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1. Introduction 

1.1 Introduction

Knife crime continues to be a pressing and visible challenge within the United Kingdom which has influenced policy decisions for multiple governments in recent years and continues to be a challenge for the police forces to deal with. This has fuelled public debate, and it has also gained widespread media coverage. The role of the police in addressing knife crime, including through controversial tactics such as stop and search has become a central part of the discussion. This dissertation aims to explore how the public perceives the policing response to knife crime, and their opinions on the current approach.

1.2 Background and rationale

Knife crime continues to be a persistent issue in the United Kingdom, and according to the Office of National Statistics (2025), knife crime in the 2024 increased by 2% compared to the same period in 2023.  With the core policing principles of policing by consent (Home Office, 2012) maintaining public support is vital, and understanding how the public view the polices response to this issue is essential in maintaining their cooperation.

There is a substantial volume of statistics and research on police crime figures, stop and search records and equality data, however, less is known about how the public view knife crime and how they view the methods to tackle the issue.

1.2 Aims and objectives

The main aim of this dissertation is to investigate public perceptions of the policing response to knife crime in the United Kingdom, specifically investigating the below subtopics:

· Examine the levels of concern and perceived risk of knife crime locally
· Assess public confidence in the police’s and multi-agency response to knife crime
· Explore the publics attitude towards stop and search
· Identify the publics preferred intervention methods
· Consider how demographics play a role in the perceptions

By addressing these subtopics, an understanding of the research question will be gathered and recommendations gained.

1.4 Dissertation structure

This dissertation is structured into six chapters:

· Chapter 1: Introduction – Providing an overview of the topic, the rationale and defines the aims and objectives.

· Chapter 2: Literature Review – Critical review of the existing literature on knife crime in the U.K, public perceptions and existing tactics.

· Chapter 3: Methodology – Details the research design and sampling methods.

· Chapter 4: Analysis of Results – Presents the findings of the study and a breakdown of the statistics. 

· Chapter 5: Discussion – Interprets the findings presented in chapter four and compares it with the existing literature. 

· Chapter 6: Conclusion – Summarises the key findings whilst reflecting on the limitations of the study and offers recommendations, including consideration of further study. 




2. Literature Review. 

2.1 Introduction

This chapter will critically review the current academic literature available relating to the knife crime issue within the United Kingdom, and the effectiveness of the strategies being used to combat it. This review will also examine the available literature and statistics from key government departments, police forces and other credible stakeholders to further enhance an understanding of the policing response and the public’s perception of its effectiveness.

This review is broken down into subcategories, firstly assessing the scope and level of knife crime. Secondly, this review will compare the policing and legislative strategies to tackle the issue. It will also review the effectiveness of one of policing most high profile and controversial topic: Stop and Search, along with assessing the public’s perception and relationship with the police and the other public responses to the issue. These themes will provide a foundation to discover whether the policing response is working from both an operational and public perspective. 

2.2 The nature and scope of knife crime in the U.K

Knife crime within the U.K is a prominent issue for the public, political leaders and police forces, and has been for some time. The Office for National Statistics (2025) reports that in 2024 there were 54,587 knife offences recorded, an increase of 1,174 for the same period in 2023. The Metropolitan Police force area was found to account for the most offences at 14%, however, West Midlands Police recorded the highest number of offences relative to the population, at 178 offences per 100,00 people (Allen and Wong, 2025). This reflects that the urban areas, and specifically the deprived urban areas within the UK remain markedly high compared to other areas, with the Metropolitan, West Midlands and Greater Manchester police recording 54% of all serious knife crimes between all 43 of the Police Forces of England and Wales (Higgins, Robb and Britton, 2010).

The literature points to a strong link between knife crime, and the serious violence associated with it, and young males, with research showing that knife carrying peaks at aged 15 (Home Office, 2018). This is emphasised by the fact that in the ten years to 2024, the teenage homicide rate involving knives or pointed weapons increased by 240% (Godbold, 2025). 

Additionally, the Home Office (2018) has identified other risk factors linking individuals to knife crime, such as local deprivation, gang membership and delinquent peers. These findings are also backed by (Browne et al., 2022), specifically around gang membership and Haylock et al (2020) with economic inequality also being found to be a significant risk factor. This also ties in with the poor availability and cuts to youth services over the years, coupled with poor social policy, which has left swathes of society behind and susceptible to recruitment into gangs, thus increasing the risk of knife related violence (Johnson, 2025). It is also found that young person’s carry knives not for their intended use, but for their own protection (Brown and Sutton, 2007). 

This research suggests that knife crime and specifically knife crime amongst young persons is a complex issue which is not only criminal in nature, but also deep-rooted social issue modern society. 

2.3 Policing Strategies and Responses to Knife Crime

The police forces have used multiple different approaches to tackling knife crime over the years, along with different policies and procedures. Traditional approaches as stated by the College of Policing (2021b) are the use of stop search powers, school-based interventions, knife sweeps and knife arches. Campaigns by charities are also widely embraced by the police forces, such as ‘Knife Crime Awareness Week’ which runs annually in the month of May (The Ben Kinsella Trust, 2025).

A recent initiative which has been used by the police is Operation Sceptre: which is national knife crime initiative involving weapon sweeps, test purchases and education campaigns in schools, along with intensification weeks of action whereby thousands of knives are taken off the streets and hundreds of offenders arrested (NPCC, 2023). Despite these impressive figures, the National Police Chief’s council do not offer evidence to conclude that this is making an impact on the reduction of knife crime. 

