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This study explores the impact of rising knife crime on modern policing in the UK, with a specific focus on the Gwent Police Constabulary, and examines whether police officers should be routinely armed. The research critically evaluates existing literature, statistical data, international comparisons, and primary data collected from serving officers within Gwent Police.
The study identifies a significant increase in knife-related offences across the UK, leading to growing concerns among both the public and frontline officers. While the British policing model has traditionally been defined by policing by consent and an unarmed force, the escalating threat of violent crime has reignited debates on whether routine arming is necessary for officer and public safety. Survey results from Gwent Police officers indicate strong concerns about knife crime and support for routine arming. However, the data also highlights alternative measures, such as double crewing, wider taser access, and increased specialist training, which officers view as equally, if not more, effective in enhancing safety.
International comparisons reveal both the risks and potential benefits of routine arming. While nations such as the United States demonstrate the dangers of excessive police firearm use, European models like Norway offer a middle ground where officers have access to weapons without carrying them at all times. The study also identifies a research gap in understanding how routine arming might affect rural and semi-urban policing environments like Gwent, which face distinct challenges due to limited resources and the geographical distance of armed response units.
Ultimately, this research concludes that while routine arming may improve officer safety in certain high-risk situations, it is not a one-size-fits-all solution. Instead, a holistic approach, prioritising improved training, increased recruitment, and enhanced less-lethal options, should be explored before fundamentally altering the UK's policing model. The future of policing in the UK must carefully balance officer protection with maintaining public trust to ensure an effective and proportionate response to the challenges posed by knife crime.
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[bookmark: _Toc194946614]Introduction
Knife crime has become an increasing concern in the UK, with rising incidents posing significant challenges to both public safety and modern policing. The prevalence of violent offences involving bladed weapons, such as knives, machetes, and swords has prompted widespread debate about the effectiveness of current policing strategies and whether frontline police officers should be routinely armed. Traditionally, British policing has been rooted in the principle of "policing by consent," with officers remaining largely unarmed, apart from small teams of highly trained specialist officers, to maintain public trust and cooperation. However, with growing rates of knife-related violence, particularly in urban areas but also in regions such as the area of Gwent, questions have arisen over whether this model remains fit for purpose and whether officer safety and effectiveness can be improved. 
The debate over arming police officers in the UK is complex, involving considerations of officer safety, public perception, policing effectiveness, and international comparisons. While some argue that routinely arming officers could serve as a deterrent against violent crime and better protect officers facing life-threatening situations, others warn that such a shift could erode public trust, escalate violence, and fundamentally alter the nature of British policing, going from a policing by consent model to a policing by enforcement model.
This dissertation will examine the existing research on knife crime, its impact on policing, and the broader implications of arming police officers within the UK. It will explore key themes such as the rise in knife crime, its effect on frontline policing, assaults on officers, public attitudes toward armed policing, and international case studies. Additionally, it will identify gaps in the current literature and areas for further research, particularly concerning policing in regions like Gwent. By critically analysing these factors, this dissertation aims to provide a comprehensive understanding of the challenges posed by knife crime and the potential benefits and consequences of routine arming for both police officers and the communities in which they serve.
[bookmark: _Toc194946615]Literature Review
The Impact of Knife Crime and Modern Policing - Should Officers in Gwent Be Routinely Armed?
Introduction
Over the last decade, the public has become increasingly concerned about the rising levels of knife crime, due to its impact on the everyday safety of the public themselves and members of the frontline public services that are tasked with combatting it. This increased public concern has had a direct impact on the police service and the confidence the public has in the police services ability to combat and prevent knife crime. 
The rise in violent crime, including assaults with bladed or sharply pointed articles, has sparked debates about the adequacy of current policing strategies, especially in regards to police officers within the UK being routinely unarmed (Clark-Darby, 2020). While the UK traditionally values its unarmed police force and the British model of policing by consent, the growing threat of knife-related violence and assaults on officers has reignited discussions about whether police officers should be routinely armed or given the option of carrying a firearm as part of their personal protective equipment. This literature review will examine the existing research on knife crime, the impact it has had on modern policing, and the contentious issue of arming police officers within the UK.
The Rise of Knife Crime in the UK
According to data from the Office for National Statistics (ONS), knife crime in the UK has surged in recent years, particularly in urban areas but with increasing rates in regional areas like Gwent. Studies by the Home Office reveal a rise in offences involving knives, including robberies, assaults such as grievous bodily harm, public order incidents such as affrays and murder or attempted murder. In the year ending March 2024 offences reported to the police involving knives in the UK increased by 4% when compared to the previous year (Office for National Statistics, 2024).
Various studies suggest that the rise in knife crime is linked to socio-economic factors, youth gang culture, and reductions in police numbers. Research by Giulietti and McConnell emphasises the impact of austerity measures on social services and policing, exacerbating youth vulnerability and likeliness to engage in criminality, including knife crime (Giulietti and McConnell, 2020). 
While Gwent has not been as heavily affected as major cities in England like London, Manchester, and Liverpool, knife crime has risen in the region which has prompted concerns over public safety and calls for more robust policing strategies. It should be considered if areas such as Gwent are as equipped to deal with this level of crime effectively, in comparison to the resource’s constabularies such as the Metropolitan Police Service and Greater Manchester Police Service has available to them, such as police officer numbers and specialist trained officers equipped with tasers and firearms. Studies indicate that knife crime in Gwent is increasingly associated with gang activity and drug-related offences such as county lines which has brought increased violence from cities such as Manchester and Birmingham into traditionally rural communities whose police services’ aren’t as habitually accustomed to this nature of crime. (Gamman and Frater, 2020).
