales, we are quite behind a lot of other places in our approach to jurors really. So as Matt mentioned, Scotland has a system and Canada has a peer support system. There's a lot of amazing work going on in Canada to train court staff, to raise appreciation and awareness of jurors and the, you know essential role that they do and to provide that support that they need they need through peer support service. In Australia there's jurisdictions where there are help lines that you can call as a juror and you can get you know free counselling and well-being support to help process your juror experience but in England and Wales it's a case of being told to phone Samaritans or to phone your GP who can refer you onto counselling services. 

So there's no dedicated specialist support. There's nobody that understands what it's like and the worry about disclosing the right being the wrong thing. And some of those kind of case specific things that are distressing, the isolation from family, the removal from your daily routine, the pressure of the decision and being with other people that maybe you wouldn't normally mix with in making those decisions. And there just isn't the support there. So that's part of what we've been doing is trying to raise awareness of this and the needs of jurors. And to say that actually they do need to be able to access support after they finish a trial if they need it. 

You know, a lot of jurors may sit on cases that are not traumatic, they're not upsetting and it doesn't impact them in the long term but for a small but significant number of jurors it is a life-changing experience and incredibly difficult and they feel very isolated and very alone. We've spoken to jurors who talked about feeling well there must be something wrong with me because nobody else is asking for a helpline, nobody else is struggling with this, so it must be me that's just not coping very well, feeling guilty for feeling upset because I'm not the victim here, I've not experienced this horrendous abuse or violence or whatever it may be and so a real complex web of emotions that they would really benefit from being able to speak to a trained professional.

So I think that's something that we do really need in England and Wales is that support for jurors. So we've been doing a lot of work to try and increase the evidence base that shows that jurors need this. And then working with politicians, working with our international collaborators in Canada and in Australia to learn from systems and the processes that they have there to see what could be implemented in this country to help jurors over here. So it's a slow process, but hopefully we're starting to get a little bit of traction. We held an event a couple of months ago where we were in the House of Lords bringing together all of these kind of people with a real stakeholder in this issue. So we had people from Australia, Canada, Scotland. We had jurors who shared the most passionate and moving accounts of their lived experience of jury duty and joined by politicians, the Ministry of Justice, the Court Service, to try and work out how we can improve things moving forward. So it's really good that people are starting to recognise that this is an issue that does need work on in the future.

Hayley Ness (23:38.063)

Great. So is there a kind of schedule of follow ups from that initial meeting?

Hannah Fawcett (23:44.97)

Yes, so we've got lots of follow-ups planned as I say it's a slow process trying to get people together and when you're trying to work with politicians and change policy there's no overnight successes there but we have been really fortunate in getting lots of support for what we're doing and we're trying to raise more awareness of this but yeah we've got some more follow-ups planned with the Ministry of Justice and some of those international and collaborators to try and move this forward.

Hayley Ness (24:15.759)

Great. So just following on from that for both of you, given your international collaborations, given what you're learning about different models of support for jurors in other countries, what do you think would work best for jurors in England and Wales?

Hannah Fawcett (24:33.486)

Matt, do you want to take this one?

Matt Brooks (24:35.718)

Yeah, yeah, I can start off. So I think what's really important is to have very specialist services that would be able to support jurors. So we know from previous research that people don't often tend to access general services if they've got very specialist requirements or experiences. So we need something that's more specialist and targeted for jurors. I have awareness of the criminal justice system and the juror experience. And I think what's really important as well is some of the, even the mechanism in Scotland and elsewhere, there needs to be a self-help, I think, route for people so it doesn't rely on the subjective judgment of somebody else in deeming whether or not they need support, it needs to be down to that individual. 

And I think as well, it'd be very useful in the longer term at least to have support both pre, during and post trial as well to address, you know, to help people through that process. It's not just, you know, sometimes when we support people at the end of the process it's often a bit too late and, you know, they're not better prepared to deal with it at the start so I think it's a three-pronged kind of approach really I would say.

Hayley Ness (25:54.255)

Hmm. That's so interesting. I mean, do you have thoughts about what that support would look like within a trial?

Hannah Fawcett (25:56.67)

Yeah.

Matt Brooks (26:04.562)

Yeah well the programme of work, I mean I think Hannah will talk more about this shortly, the programme of work we're trying to address are these broader questions. What support is effective, when is it effective, how and by whom should this support be provided? I don't know if you want to take that look Hannah.