Hot spot policing has also been implemented recently by police forces with evidence suggesting it is an effective tool in high-crime areas, but for this to be effectiveness to be sustained, community engagement was also necessary as those who oppose the policy believe it will just displace the offending (Braga et al., 2019). 

A widely implemented strategy is stop and search which is used as a proactive tool for police to remove weapons from the street, with the hope that this will deter persons from carrying knives as well as taking knives out of circulation and thus decreasing offences (Sidebottom et al., 2023). However, a study by the College of Policing showed a very weak link between increased stop and search and a reduction in knife related crime (Tiratelli and Bradford, 2017). This finding was also concluded by Tiratelli, Quinton and Bradford (2018) in a review of London evidence over ten years, finding that it can have some effects, but that the overall impact is limited. On the contrary, a study by Piquero and Sherman, (2025) found that stop and searches does lead to a decrease knife homicides and knife incidents causing serious harm. With these mixed findings, government policymakers have increased the stop and search powers for police (Home Office, 2019) and have passed new legislation to assist (Home Office, 2025).

Education and intervention programs have been developed in partnership with schools, charities and youth workers to look at prevention aside from prosecution and some research suggests this is positive and has a strong impact especially on those children who reside in a deprived area (HM Inspectorate of Probation, 2022). However, despite the positive connotations from the research, there is no quantitative evidence within the research to conclude whether it influences lowering knife crime.  In Scotland, since 2005 they have incorporated the Violence Prevention Unit to help tackle knife crime and homicides within the country by working with partners proactively on prevention (Scottish Violence Reduction Unit, 2020). This violence prevention unit is credited by some researchers as drastically reducing knife violence in the country (Skott and McVie, 2019).  

Government policy has also influenced the policing response, with legislation such as the banning of ‘Zombie Knives’ being added to the list of prohibited weapons (Home Office, 2024). 

2.4 Stop and Search: Effectiveness and Controversy 

Stop and search is a tactic used by police forces in the prevention and detection of crime however it is essential that the power is used correctly to uphold public confidence (College of Policing, 2017). Despite the use of stop and search being touted by police forces and governments as an effective tool, Bowling and Phillips (2007) argue that the use of stop search is discriminatory, with black people 6 times more likely to be stop searched. This finding, coupled with the fact the effectiveness of stop and search has been questioned by several studies including by Tiratelli, Quinton and Bradford (2018) believing the effectiveness of the tactic is minimal, and by Delsol and Shiner (2015) who argue that the widespread use risks losing valuable trust and confidence from the public. Furthermore, Miller, Bland and Quinton (2000) found that there was no conclusive evidence linking high volume of stop searches with sustained reductions in crime rates. Despite this, Stop Searches do result in the arrest and charging of persons for knife offences, so it could be argued that without use of the power statistically crime rates may be unaffected, but they would be going undetected. 

It is argued by policymakers and police forces that it does have a positive effect on the reduction of knife crime and is essential for proactive policing, with the Home Office (2016) finding that targeted usage of the power reduced knife crime incidents in some London boroughs. South Wales Police also report a positive outcome rate of 22% resulting from stop and search from 2021 to 2022 (South Wales Police, 2022) which equates to over two thousand offences dealt with over the course of a year, which can be seen as a positive. Additionally, it is argued that the reduction in the use of Stop and Search in Merseyside has resulted in an uptick in violence in the area (Bradford and Tiratelli, 2019).

Controversy around the use of stop search powers appear deep rooted in British society ever since the Scarman report in 1981 following operation swamp in Brixton whereby thousands of predominantly black persons were subject to mass stop and search (Letizia Gramaglia, 2007). The report went onto recommend that multiple changes were required by police to tackle this racial inequality and is a key example of how poorly targeted stop and search can have a controversial and detrimental effect to public perception. This racial inequality which is associated with stop and search further came under the spotlight following the Macpherson report (Macpherson,1999) where it branded police forces institutionally racist. This issue remains prominent and is further highlighted by Reid (2009) showing the alarmingly higher rates for those of Black backgrounds being subjected to stop and search as a tactic. To combat this, reforms have been introduced by the Home Office and college of policing, however, disparities remain (HMIC, 2016).

2.5 Public Perception of Police Effectiveness

There are multiple factors which influence public perception of police effectiveness, and recent statistics suggest that the majority (52%) of adults in the United Kingdom they had no or not much confidence in the police to tackle crime, and even less confidence from those of black or minority backgrounds, a statistic which has been decreasing over the years (Owen-Evans and Low, 2024). A defining factor to police confidence is closely linked to police visibility, as well as local officers’ relationships with the community they police (Hanway and Hambly, 2023). It could therefore be argued that visible patrols, which can be used by police, can influence the public’s perception of the polices response to knife crime even if there are no tangible results. This is corroborated by Sindall and Sturgis (2013), suggesting multiple studies point to the fact engagement and visibility are vital indicators of the public perceiving the police service to be effective. 

A study by Skarlatidou et al., (2021) found that young people are much more aware of people carrying knives and the reasons why they do so, however, they find that there is a gap in knowledge of police run initiatives amongst these young people to engage and prevent, citing a greater knowledge amongst them of tactics such as stop and search. This knowledge of stop and search and not other initiatives has led to a lowering in trust and confidence between young people and police forces which in turn can negatively impact knife carrying (Skarlatidou et al., (2021). 