The Impact on Modern Policing
The rise in knife crime presents unique challenges for the police and its officers. Officers often face dangerous situations with limited means of protection, relying on tasers, asps, PAVA, and negotiation skills all of which require officers to be within close distance of the potential subject which increases the risk of injury to the officers dealing with the situation. Studies highlight that non-armed police forces in areas of rising violent crime can feel vulnerable, with limited resources to manage high-risk situations (Farmer and Evans, 2020).
Research suggests that one of the strengths of the UK policing model, policing by consent, has been the trust that unarmed officers inspire in the public. This model dictates that the general public is entitled to an opinion on how the police service conducts themselves, the result of this model is a generally supportive public who, for the most part, are willing to assist the police with their enquiries when required. The risk of stepping away from or upsetting this model is the public withdraw their trust and cooperation which in turn will make the role the police hold increasingly difficult to perform (Rainer, 2010). Although the police service in the UK boasts relatively high levels of trust from the public, rising knife crime risks undermining this trust, as communities feel increasingly unsafe. Calls for tougher police responses are growing, yet concerns about the potential erosion of community relationships remain strong (Jackson et al, 2012). 
In response to knife crime, UK police forces have adopted various strategies, both proactive and reactive. Proactive measures such as stop-and-search, community engagement, and knife amnesties, have shown to be effective when used with caution. However, some of these measures, specifically stop and search has been criticised for their limited long-term effectiveness and potential to alienate certain demographic groups (Bowling & Phillips, 2019). Reactive measures such as the wide scale rollout of conductive electrical devices or tasers and an increase in authorised firearms officers has provided an increased ability to deal with immediate threats involving knives and other weapons, reducing the risk to officers when force is required to be used against a subject (Ready, White, & Fisher, 2008).  However, the roll out of these reactive measures have done little to provide aid in solving the root causes of knife crime and it has been argued that the presence of tools such as taser and firearms has shown to increase the likelihood of force being used on a subject during a police interaction (Ariel et al, 2019). 
Assaults on Officers and Officer Safety
Assaults on police officers have risen alongside knife crime, creating a further layer of complexity for policing in the UK. National Police Chiefs' Council (NPCC) reports show that officers are increasingly subjected to violent attacks, including incidents involving knives. These reports show a fifty six percent increase in assaults on officers (Den Heyer, 2024). Studies argue that this rise in violence is contributing to diminished morale and increased stress among officers, with implications for their mental health and job performance, as well as having negative impacts on the outcomes of police interactions (Eikenberry et al, 2024). 
With officers facing more dangerous situations than in the past as highlighted by the rise of knife crime, discussions about the need to arm police routinely have intensified. Studies indicate that many officers feel unprotected when responding to violent incidents, with some advocating for more widespread firearm availability as a means of enhancing officer safety. However, this view remains contested, some of the concerns highlighted in previous studies include the impact routine arming would have on the culture of UK policing. It has been argued that due to the attrition rates on courses tailored to authorised firearms officers being as high as fifty percent the only option would be to lower the standard needed to pass the course, increase the risk of unnecessary firearm discharge or risk losing fifty percent of the current UK police force which would further increase the risk to the remaining officers and the general public (Clark-Darby, 2020).
Research on whether the presence of a firearm has increased the feelings of safety experienced by frontline police officers has been conducted using the temporary arming of police officers in Norway as the primary research target. This study identified that officers felt that they had to be more vigilant during nonviolent situations such as patrolling in an area with high foot traffic and felt that keeping in close contact with their partner was necessary which indicates a feeling of being unsafe. However, during incidents where violence was expected the presence of a firearm made officers feel that they were properly equipped to deal with the situation which in turn made them feel safer. Following the temporary arming of frontline officers in Norway, the organisation overwhelmingly supports the continued routine arming of police officers (Barland et al, 2022).
Public Perception and the Debate on Arming Police
Historically, the UK has prided itself on maintaining a largely unarmed police force, in stark contrast to other countries such as the United States and closer neighbours such as Northern Ireland. This has been seen as a cornerstone of public trust of the police. However, due to high profile terrorist attacks involving knives and other weapons the public have been seen to be accepting of armed police officers in potential high-risk targets such as outside of The Houses of Parliament in London, England. This shift in public acceptance could indicate a growing feeling of acceptance for the routine arming of police officers in the UK (Roycroft, 2014).
Public opinion on arming police officers is divided. Some studies suggest that the public in high-crime areas and areas that have been affected by terrorism are more inclined to support arming police officers, particularly in response to rising knife crime. However, other research emphasises the risks of escalating violence and eroding public trust. Overall, it appears that the public holds mixed opinions on whether or not the routine arming of police officers in the UK is needed, one opinion poll showed that fifty eight percent of the public were in support of routine arming whilst forty two percent were not (BMG Research, 2015). As stated in the Peelian Principles “the police are the public and the public are the police” (Home Office, 2012) it is as important to explore the views and opinions of police officers in regards to their routine arming. The police federation has previously asked serving police officers for their opinions on whether or not they should be armed, once in 2006 and again in 2017, both of these surveys showed that the majority of serving police officers, seventy seven percent in 2006 and sixty six percent in 2017 did not want to carry a firearm however these surveys have shown an increase in officers wanting to be routinely armed as the years have progressed (Police Federation, 2017).