Hannah Fawcett (26:18.99)

Yeah, because there's always concerns about support while a trial is ongoing to make sure that doesn't influence the outcome of the trial, that any professionals aren't deliberately or indirectly changing the way that the jurors understand evidence and the decisions that they would reach. So it does make it very challenging to implement that support while a case is going on. I think certainly pre-trial, just preparing people so if you are on a murder trial you may have to hear testimony from the victim's family, you may have to see images of the injuries that the victim sustained, you may have to. So just to help people understand in advance what it is that they might hear, what it is that they might see so they can start to prepare for some of that I think will be very helpful and to normalise some of those emotional reactions that they may have that you may find it upsetting, you may find it distressing and other people do as well and that is a normal response to have and you're not on your own in feeling that way. So I think that preparation in terms of what they may be exposed to and what some of the reactions they may feel could be quite useful kind of pre-trial and then post-trial.

There's several different models. So peer support seems like a really good model. That's what's been implemented in Canada. So other people that have gone through jury duty that also know the challenges, the difficulties are able to support others as they come out of a new trial. And that seems quite effective as well as helplines. I think it's difficult to get a one size fits all model when everybody's needs are very difficult and the aspects of the case that are difficult will differ from one individual to another. For some, it's the deliberations and the difficulties of that one person who was really kind of pushing and pushing to try and change them, to change their view. For another, it's the contents of the trial or a particular piece of evidence that maybe they find more difficult. So being flexible to be able to meet those differing needs, I think it's important. But we do have some really good models out there in what is being done in Australia and what's being done in Canada in particular to help us hopefully in the longer term shape practice over here in England and Wales.

Matt Brooks (28:51.598)

And I think one thing I'd add to what Hannah said as well, she's absolutely right in terms of the pre and post support, it's very tricky during the trial. And there have been some advocates for perhaps looking in other countries potentially where you would be allowed to discuss the deliberations with a mental health professional, but within the context of a doctor patient type relationship, which will be treated like any other confidential issue. But that's - It's probably some way down the line here currently at the moment. So that's why we're probably looking at the pre and post support in the initial stages.

Hannah Fawcett (29:25.89)

Yeah, that's the change that's been recently passed in Canada, is allowing jurors to talk about deliberations in the context of therapy, and that's quite an open therapy, not too many kind of restrictions applied to that, which does free up jurors to not worry about did that happen in deliberations, did it happen in open court, what can I and can't I, that they can just share everything they're feeling within that setting without fear of - am I going to be sent to jail for saying this? So I think again, giving them that freedom within that therapy context is really important for that post-trail support.

Hayley Ness (30:02.459)

I think it would be sometimes impossible to know because you discuss all the evidence in deliberation and if it's a long trial, how do you remember where you heard it or where you discussed it? This might be a really stupid question, but when you were both talking there, you mentioned peer support a few times and I was just wondering to myself whether the other jurors on a trial could be given some skills in order to support each other…

Hannah Fawcett (30:16.186)

Definitely.

Hayley Ness (30:35.091)

…through the trial, almost like basic counselling skills or listening, being able to spot if somebody looked particularly distressed or I don't know if that's anyone sort of anything like that or whether it's just a daft idea.

Hannah Fawcett (30:49.442)

I don't think anything's been done with jurors while they're in that ongoing trial. I think the only peer support has been sort of after a trial's ended rather than during that process. I suppose they've got a lot of information and things to take on board that it might be difficult then to feel like they're supporting somebody else in that moment as well.

But I think certainly more training for court staff, which is, again, it's been shown in Canada. So making court staff more trauma informed, more aware of picking up on the signs when people are distressed, more able to meet those needs within the trial and be sensitive to the fact that as a member of court staff, you may become a little bit immune to some of the more distressing aspects of a court case, whereas for many jurors, it's the first time being exposed to that type of evidence, and it's going to be much more upsetting to them.

Also that court staff have probably taken on that role, knowing that they're going to be exposed in their daily working life to difficult content and decided to take that job regardless. Whereas for many jurors, they may actively don't watch the news, don't watch horror films, don't watch anything distressing, and yet they're forced to confront it within that context. So I think some of that trauma-informed... approach to court staff is quite important as well to help them within that process to deal with jurors more sensitively.

Hayley Ness (32:13.029)

Hmm.

Hayley Ness (32:18.731)

Great, well you both described that there's so much work that still needs to be done in this space, particularly in England and Wales. So for you personally, what are your next steps moving forward?