Research by Dawson et al., (2023) found that public confidence in the police was falling and cited one of these reasons to be the uptick in knife crime incidents resulting in injury, along with greater media reporting of this. This is supported in a study by Choi, Yim and Hicks (2019) which also found that greater media consumption increased the persons fear of crime, simultaneously effecting their perception of police effectiveness by perceiving crime to be out of control with police failing to control it. Choi, Yim and Hicks (2019) also found that the police should look to improve their media image to improve confidence with those who typically don’t have contact with the police service.  In addition to this, Rosenberger and Dierenfeldt (2021) found that along with different media outlets effecting people perceptions of police effectiveness, social media consumption, especially Facebook had a positive impact on how the public perceived police. It has also been found that the public perceive crime to be falling, which is the case, however dissatisfaction rises (Jackson et al., 2009).

2.6 Multi-Agency Approaches and Public Health Models

The Governments serious violence strategy indicates that knife crime is not solely a policing issue, but one which requires intervention from partners such as healthcare, schools and social services (Home Office, 2018). One such multi-Agency approach is the Violence Reduction Units which operate within 20 police forces, aiming to use police and public health data to identify and target interventions with persons at risk of committing or being a victim to knife crime, with statistics suggesting it is having a positive effect (Home Office, 2024a).

The Youth Endowment Fund (2025) which is mandated by the Home Office has developed a vast research base of best approaches to diverting young people away from serious violence such as knife crime. These include focused deterrence by educating on the risks and encouraging diversionary activities, sports programs to engage children elsewhere, social skills training and cognitive behaviour therapies. These approaches are mostly proactively trying to prevent criminality prior to law enforcement, as well as touching on health approaches such a cognitive behaviour therapy. 

Knife crime is a public health emergency within the United Kingdom according to Capatana (2025) with knife crime being the leading cause of teenage murders. Capantana (2025) goes onto highlight that hospital admissions have risen by 3% due to assaults involving knives or sharp objects, they go onto argue that public health should hold a higher responsibility for preventing knife crime through the availability and provisions of care and support services to prevent the knife incidents occurring in the first place. 

In Wales, another public health approach being implemented is a program called ‘Early Action Together’ whereby a multi-agency approach is taken to help divert young offenders who have experienced adverse childhood experiences (Centre for Justice Innovation, 2019). Further to this approach, Astrup (2019) highlights the government supporting the charity ‘Redthread’ in placing youth workers in A&E for interventions following violent incidents which has led them to being admitted to hospital, in the hope it will resonate better with them. 

The multi partnership and public health approach has been applauded and has benefitted from closer working and better information sharing, which in turn should lead to better outcomes (Staniforth et al., 2019). This in turn could well sway public perception in favour of the policing response however this cannot be concluded with statistical results. 

2.7 Gaps in the Literature and Rationale for This Study

Much of the studies and literature reviewed focused on evaluating police methods such as stop and search, as well as public health initiatives, few have examined the perceptions of these tactics from a public point of view over a period of time. The literature points to young people and those living in deprived areas being the most likely to be affected by knife crime, however, their perceptions are widely unknown. 

Public trust in the police is crucial however there is a gap in understanding how different demographics perceive the effectiveness of the poling response, including comparisons between urban and rural communities or groups of different socio-economic backgrounds. 

Additionally, there is limited literature exploring the role of the media between portrayals of knife crime and the real experiences of those effected by such issues. This study looks to explore widely the public’s perception of knife crime and the effectiveness of the policing response. 

2.8 Conclusion

This literature review examined the current academic and governmental material available surrounding knife crime and strategies to tackle it within the UK. It has evaluated the statistics suggesting a rise in knife crime and touched on policing and public strategies to tackle it. The review highlights that public trust plays a pivotal role in policing effectiveness, however, shows that there is limited literature available referencing the response to knife crime. 


3. Methodology

3.1 Introduction

This chapter outlines the research methodology used to explore whether the policing response to knife crime in the UK is effective and how the public perceive it. Originally, a mixed methods approach was considered whereby different data sets could be compared to ascertain any patterns which match (Greene, 2008), however, given this study will rely on quantitative data collected through online surveys which is supported and structured following the literature review already conducted. The chapter will detail the research design, data collection including the sample selection and ethical considerations, and the data analysis method. 

3.2 Research design

The data collected for this study is primary data. Primary data is the facts and information recorded, as opposed to data which has already been interpreted (Ayjai, 2017). This research design is also social research, aiming to gather the opinions of the public and a greater understanding of their thoughts (Ref). This study will be conducted using surveys with differing questions to really understand the range of public opinion on policing strategies to tackle knife crime, and its effect. This method has been selected, as Bryman (2016), argues that this method is useful for gathering data from a large sample which can also stretch to wider geographical and demographic groups. 

By using surveys which will be anonymous this may encourage more honest answers amongst participants, especially around potentially sensitive subjects such as trust in the police and experiences with crime. The participants may feel more empowered to give real opinions which will not be traced back to them. Interviews could have provided further and deeper insight to this study, however, given the time constraints, surveys are the most appropriate method of data collection.

As further support to this research structure, Saunders, Lewis and Thornhill (2019) ‘Research Onion’ was used to guide some of the methodological choices.

[image: Research Onion]
Fig 1. Research Onion (Saunders Lewis and Thornhill, 2019)

Using the Research Onion for this research design, and the outer layer of philosophy. For this study the philosophy is interpretivism as the research focuses on people’s thoughts and perceptions, (Phair and Warren, 2021) this along with a deductive approach to test the current limited data on people’s perception to the police when dealing with knife crime. Leading on from this, the study uses a quantitative approach to turn the data recorded into a numerical form, as a way of examining patterns

The strategy chosen is through surveys which is defined by Ponto (2015) “The collection of information through their responses to questions”. This method chosen for the study allowed for data to be collected quickly and without the need for the researcher to physically meet the participants, making it cost effective. The surveys are also conducted online, and according to (Ball, 2019), this allows the respondents to answer in their own time and allows for them to answer more honestly as they are less likely to encounter interviewer bias. 