International Comparisons and Lessons
Comparative studies provide insights into how arming police can impact public safety and police officer protection. In countries such as the United States, where police officers are routinely armed, violent crime remains high, and incidents involving the use of firearms by police are more frequent with more than six hundred people killed by police officers every year. Worryingly, it is widely known in the States that some people choose to end their life by the method of “police assisted suicide”. This however is a stark contrast to the police service in Australia whose officers are also routinely armed killing on average seven people a year. European models, such as in Norway, where police are mostly unarmed but have quick access to firearms locked inside police vehicles, offer an alternative approach however studies indicate officers from countries that are routinely armed feel safer than they would if they did not carry a firearm (Evans and Farmer, 2020).
Studies suggest that while arming officers could potentially deter knife crime and protect officers, it could also undermine public trust and lead to unintended consequences, such as an arms race between persons engaging in criminality and the police service (Hendy, 2012).
Gaps in the Literature and Future Research
Much of the literature focuses on national or urban contexts, leaving a gap in research specific to regions like Gwent. Further studies are needed to assess the unique dynamics of knife crime and policing in smaller, rural, or semi-urban areas where resources are not as abundant and assistance from authorised firearms officers is likely to be a significant distance away.
While there is research on public perceptions of arming police, there is limited data on how routine arming would affect the relationship between police officers and the communities they serve this is mainly due to the fact that the impact on the relationship between armed officers and the British public is not able to be analysed until frontline police officers are armed.
More research is needed on the long-term effects of arming officers, particularly in regions where knife crime is rising but remains relatively lower than in major cities.
Although there have been previous surveys on the subject of the routine arming of police officers these have been conducted a number of years ago. As the role of a police officer is subject to quick changing circumstances and since the uptake of some ten thousand probationary officers in more recent years it may be that views and opinions are vastly different from the previous results. Especially in the wake of social movements and high scale protests in the last 24 months, such as Black Lives Matter, the rise of Far Right parties such as Reform UK, Anti-Israel and Pro-Palestine events, child-perpetrated knife crime such as that by Axel Rudakubana which led to riots across the entirety of Britian in 2024. All of which may have an impact that would sway someone’s opinion on how the police should both respond to knife crime, and other familiar violent offenses. 
Conclusion
The rise in knife crime and assaults on police officers has placed considerable strain on modern policing and police officers themselves in the UK, whether in large cities such as Manchester or London, or smaller regions such as Gwent. While there is growing pressure to consider arming officers, the existing literature highlights the potential risks that would be involved in this endeavour. Although routinely arming officers may enhance officer safety and improve the responses to large scale knife attacks or knife crime in general, it could also disrupt long-established trust between the police and the public. The current evidence suggests that any move toward routinely arming officers should be carefully considered, taking into account local crime trends, public opinion, and the potential impacts on community relations, whilst also looking at the views and opinions of police officers themselves. Although there have been previous engagements with serving police officers in relation to routine arming, this has taken place over seven years ago and further investigation is needed due to a new generation of police officers now filling the role. It is important to take into account societal cultures and how this impacts policing and armed officers and the effect this has had on armed policing around the world, specifically the differences between the United States and European countries where police officers are regularly armed but have vastly different experiences and results. Further study on the effect routine arming has on officers’ perceptions of safety and ability to deal with knife crime is needed as well as further investigation into whether or not police officers are willing to carry firearms while on duty.
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This chapter outlines the methods used to answer the research question. It will highlight and explain the processes undertaken in the research but also the reasons why other methods were not chosen for this study. This study will use a mixed method approach utilising both quantitative and qualitative data collection.
Research Method
This study will be conducted by utilising in depth, survey based research that is tailored specifically to police officers and their experiences and opinions. Although a survey is commonly used to conduct quantitative based research, mainly due to the straightforward nature of preparing and dissemination, they can also be tailored to collect high quality qualitative data in an effort to explore nuanced perspectives and insights. The researcher aims to develop a survey that requires both quantitative and qualitatively answers (Gelo et al, 2008). This mixed method approach will ask the subject to explore their thoughts and opinions in both a closed question, and open question format. Asking for responses both qualitatively and quantitatively will not only collect the subject’s personal insights but also collect measurable data that can be compared and contrasted in the analysis, which will lend itself to providing an in depth understanding of the overall feelings of the subjects who participated in the study.
Although due to the nature of the topic in-person interviews could have been an effective way of obtaining data, due to the resource restraints of this study, it was felt a digital survey was more efficient and effective. It also meant that the researcher themselves was slightly detached from the study, and therefore less likely to influence the answers from the participant, especially from those of a different background (Cairns-Lee et al, 2022).
Quantitative research is an investigation that primarily focuses on collecting and analysing numerical data. It is used to identify patterns, relationships, or trends in a structured and objective manner. This from of research can be useful when the sample size of research is expected to be large (Watson, 2015)