Hannah Fawcett (32:30.626)

Yeah, so we've got big plans haven't we Matt - for more research projects so we're hoping to be able to apply for funding to be able to look at developing some of these kind of resources really to look at what our jurors need before the trial begins and what can we put in place and does it help to alleviate some of those stresses and concerns and what does help after the trial to help them cope with that. So I think that's the next stage for us is applying for that big funding bid.

Matt Brooks (32:33.179)

Yes. Hmm. Yeah, and I think in addition to the research and the funding side of things, I think there's a more broader goal in terms of raising the awareness more broadly in England and Wales and of the important role that jurors provide to our civil society. So whether having some kind of juror appreciation week and even talking picking up on the peer support a little bit earlier, whether opportunities to perhaps develop a peer network of jurors with lived experience, and share their experiences. 

And it's going back to what I said a little bit earlier as well, actually, in terms of I've talked a lot about the negative impacts of being involved in jury duty, but a lot of my research does look at the positive psychological changes that can occur as a result of these stressful experiences. And we've been working closely with some jurors with lived experience. And yes, they're clearly very upset and distressed by what's happened, but they're able to use their experiences to serve as really important to kind of really get that message out there. And so there's an advocate really for other jurors who perhaps might not be able to speak up or feel able to speak up about their experiences in jury duty as well. So I think it's really important to recognise that aspect as well.

Hayley Ness (34:19.787)

It's really great that you mentioned the positive because I'm quite conscious that anyone watching this might be put off from doing jury service. We talked a lot about trauma and PTSD and things. So question for both of you. What advice would you give to someone who's just received a jury citation and is preparing for the jury service?

Hannah Fawcett (34:38.062)

I think probably to be aware that the majority of cases, jurors find jury duty to be rewarding and to be a valuable experience, that the majority of jurors don't experience trauma. It's a significant proportion, but it's not the majority. So I think... to prepare for it, just be aware that, you know, trauma is not inevitable as part of jury duty and that it is a really important kind of role to play and it is a really valued role. And it's a often overlooked role and I don't think we do enough in society to recognize the positive contributions that jurors make and to celebrate that. But I think to prepare is just to go in open-minded and to seek support. if you need it through the GP, through the Samaritans, but not to be afraid to seek that support.

Matt Brooks (35:31.15)

Hmm.

Hayley Ness (35:38.497)

How about yourself Matt?

Matt Brooks (35:40.102)

Yeah, I would echo what Hannah said. I think just to add to that, I think it's about the importance of recognizing that if you do become distressed, it's normalizing those experiences. It's perhaps more unusual if you're not distressed by something that's harrowing, you know, by some of the high profile criminal cases that we've seen. So I think just normalizing those, recognizing what some of the signs and symptoms are and being able to seek that support if you need it.

Hayley Ness (36:08.187)

Great. So a similar kind of question, but to different audience. What advice would you give to somebody thinking about going into this field of research, an early career researcher?

Hannah Fawcett (36:22.815)

I think we desperately need more research in this area so we're really open to collaborate with other people, to get PhD students working in this field. I think if anyone isn't interested, go for it, get in touch with us and we'll be happy to work with others.

Hayley Ness (36:39.239)

Right. It's actually being a participant in a jury experiment would be a really quite interesting experience for members of the public as well, wouldn't it?

Matt Brooks (36:39.67)

Yep. Yeah.

Hannah Fawcett (36:49.56)

Yeah there's often opportunities to get involved in research that way as well.

Hayley Ness (36:55.684)

Right. So, um, it's been an absolute pleasure. Is there anything, any final words you'd like to say?

Hannah Fawcett (37:02.978)

I don't think so, but just thank you for having us on and giving us the opportunity to talk about this. It's something that, you know, Matt and I are really passionate about, and we feel like the more people that hear about it, the more people that become aware of this situation with jurors, you know, the more likely we are to be able to make positive change in this area. So thank you for listening to us.

Matt Brooks (37:21.962)

Yeah, yeah, no. Thank you.

Hayley Ness (37:22.677)

Thank  you for joining us. Your research is so important and I wish you the best of luck with all your future funding applications and research projects and I look forward to seeing what you can develop in England and Wales in the future. Thank you.

Hannah Fawcett (37:35.302)

Thank you.

Matt Brooks (37:36.351)

Yeah, thank you.
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