The time horizons is cross sectional as it will capture people’s opinions during the research period only, and as this is public perception, it could change over time. For the techniques and procedures, the data collection and analysis are by putting the answers into statistical format so it can be analysed and discussed. 

3.3 Survey Design

They surveys have been designed using Microsoft Forms online and consisted of 15 questions all bar one of which were multiple choice, with one question allowing for some additional elaboration, if desired by the participant. 

The themes covered were:
· Perception and public concern of knife crime locally
· Trust and confidence in the police and agency’s ability to tackle knife crime
· Opinions on stop and search effectiveness 
· Beliefs on prevention strategies and priorities
· Demographics of participants. 

The questions within the themes were worded to try and avoid bias and/or leading the participants. The questions were passed to three professional individuals for feedback and alterations prior to dissemination to the participating group.

3.4 Sampling strategy

The target population for this study included UK residents aged 18 and over and the surveys were distributed randomly to associates who were then asked to randomly pass the survey onto other associates via social media. This approach was used as Bryman, (2016) explains this can limit selection bias as the researcher isn’t picking out individuals specifically, giving sectors of the population a more equal chance of selection. By this method, there were 41 participants which is a relatively small sample size, and by association some of the respondents were likely to be serving police officers and other emergency service personnel which may pose bias. Also, Field (2018) states that the small sample size will limit the possibility to draw comparisons and Punch (2013) would draw caution to generalize the findings to a larger population as the study is susceptible to sampling errors. Despite these limitations, this sampling method was the most appropriate to explore perceptions which could lead to further study. 



3.5 Data Analysis

The data collected are quantitative and therefore will be analysed statistically in forms of charts and percentages, and the results will be analysed to discover general trends in the across the group as well as being compared across the demographics uncover any patterns such as:

· Does age effect perception of police effectiveness in tackling knife crime
· Did those living in urban communities have more fear within their areas than those living rurally?
· Did gender effect the idea of the most effective strategy to tackle knife crime?

3.6 Ethical considerations

Ethical approval was granted by University of Wales Trinity St Davids to undertake this research involving human participants.

The survey was entirely voluntary, and participants chose whether to partake in the survey or not. Responses were entirely confidential and no identifiable personal information has been collected and the results securely stored behind passwords on secure systems by the researcher whilst complying with GDPR and University police.

3.7 Limitations

The researcher has identified multiple limitations with this study.
1- The surveys were initially passed to associates who then further disseminated to other associates. This meant that police officers and those directly involved with policing response would have been offered to take part in the survey. There is a small sample group, and if a disproportionate response among police officers relative to the general population of the U.K has occurred, the results may have an element of bias.
2- With the research being undertaken by a researcher from South Wales, initial dissemination amongst associates would be for persons living in the communities of South Wales, whereby as per the literature review undertaken as part of this study, there are higher knife crime rates in urban areas such as London and Manchester (Higgins, Robb and Britton, 2010). Despite further dissemination being random, urban areas with these higher knife crime rates were not specifically targeted.

3- The sample does not include any children, which is a large proportion of society and as per the literature review, knife carrying peaks at 15 (Home Office, 2018). This is a limiting factor as the perceptions of children will not be captured in this study. 

4- Self-selection bias may also play a part, as those with a stronger opinion on knife crime may be more likely to respond, which can threaten the generalizability and reliability of the findings (Robinson et al., 2023).

3.8 Conclusion

This chapter has outlined the methods for the research and data collection using primary data in the form of surveys, highlighting the limitations occurring from the small sample size. 












4. Analysis of results

4.1 Introduction

This chapter examines the results of the survey, which was distributed and completed during May 2025, with 41 respondents to the survey. The findings are organised into themes which were outlined in the previous chapter, and comparisons between the demographics will be drawn

4.2 Demographics of participants. 
A total of 41 participants took part in this study and a breakdown of the demographics is as follows:

· Age

18 – 25 = 3
25 – 34 = 14
35 – 44 = 4
45 – 54 = 7
55 – 64 = 8
65+ = 5
 
· Gender

Male - 27
Female - 14

· Ethnicity

White - 40
Black – 1

· Urban or Rural living

Urban – 19
Rural – 22

4.3 Perception and feelings of knife crime locally

When asked “How concerned are you about knife crime in your area” on a scale of 1 to 5, with 5 being the most concerned, 13 (31%) of participants selected 1, with 5 (12%) of participants selecting 2 and another 13 (31%) selecting 3 on the scale. This amounts to only 9 (23%) of the participants rating their local concern of knife crime to be a 4 or a 5 on the scale. Of those 9 participants who selected either 4 or 5 on the scale of most concern, 7 (78%) of those live within urban areas.

When asked “Do you believe knife crime is increasing, decreasing or staying the same?” The majority of respondents, 78%, believe knife crime is increasing, with only 5% believing that it is decreasing. There are no significant patterns across the demographics, however, both participants who believe knife crime to be decreasing are from rural areas. 

On the question of “Do you feel safe in your area?” 76% of participants stated that they did and only 17% stated that they did not. Of the 7 who stated that they did not feel safe in their area, 5 of these persons live in urban areas, with 6 out of these 7 also being males. 

4.4 Perception of the police and agency’s ability to tackle knife crime

When participants were asked “Do you believe the police are effective at tackling knife crime?” there was a balanced opinion across the sample group with 34% of participants believing the police were effective, 27% believed that they were not, with the largest proportion (39%) being unsure. Of those who did not believe the police to be effective at tackling knife crime, all were males of varied age ranges. 