Qualitative research is an approach used to explore and understand people's experiences, behaviours, and social circumstance through non-numerical data. It focuses on opinions, motivations, meanings, and interpretations rather than numbers or statistical analysis (Aspers and Corte, 2019).
Subjects for the Study
The target participants for this study will be police officers within the Gwent Police Constabulary, who will remain anonymous for the purposes of the study. The reason for this target population is due to the researcher being a fellow officer and as such has great levels of access to this target population. The access is much greater than in comparison to other researchers who may be viewed as ‘outsiders’, this lends itself to the participants being more likely to trust the study as it’s being conducted by ‘one of them’ (Davies, 2016).
As the participation in this research is voluntary, it may be necessary to invite a large pool of subjects to participate, as there may be a number of individuals who when invited, do not wish to participate. As well as the study being voluntary, each participant will provide written consent for the use of their answers, and it will be made clear to each participant ahead of their participation that their answers will be anonymous. By being anonymous this should reduce the fear potentially felt by respondents saying something that could be seen as negative towards their role, or the police service.
The inclusion criteria for participation in this study is as follows:
· Active duty frontline police officer
· Based within Gwent Police
The researcher has chosen to exclude non-frontline officers and staff as they do not carry any equipment or attend high risk calls, which the survey will be exploring, in part. The geographical consideration, although a wider perimeter would be beneficial for greater comparison, due to the limits of this study have been restricted to the constabulary of Gwent. The expected sample size for this study is 30 participants, the researcher believes that this number of participants will provide a good range of views and opinions and enable them to produce a good picture of the overall opinions of officers within Gwent Police, although would recommend additional responses for future studies.
Survey Design
The survey design will consist of three specific sections: demographic and protected characteristics, perceptions of knife crime and concerns of arming officers. 
The first section will highlight the demographic information of the participant such as, age, sex, length of service and the policing departments in which they have worked. This will enable the researcher to determine if these factors have an impact on the views and opinions of the participant and may aid in identifying specific trends in the research. The data collected within this portion of the survey is highly sensitive as it contains personally identifiable information (PII) and will be stored and maintained in accordance with GDPR and University guidelines.
The second section will focus on quantitative questions, using a Likert scale and multiple choice questions. The focus of these questions will be the participants opinions on whether police in the UK should be armed and their perceptions on knife crime. 
For example:
· Q: How worried are you about current knife crime rates in the UK?
· A: 1, not very worried 5, somewhat worried 10, extremely worried 
The third and final section of the survey will focus on qualitative data collection and ask open ended questions that require a written response, these questions will seek to identify the various challenges the participants have faced and thoughts and concerns about the routine arming of UK police officers. Using open ended questions is allows the participants the freedom to fully express their views unfettered.
Distribution
The survey will be distributed using a secure digital chatroom that is only accessible to Gwent Police officers and staff. It will also be disseminated via email to participants who have expressed an interest in participating in the study. 
Participation will be strictly confidential, and the researcher will advertise this to promote honesty and reduce response bias.
Ethical Considerations
Ethical considerations have been addressed throughout this chapter and have been considered throughout the design of this study, rather than as an afterthought. Ethical approval was sought from the University before the study began and was approved. 
All response data will be stored in accordance with UK and University data policies and standards. All analysis documents (such as Microsoft Excel sheets) will be password protected and stored within secure Police data bases.
Ahead of the participation in the study, each participant was provided an information sheet to ensure full comprehension of the study and that they may withdraw at any stage from their participation. It was also detailed that due to the anonymity of the study once they hit “finish” on the survey they would not be able to withdraw from the study as each response is anonymous. 
Data Analysis 
For the data analysis a combination of quantitative and qualitative methods will be used. A Chi Square test will be used to compare the average responses across different subcategories of participants, such as age, time in service and sentiment of responses, to determine if there are any statistically significant opinions between them (Miller, 1997). Sentiment analysis will be used to analyse the qualitative answers, which will aid the researcher in understanding the deeper opinions of the participants which may be lost in the quantitative section of analysis. 
Limitations
A number of limitations have been identified in the research methods chosen for this study. The first is that the researcher is a fellow officer which may increase the risk of the participants feeling influenced in their response to the questions, the researcher has mitigated this risk by the survey being digital and thus separating the researcher from the research as much as possible. The second limitation identified is that brought upon by the small sample size available to the researcher, this may result in a slight bias in the data as it may be the case that the participants, all being from the same small constabulary, have been influenced by the culture within the organisation. The researcher has attempted to minimise the risk of this by making the survey anonymous and thus eliminating the risk of any social repercussions for the participants answers.
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This chapter will display and discuss the key findings from the data collection. Subheadings have been identified from the data, from key themes that have arisen. This chapter will contain both a quantitative and qualitative analysis of the data which will aid in providing a wider understanding of the data as a whole. This chapter will put forward findings which display concerns of safety that the data sample feel when dealing with knife crime and the views and opinions of the sample when considering what measures may increase actual or perceived safety. 
During the data analysis, attention was drawn to the differing characteristics of the participants in an effort to identify whether or not these characteristics had any impact on the participants feelings and opinions on the key question of “Should police officers in the UK be routinely armed?”. 
Table A, Response Sample Personal Characteristics 
	Age
	Response Count