Participants were asked to rate their confidence in their local polices ability to deal with knife-related incidents on a scale of 1 (least confidence) to 5 (most confidence), the mean across all the results was 3.34 suggesting relative confidence by the sample group. Ony 4 of the 41 participants selected the low confidence ratings of 1 and 2, notably of these 4 persons, all were male and 75% of these lower ratings were from those living in urban areas. Of the 3 participants to select 5 of the highest confidence, 2 were female and 2 lived rurally. 

When participants were asked about the effectiveness of police and multi agencies approach to tackling knife crime again on a scale of 1-5 of least to most confidence, the mean score was 2.93 with 61% of the sample group selecting 3 on the scale, suggesting moderate feelings of effectiveness. A combined 8 participants selected the lowest ratings of 1 (4) and 2 (4) on the scale, all of these were males, with 5 being from urban areas and 3 living rurally. 

4.5 Opinions on stop and search effectiveness 

On the topic of Stop and Search, participants were asked if the think the tactic is effective at reducing knife crime. As a result, the majority (56%) think stop and search is an effective tactic, with 24% disagreeing and 20% being unsure. Of the 20% of participants to did not believe stop and search to be an effective method, 90% were male and 70% live rurally. Of those who do believe stop and search to be effective, 57% lived in urban areas. It was also found that 65% of the younger demographic asked (Under 35’s) think stop and search is an effective tactic whereby only 38% of over 55’s surveyed shared this opinion. 

When asked if stop and search should be more, less or at the same current level, 68% of participants want more stop and search as opposed to only 10% wanting less. Of those who wanted less stop and search, 75% were male. 71% of under 35’s surveyed believe stop and search should be utilized more. 

On the issue of fairness across the use of stop and search, 37% of participants did not believe that stop and search was used fairly across all communities with 34% believing that it was and 12% being unsure. The feelings of stop search being unfairly used across communities was shared equally by both males and females, with 36% of female participants believing its used unfairly with 37% of males feeling the same. This view was equally spread across those living in urban and rural areas. 

4.6 Beliefs of what would reduce knife crime

On the topic of preventing knife crime, 66% of participants believed it was preventable with only 17% believing that it wasn’t. Of those who do not believe knife crime to be preventable, 86% were male which accounts for 22% of the males surveyed, and 71% were over the age of 55 which accounts for 38% of this demographic.

When asked what the best methods to prevent knife crime would be, 80% of participants believe that better youth and outreach services would be the best way to tackle this, followed by 71% also voting on better school educational programs. The least selected methods were more police patrols, more stop and search and better parenting programs, all at 56% respectively. 

4.7. Conclusion

These results examine the thoughts, feelings and perceptions of the sample group, whilst also providing an insight to differing trends across demographics, which will be explored further in the following chapter. 
















5. Discussion

5.1 Introduction

This chapter discusses the results and trends of the study whilst comparing it to literature reviewed in chapter 2.  Each theme introduced in the methodology is examined to try and identify any patterns in the public’s perceptions, and how these compare.

5.2 Perception and public concern of knife crime locally

The findings from this study suggest that whilst knife crime is widely perceived as increasing with 78% of participants believing this, concern about knife crime in their own areas is moderate in comparison with only 23% rating at 4 or 5 on the 5-point scale. Interestingly, those who were most concerned with knife crime tended to live in urban areas. Comparisons can be drawn from literature, whereby knife crime rates are higher in urban areas (Higgins, Robb and Britton, 2010) which may give reason to this finding. This finding of 78% of participants believing knife crime is especially interesting given that only 17% of respondents indicate that they feel unsafe within their area. This indicates there is a disconnect between a perception of knife crime increasing and personal risk. It could be argued that this is down to several factors such as media reporting, or a belief that knife crime won’t affect them due to their personal circumstances or demographic. 

5.3 Trust and confidence in policing responses

The results revealed mixed public opinions regarding police effectiveness in addressing knife crime. Whilst only 27% didn’t have confidence in the policing response, 39% were unsure. This is at odds with the findings from Owen-Evans and Lowe (2024) which found 52% had lower confidence. It can also be noted that all those that believed the police to be ineffective were male, this indicates a clear gender divide which may reflect broader trends in police-public interactions given that men statistically are more likely to have direct experience with the police, including stop and search and arrest (Home Office, 2024) 

However, with the mean scoring of 3.34 for confidence in the local police handling knife crime, this suggests moderately higher confidence than the 27% for policing in general. This can suggest that the public nationally do not perceive the police to be effective, but at a local level, have much more faith in the service. A link can be drawn from Hanway and Hambley (2023) whereby it is found that the publics relationship with local officers can improve confidence, which may explain the higher local rating. Confidence in the multi-agency approach was found to have a lower confidence than the local policing response at 2.93 indicating a lower confidence in the broader collaborative strategy at tackling knife crime.
 
5.4 Attitudes towards stop and search

This study found that the use of stop and search remains a contentious issue. With the majority (56%) of respondents believing stop and search to be effective, and only 26% disagreeing this would seem to contradict the opinions of Delsol and Shiner (2015) in that the use of stop and search doesn’t risk losing the valuable trust of communities. This point is further reinforced by the fact that 68% of respondents wanting more stop and search tactics to be used by the police. However, when it comes to questioning the fairness of stop and search, the most selected option was that stop and search is not used fairly across communities, which supports Bowling and Phillips (2007) findings that it is disproportionately used against black people. It can be questioned that given only one of the respondents was black, this sample lacks sufficient diversity to assess racial disparities effectively.

The survey also found near equal concerns from both male and females as well as between urban and rural areas when it comes to the fairness of stop and search, this shows this perception is relatively widespread across society and force areas.


5.5 Prevention strategies and public priorities

It has become clear from this study that the participants believe that knife crime is preventable, with a minority disagreeing with this. Youth outreach services were widely seen as by the participants as being the most effective way to tackle knife crime, this ties in with the fact that knife carrying peaks at aged 15 (Home Office, 2018). The participants also strongly believed that better education programs would be beneficial, which supports the finding from HM Inspectorate of Probation (2022) that these have a strong impact.

Interestingly the more traditional strategies such as stop, and search and higher visibility patrols were ranked lower amongst participants than the preventative measures. This may suggest that there is support for the police, however, the public also recognises the value of longer term and earlier intervention. This perhaps also points to a growing awareness within the public to the root causes of knife crime.


5.6 Summary

Some interesting points can be drawn from this study firstly, the public do perceive knife crime to be a prevalent issue and increasing, which is in line with the national statistics (Office for National Statistics, 2025). However, this study found that the public generally feel safe within their areas, and more so if they live rurally compared to within an urban area. 

It was also found that the public hold higher confidence in their local police force, compared to policing nationally, potentially reflecting stronger community relationships which are less tarnished by negative media portrays of some national forces.

Interestingly, stop and search was widely supported by the public, although concerns do remain especially amongst men. The younger generation is also more supportive of stop and search, compared to the older persons from this study, although concerns about fairness remain.

Males were more likely to be sceptical about police effectiveness and the preventability of knife crime. This may reflect different experiences and opinions in general across genders.
6. Conclusion

6.1 Summary of the study 

This dissertation set out to explore the public perception of the policing response to knife crime in the UK, focussing on their level of concern trust in policing, views on stop and their opinions on prevention strategies. The study was addressed through the completion of 41 public surveys

The literature review identified areas for exploration during the study and highlighted the challenges and tactics faced by the police and policy makers to tackle the issue, including highlighting the growing emphasis on preventative measures.

The findings from the survey show that the majority of respondents believed that knife crime was increasing, this does not always translate into personal fear, especially amongst those living rurally. Confidence was found to be higher in local police forces than nationally as a whole and support for stop and search was relatively high, concerns about disproportionate use remain. It can be noted that the preventative approaches were favoured over traditional policing methods. 

6.2 Answering the Research Question 

The most significant insight is the apparent disconnect between national concern and local experience. Respondents do appear to have a moderate to high level of confidence in their local police forces to tackle knife crime, but less so at a national level or the broader multi partnership approaches. This mirrors some findings in the literature about the building of local trust and familiarity between the police and the public.

On the policing response, there was stronger support for preventative strategies to tackle knife crime suggesting an appetite to address the causes of knife crime at source rather than relying solely on police enforcing the law. 

6.3 Research Limitations

This study does provide some insight to the perceptions of the public, there are many limitations. Firstly, the sample size was small, with only 41 participants. Within this, there was limited diversity with 40 of the participants being white. This limits comparisons across ethnicity and does not allow for further discussion on how race may or may not impact the results. The urban/rural split was relatively balanced, however, it is unknown whether any of the participants were from areas of the highest knife crime rates, who may have differing perceptions, compared to the wider public.

6.4 Recommendations

1. Continue to enhance and improve local visibility and engagement – Confidence in the local police was high, therefore, building on this further by focusing on improving the relationships may improve public confidence further.

2. Increase the availability and prevalence of youth education and intervention – There is strong public support for preventative measures and engaging in these may not only reduce knife crime but also improve public confidence.

3. Review and monitor stop and search practice – Support remains for the tactic, but there are concerns about the fairness, so transparency is essential to improve the public’s perception and trust. 

6.5 Opportunities for further study

Following this research, further larger studies could drawer comparisons on the following themes:

· Perception of Knife crime and the policing response amongst the highest and lowest knife crime areas.
· Perception of Knife Crime and the Policing Response amount different Ethnicities and Socio-Economic Backgrounds. 

6.6 Final Thoughts

This dissertation has highlighted the complex and sometimes contradictory nature of public perceptions around knife crime and policing as a whole within the UK, and further study will be required to fully understand the thoughts and feelings of the public within the country. 
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	Voluntary
	YES
	☐
	NO
	☒

	7
	
	Employed
	YES
	☐
	NO
	☒

	8
	Is the research being undertaken within an existing UWTSD Athrofa Professional Learning Partnership (APLP)?
	If YES then the permission question below does not need to be answered.
	YES
	☐
	NO
	☒

	9
	Has permission to undertake the research has been provided by the partner organisation?
	(If YES attach copy)
If NO the application cannot continue
	YES
	☐
	NO
	☒




Where research activity is carried out in collaboration with an external organisation
	10
	Does this organisation have its own ethics approval system?
	YES
	☐
	NO
	☒

	
	
If Yes, please attach a copy of any final approval (or interim approval) from the organisation (this may be a copy of an email if appropriate).




SECTION E: Details of Research Activity
	1
	Indicative title:
	Public perception of knife crime and the policing response in the United Kingdom – is the policing strategy working?  


	2
	Proposed start date:
	25/11/2024
	Proposed end date:
	30/06/2025

	
	Introduction to the Research (maximum 300 words per section)
Ensure that you write for a Non-Specialist Audience when outlining your response to the points below:
· Purpose of Research Activity
· Proposed Research Question
· Aims of Research Activity
· Objectives of Research Activity
Demonstrate, briefly, how Existing Research has informed the proposed activity and explain
· What the research activity will add to the body of knowledge 
· How it addresses an area of importance. 