	18-24
	10

	25-34
	18

	35-44
	2

	45-54
	1

	55-65
	1

	Gender
	

	Male
	19

	Female
	13

	Ethnicity
	

	White British
	28

	White Welsh
	2

	White and Black Caribbean
	1

	No Answer
	1

	Role
	

	Constable
	30

	Sergeant 
	1

	Police Staff
	1

	Years of Service
	

	Under 1 Year
	1

	1-3 Years
	24

	4-10 Years
	10

	Over 10 Years
	1



Total sample size: 32
The age of the participants involved in the study was split between five categories, with the majority being placed in the age range of 25-34 which came out as 56.3%, followed by the age range of 18-24 which showed to be 31.3% of participants. The remaining 12.5% was spread between the older categories (Appendix table 1). As expected, no respondents were identified as being above the age of 65, this is likely due to the normal retirement age of a police officer to be 60 years old (Metropolitan Police Service, 2024).
The gender of participants was shown to be 59.4% male and 40.6% female, although the option for non-binary and prefer not to say was also included as options (Appendix table 2) there were no respondents who selected the latter two categories. Currently the figures show that within England and Wales females make up only 35.4% of all police officers (Clark, 2022) therefore the data is slightly skewed as female participants are overrepresented by 5.2%. However, due to the figures for England and Wales being 3 years old it may be the case that female representation within the police has increased. 
Participants authorised to carry a CED, more commonly known as a ‘taser’ came out at 25% with the remaining 75% not yet being authorised to carry one (Appendix table 3). A recent study has shown that the total percentage of police officers authorised to carry a CED in England and Wales was 14% in 2019 (University of South Wales, 2024). This shows that the response data collected is slightly more representative of Officers carrying CED, as there is a 6% difference. This could again be due to the previous survey being conducted in 2019 and may now be out of date. 
The general consensus shown by the participants when asked how concerned they were with current levels of knife crime is that the majority of officers are concerned, see the below graph. Overall, 62.5% of participants stated that they were concerned about knife crime with the remaining 37.5% stating that they were neither concerned nor unconcerned. Of the 62.5% who showed concern 21.9% were extremely concerned compared with the 40.6% who reported to be somewhat concerned.
Graph: How concerned are you about knife crime levels in the UK?
5 Very Concerned, 4 Concerned, 3 neutral, 2 not concerned, 1 not concerned at all
[image: Forms response chart. Question title: How concerned are you about knife crime levels in the UK? . Number of responses: 32 responses.]
Continuing with questions pertinent to knife crime the respondents were asked if they had been directly involved with responding to knife crime of which 93.8% stated that they had been directly involved. Participants were also asked if they had received any specialist training related to dealing with knife crime, of which only 25% stated they had received this training (Appendix table 5 and 6).
When asked if they support the routine arming of police officers within the UK and if they would carry a firearm if given the option to, the participants were highly in favour of arming police officers, see the below graph. 65.6% of participants stated that they supported the routine arming of officers with 18.8% being against, 15.6% neither supported nor were against the idea.
Graph: Do you support the routine arming of police officers in the UK?
5 fully support, 4 support, 3 neutral, 2 don’t support, 1 don’t support at all
[image: Forms response chart. Question title: Do you support the routine arming of police officers in the UK? . Number of responses: 32 responses.]
78.1% stated that they would carry a firearm on duty if the option was available to them (Appendix table 8) and an overwhelmingly 84.4% of respondents supported the idea of giving police officers in the UK the option to carry firearms compared with 9.4% being against the idea, 6.3% were neither against nor in favour of giving officers the option, see the below graph. 





Graph: Do you support giving Officers the option to carry firearms?
5 fully support, 4, support, 3 neutral, 2 don’t support, 1 don’t support at all
[image: Forms response chart. Question title: Do you support giving officers the option to carry firearms? . Number of responses: 32 responses.]
There are limitations to this undergraduate study due to time and resource constraints, this is exemplified by the respondent’s answers in regard to, rank/role, ethnicity, and length of service. Each of these areas would benefit from wider representation in future studies. For distribution of results see above table A. 
Quantitative analysis – Should Officers be Armed?
As described above the overwhelming number of respondents to the survey have stated that they would carry firearms if the choice was given to them. In an effort to identify any statistically significant correlations with this response a Chi Square test was used. When running the officer’s willingness to carry firearms against gender, length of service, whether or not the officer has had any specialised training, and whether or not the officer is authorised to carry a CED this is highlighted as not statistically significant and therefore we can accept the null hypothesis. (See appendix table 11, 12, 13, and 14). 
There was however one statistically significant result in relation to the officer’s willingness to carry firearms and that was when the analysis was run against the question: Would the routine arming of police officers improve officer safety (Appendix Table 15). This suggests there is a correlation between those willing to carry a firearm and their perceived safety of officers in doing so. The feeling of increased safety whilst carrying a firearm found in this analysis shows similarity with previous studies, most specifically in the research paper “‘As before, but safer’: The police’s evaluation of 14 months’ temporary arming of the police.” Which highlights the feelings of frontline police officers in Norway following their temporary routine arming which took place over a fifteen-month period (Barland et al, 2022).
Qualitative Analysis – Officer Safety
The researcher asked the respondents “Do you think the routine arming of officers would improve officer safety?” and “What additional support/resources do you think would improve officer safety?” Table B highlights the key themes that were identified from the responses gained.
Table B, Officer Safety Theme
	Safety of Officers Themes
	Count