	3
	Purpose of Research Activity

To gather an understanding of the policing response to knife crime and its effectiveness as well as understanding the public’s perception of how the police deal with it from both a general perspective and by those involved in the policing of knife crime.


(this box should expand as you type)

	4
	Research Question

Public perception of knife crime and the policing response in the United Kingdom – is the policing strategy working?  


(this box should expand as you type)

	5
	Aims of Research Activity

To evaluate the UK policing response to knife crime and the publics perception around it. 

(this box should expand as you type)

	6
	Objectives of Research Activity

Objective 1: To analyse the current policing strategies for combating knife crime, including prevention and enforcement measures.

Objective 2: To examine the perceptions of police officers and members of the general publics about these strategies.

Objective 3: to identify the key challenges faced by law enforcement in addressing knife crime.


(this box should expand as you type)

	
	Proposed methods (maximum 600 words)
Provide a brief summary of all the methods that may be used in the research activity, making it clear what specific techniques may be used. If methods other than those listed in this section are deemed appropriate later, additional ethical approval for those methods will be needed. You do not need to justify the methods here, but should instead describe how you intend to collect the data necessary for you to complete your project.

	7
	I will be using questionnaires to both general members of the public and police officers with the questions tailored to gathering an understanding of their perceptions of the policing response to knife crime


(this box should expand as you type)

	

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

	8
	South Wales

(this box should expand as you type)

	
	Research activity outside of the UK
If research activity will take place overseas, you are responsible for ensuring that local ethical considerations are complied with and that the relevant permissions are sought. Specify any local guidelines (e.g. from local professional associations/learned societies/universities) that exist and whether these involve any ethical stipulations beyond those usual in the UK (provide details of any licenses or permissions required). Also specify whether there are any specific ethical issues raised by the local context in which the research activity is taking place, for example, particular cultural and/or legal sensitivities or vulnerabilities of participants. If you live in the country where you will do the research then please state this.

	9
	N/A


(this box should expand as you type)



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

	NO
	☒

	
	
	YES
	☐

	11
	If Yes, please provide details here of how you will gain access to specific documentation that is not in the public domain and that this is in accordance with the current data protection law of the country in question and that of England and Wales.



(this box should expand as you type)



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

	12
	A prosperous Wales
	☐
	☒

	13
	A resilient Wales
	☐
	☒

	14
	A healthier Wales
	☐
	☒

	15
	A more equal Wales
	☐
	☒

	16
	A Wales of cohesive communities
	☐
	☒

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

	18
	A globally responsible Wales
	☐
	☒

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

	
	


(this box should expand as you type)



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

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

	2
	Use of interviews?
	☐
	☒

	3
	Use of focus groups?
	☐
	☒

	4
	Use of participant diaries? 
	☐
	☒

	5
	Use of video or audio recording?
	☐
	☒

	6
	Use of computer-generated log files?
	☐
	☒

	7
	Participant observation with their knowledge?
	☐
	☒

	8
	Participant observation without their knowledge?
	☐
	☒

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

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

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

	12
	Investigation of participants involved in illegal activities?
	☐
	☒

	13
	Use of procedures that involve deception?
	☐
	☒

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

	15
	Working with live vertebrate animals?
	☐
	☒

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

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

	
	Details of any other primary data collection method:



(this box should expand as you type)
	
	


If NO to every question, then the research activity is (ethically) low risk and may be exempt from some of the following sections (please refer to Guidance Notes).

If YES to any question, then no research activity should be undertaken until full ethical approval has been obtained. 

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

	
	Who are the intended participants:
	
YES
	
NO

	1
	Students or staff at the University?
	☐
	☒

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

	3
	Vulnerable adults?
	☐
	☒

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

	5
	Prisoners?
	☐
	☒

	6
	Young offenders?
	☐
	☒

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

	8
	People engaged in illegal activities?
	☐
	☒

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

	☐
	☒

	
	Details of any other participant groups:



(this box should expand as you type)
	
	



	
	Participant numbers and source
Provide an estimate of the expected number of participants. How will you identify participants and how will they be recruited? 

	10
	How many participants are expected?

	
20

(this box should expand as you type)

	11
	Who will the participants be?

	
Police officers and general members of the public

(this box should expand as you type)

	12
	How will you identify the participants?
	
Colleagues and friends/family


(this box should expand as you type)




	
	Information for participants:
	
YES
	NO
	
N/A

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

	
	


(this box should expand as you type)



	
	Information for participants:
	
YES
	NO
	
N/A

	24
	Will participants be paid?
	☐
	☒
	☐

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

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

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

	28
	If YES to any question, please provide full details 

	
	


(this box should expand as you type)



SECTION H: Anticipated Risks

	
	
Outline any anticipated risks that may adversely affect any of the participants, the researchers and/or the University, and the steps that will be taken to address them. 

If you have completed a full risk assessment (for example as required by a laboratory, or external research collaborator) you may append that to this form.  

	1
	Full risk assessment completed and appended? 
	Yes 
	☐

	
	
	No
	☒

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

	
	Risk to participants:

No identified risk

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



(this box should expand as you type)

	3
	If research activity may include sensitive, embarrassing or upsetting topics (e.g. sexual activity, drug use) or issues likely to disclose information requiring further action (e.g. criminal activity), give details of the procedures to deal with these issues, including any support/advice (e.g. helpline numbers) to be offered to participants. Note that where applicable, consent procedures should make it clear that if something potentially or actually illegal is discovered in the course of a project, it may need to be disclosed to the proper authorities

	
	
N/A

(this box should expand as you type)

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

	
	Risk to the investigator:

N/A

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



(this box should expand as you type)

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

	
	Risk to the University:

N/A

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



(this box should expand as you type)

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

	
	Risk to the environment:

N/A


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



(this box should expand as you type)



	
	Disclosure and Barring Service

	
	If the research activity involves children or vulnerable adults, a Disclosure and Barring Service (DBS) certificate must be obtained before any contact with such participants.
	YES

	NO

	N/A


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

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



SECTION I: Feedback, Consent and Confidentiality

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

	
	
On submission of their questionnaire, they will be thanked for their participation 

(this box should expand as you type)

	2
	Informed consent
Describe the arrangements to inform potential participants, before providing consent, of what is involved in participating. Describe the arrangements for participants to provide full consent before data collection begins. If gaining consent in this way is inappropriate, explain how consent will be obtained and recorded in accordance with prevailing data protection legislation.