	Double Crewing
	11

	Additional Training
	11

	All officers carrying CED
	10

	Deterrent 
	8

	Staffing Levels (increase)
	5

	Additional tools
	4

	Distance of Firearms Officers
	4



Double Crewing
Whilst there are limited correlations between the characteristics of the respondents and their mentions of double crewing within this study, there was a statistically significant correlation between those who mention the need for additional training and those who believe double crewing would be beneficial to officer safety, with a P value of 0.05 (Appendix Table 10). 
It could be assumed that having personally experienced knife crime or carrying CED may influence the mention of double crewing, but when running a Chi Square test on the data, both results led to the acceptance of the null hypothesis.
Within the mentions of double crewing, there is mention of the unpredictability of calls that officers attend, and how additional police presence can be helpful due to this. One respondent said “The double crewing on officers on all shifts would improve officer safety due to the nature of calls police attend and the dynamic situation that officers are often placed in.” A future study would benefit from diving deeper into this area to understand the impact of ‘expect the unexpected’ as it pertains to knife crime, police response and being armed.
Additional Training 
Multiple respondents stated that they felt that further training would increase officer safety when attending calls, this result was run against the number of officers that had already received specialised training in relation to knife crime using a Chi Square test, the result was identified to be statistically significant and a further study on this topic would be beneficial (Appendix table 18). 
In the survey one respondent when answering the question “What additional support/resources do you think would improve officer safety” stated the following: “More emphasis on stay safe principles and more emphasis on unarmed grappling/training tactics during PPST [Public and Personal Saftey Training] as the current techniques are not/would not be effective when faced with an armed and aggressive subject.” This opinion was echoed by other respondents multiple times with many officers believing that further training would enable access to further resources and equipment such as tasers. 
Currently in the UK police training consists of two days annually of mandatory officer safety training, this training covers a wide range of basic skills that police officers are expected to use frequently, however this training does not currently provide or focus on how to deal with weapons in any significant way. Comparatively the training officers receive when becoming qualified to carry a taser lasts four days and is focused specifically on how to deal with weapons and the persons using them. Further study may determine whether or not all officers would benefit from receiving this training annually, regardless of their CED status.
Increased CED Carriage
Similarly to the responses relating to Double Crewing and Additional Training, a large number of respondents stated that they believed that having CEDs (Tasers) issued as standard equipment to all frontline officers would improve the overall safety of police officers. The impact of the availability of tasers has been widely researched, and findings suggest that the availability of tasers enable police officers to incapacitate violent persons from a distance reducing the need for officers to engage in a physical altercation, which in turn reducing the number of injuries sustained by these officers. However, it has been argued that the presence of a taser at potentially violent incidents can increase the likelihood of a violent outcome and in some instances can increase the likelihood of violence by forty eight percent. It has been argued that the concealment of tasers may reduce the likelihood of a violent outcome whilst still maintain the benefits that they provide (Ariel et al, 2018).
Officers Concerns with Routine Arming
Although the majority of respondents in this study support the implementation of the routine arming of frontline police officers, there were a number of respondents who disagreed with the idea. Those who disagreed stated a variety of reasons for their opinion ranging from the risk of losing the trust of the public to a potential arms race between the police service and persons engaged in criminality. In response to the question: “Do you think the routine arming of officers would improve officer safety?” One such respondent stated: “I believe armed officers should remain a specialised role. Most knife calls are dealt with by taser attendance and whilst firearms have their place, I believe routine arming could result in further injury to all parties, especially with the current single crewing policies where officers being targeted in isolation could lead to firearms being sourced and distributed within organised crime groups.” 
The concerns raised by the respondents are valid and have also been identified in other studies into this topic. Although those against the idea of routine arming or giving officers the option to carry firearms make up a fairly small total of respondents 18.8% and 9.4% respectively, it has been identified that if the routine arming of officers was enforced there would be a risk of that percentage of officers leaving the role altogether, reducing the number of officers and increasing the risk to the remaining officers. This combined with the risk of not all of the remaining officers being able to pass any required examinations in relation to firearms could leave policing in the UK in a dire position. Further study would be required to establish whether or not the routine arming of police officers would cause officers to leave the role.
Data Analysis Conclusion
The chapter highlight a significant level of concern among participants regarding knife crime, with the majority having direct experience responding to knife crime. However, a significant gap exists in specialist training, suggesting a need for this training.
Statistical analysis revealed a strong correlation between officers' willingness to carry firearms and their belief that routine arming would improve officer safety. While other factors, such as gender, length of service, and current CED authorisation, did not show anything significant, the perception of safety remained the main factor in officers' support for carrying firearms.
Qualitative responses reinforced the importance of additional safety measures, with double crewing, enhanced training, and wider access to CEDs emerging as key themes. These findings suggest that officers see multiple options for improving safety beyond the routine arming of officers. It also shows that while the majority of respondents are supportive of the routine arming of police officers those who are not have very real concerns about the consequences that routine arming would incur, including negative impacts on officer safety. Given the study's limitations, including a relatively small sample in terms of rank and ethnicity, future research with a broader participant base would be valuable in further highlighting these insights and assessing their significance on a wider scale.
Ultimately, this chapter highlights the complex nature within the policing community regarding safety and firearms. While there is significant support for routine arming, the data also points to alternative strategies that may contribute to officer security, as well as the potential downsides routine arming would incur which may result in officer safety becoming worse overall, warranting further exploration in future academic research 
[bookmark: _Toc194946618]Conclusion
Introduction
The rise in knife crime across the UK, including in regions like Gwent, has placed increasing pressure on police forces to reassess their strategies for both officer safety and public reassurance. While the British policing model has historically been defined by its emphasis on policing by consent and maintaining an unarmed service, the escalating threat of violent crime has led to renewed discussions on whether the routine arming of frontline police officers is necessary. This study has set out to critically examined existing literature, international comparisons, and first-hand data from serving officers in the Gwent Police Constabulary to assess the potential implications of arming police officers as an option to further protect officers in their pursuit of combatting knife crime. Overall, we have found that the majority of respondents would feel safer and more effective with a firearm.
Objectives and Key Findings
The findings of this study indicate a clear sense of concern among serving frontline police officers regarding the current levels of knife crime and their ability to respond effectively and safely to this crime. The study highlights a strong correlation between officers’ willingness to carry firearms and their belief that routine arming would enhance their safety, supporting previous literature and studies (Barland et al, 2022). 
While the majority of respondents supported the introduction of routine arming, the data also revealed that alternative safety measures, such as double crewing (where at least two officers are paired together during response), increased access to tasers, and additional specialist training, were equally, if not more, important to officers when considering improvements to their safety (Ariel et al, 2019). This suggests that while routine arming is a possible solution to increase safety, it should not be viewed as the only or primary means of protecting officers and addressing knife crime.
One of the most important aspects identified during this study is the complexity of the debate surrounding routine arming. While many police officers recognise the potential advantages of carrying firearms, there remains an awareness of the risks, both to the overall culture of policing and to the potential impacts on the relationship between the police and the communities they protect. The UK's tradition of unarmed policing fosters a high level of public trust, which could be placed at risk by the implementation of routine arming. International comparisons further highlight the risks associated with armed policing, particularly when examining countries such as the United States, where the routine arming of officers has contributed to increased instances of lethal force. However, models from European countries, such as Norway and the Netherlands, show that a middle ground, where officers have access to firearms without carrying them at all times, could provide a potential compromise in which officers may have increased safety without compromising the relationship with the wider community. 
Future Recommendations
This study has identified significant gaps in existing research, particularly in relation to rural and semi-urban policing environments like Gwent. While most literature on the routine arming of police officers focuses on major metropolitan areas, smaller constabularies with fewer resources face unique challenges in responding to knife crime whilst maintaining the safety of their officers. The distance of specialist armed response units, the availability of more officers, and the specific nature of knife crime in rural and semi-urban settings are all factors that were explored in part by this research but does require further exploration. 
While previous surveys have sought to identify officer sentiment on the subject of routine arming, this study covered this well and emphasises the continued need for updated research that reflects the views of a new generation of officers who have joined the force in recent years and make up the majority of frontline police officers.
Conclusion 
Looking ahead, any decision regarding routine arming in Gwent or the wider UK must be approached with careful consideration of both the benefits and risks. While there is strong support among officers for carrying firearms, alternative measures, such as enhanced training, increased recruitment to enable double crewing, and greater use of less-lethal options such as taser being issued to all officers, should be prioritised before fundamentally altering the policing model.
Further research should aim to explore how such measures could be effectively implemented and whether they could provide the same level of safety improvements as routine arming, without the potential downsides.
Ultimately, this study reinforces that while routine arming may improve officer safety in certain high-risk situations, it is not a one-size-fits-all solution. An overarching approach that balances officer protection with public trust is required to ensure that policing in the UK remains both effective and holds up to community expectations. The future of policing in the UK will depend on a nuanced and evidence-based approach, ensuring that responses to knife crime remain both proportionate and effective in terms of safeguarding both officers and the communities they serve as well as keeping the relationship of the police service and the community intact.
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Table 1
[image: Forms response chart. Question title: What is your age? . Number of responses: 32 responses.]
Table 2
[image: Forms response chart. Question title: What is your gender? . Number of responses: 32 responses.]






Table 3
[image: Forms response chart. Question title: Are you authorised to carry a CED?. Number of responses: 32 responses.]
Table 4
[image: Forms response chart. Question title: How concerned are you about knife crime levels in the UK? . Number of responses: 32 responses.]






Table 5
[image: Forms response chart. Question title: Have you been directly involved in responding to knife crime? . Number of responses: 32 responses.]
Table 6
[image: Forms response chart. Question title: Have you received any specalised training related to knife crime?. Number of responses: 32 responses.]






Table 7
[image: Forms response chart. Question title: Do you support the routine arming of police officers in the UK? . Number of responses: 32 responses.]
Table 8
[image: Forms response chart. Question title: Would you want to be armed if the option was available to you? . Number of responses: 32 responses.]









Table 9
[image: Forms response chart. Question title: Do you support giving officers the option to carry firearms? . Number of responses: 32 responses.]
Table 10 - Chi Square analysis of officers Training x Mentions of Double Crewing 
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Table 11 – Chi Square analysis of gender x willingness to carry firearms 
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Table 12 – Chi Square analysis of length of service x willingness to carry firearms 
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Table 13 – Chi Square analysis of CED/No CED x Willingness to carry firearms 
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Table 14 Chi Square analysis of officers who have/have not received specialised training x willingness to carry firearms
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Table 15 – Chi Square analysis of officers percieved safety x willingness to carry firearms 
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Table 16 – Chi Square analysis of officers percieved safety x double crewing
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Table 17 – Chi Square analysis of officers percieved safety x Increased training 
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Table 18 – Chi Square analysis of officers who have/have not received training x mentions of increased training 
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