	
	I will explain in a written brief


(this box should expand as you type)

	3
	Confidentiality / Anonymity
Set out how anonymity of participants and confidentiality will be ensured in any outputs. If anonymity is not being offered, explain why this is the case. 

	
	
They will not be identifiable by their answers or asked for their name.

(this box should expand as you type)



SECTION J: Data Protection and Storage

	
	Does the research activity involve personal data (as defined by the General Data Protection Regulation 2016 “GDPR” and the Data Protection Act 2018 “DPA”)?
	YES
	NO

	1
	“Personal data” means any information relating to an identified or identifiable natural person (‘data subject’). An identifiable natural person is one who can be identified, directly or indirectly, in particular by reference to an identifier such as a name, an identification number, location data, an online identifier or to one or more factors specific to the physical, physiological, genetic, mental, economic, cultural or social identity of that natural person. Any video or audio recordings of participants is considered to be personal data.
	Y☐
	☐

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

	2
	
Whether they are police or non police

(this box should expand as you type)

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

	3
	“Special category data” means sensitive personal data consisting of information as to the data subjects’ –
(a) racial or ethnic origin,
(b) political opinions,
(c ) religious beliefs or other beliefs of a similar nature,
(d) membership of a trade union (within the meaning of the Trade Union and Labour Relations (Consolidation) Act 1992),
(e) physical or mental health or condition,
(f) sexual life,
(g) genetics,
(h) biometric data (as used for ID purposes),
	☐
	N☐

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

	4
	


(this box should expand as you type)



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

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

	6
	University computers?
	☒
	☐

	7
	Private company computers?
	☒
	☐

	8
	Home or other personal computers?
	☐
	☒

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

	10
	“Cloud” storage or websites?
	☐
	☒

	11
	Other – specify:

	☐
	☒

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

	
	
All stored data protected by passwords.

(this box should expand as you type)



	
	Data Protection

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

	13
	Electronic transfer of data in any form?
	☐
	☒

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

	15
	Sharing of data with other organisations?
	☐
	☒

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

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

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

	19
	Use of data management system?
	☐
	☒

	20
	Data archiving?
	☐
	☒

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

	
	


(this box should expand as you type)

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

	
	
The researcher

(this box should expand as you type)

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

	
	
The researcher

(this box should expand as you type)

	24
	Give details of data storage arrangements, including security measures in place to protect the data, where data will be stored, how long for, and in what form. Will data be archived – if so how and if not why not.  

	
	
Data to be stored on works laptop only

(this box should expand as you type)

	25
	Please indicate if your data will be stored in the UWTSD Research Data Repository (see https://researchdata.uwtsd.ac.uk/ ).   If so please explain. (Most relevant to academic staff) 

	
	


(this box should expand as you type)

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

	27
	Confirm that you are aware that you need to keep all data until after your research has completed or the end of your funding
	YES
	☒





SECTION K: Declaration
	
	The information which I have provided is correct and complete to the best of my knowledge. I have attempted to identify any risks and issues related to the research activity and acknowledge my obligations and the rights of the participants.

In submitting this application I hereby confirm that I undertake to ensure that the above named research activity will meet the University’s Research Ethics and Integrity Code of Practice which is published on the website: https://www.uwtsd.ac.uk/research/research-ethics/ 

	1
	Signature of applicant:
	A.REES
	Date:

24/11/2024




For STUDENT Submissions:
	2
	Director of Studies/Supervisor:
	
	Date:

	3
	Signature:
	

	



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

	5
	Signature:
	

	



Checklist: Please complete the checklist below to ensure that you have completed the form according to the guidelines and attached any required documentation:
	☒
	I have read the guidance notes supplied before completing the form.

	☒
	I have completed ALL RELEVANT sections of the form in full.

	☒
	I confirm that the research activity has received approval in principle

	☒
	I have attached a copy of final/interim approval from external organisation (where appropriate)

	☐
	I have attached a full risk assessment (where appropriate)  ONLY TICK IF YOU HAVE ATTACHED A FULL RISK ASSESSMENT

	☒
	I understand that it is my responsibility to ensure that the above named research activity will meet the University’s Research Ethics and Integrity Code of Practice.

	☒
	I understand that before commencing data collection all documents aimed at respondents (including information sheets, consent forms, questionnaires, interview schedules etc.) must be confirmed by the DoS/Supervisor, module tutor or Academic Director.



	RESEARCH STUDENTS ONLY
Once complete, submit this form via the MyTSD Doctoral College Portal at (https://mytsd.uwtsd.ac.uk).


	RESEARCH STAFF ONLY
All communications relating to this application during its processing must be in writing and emailed to pgresearch@uwtsd.ac.uk , with the title ‘Ethical Approval’ followed by your name.


	STUDENTS ON UNDERGRADUATE OR TAUGHT MASTERS PROGRAMMES should submit this form (and receive the outcome) via systems explained to you by the supervisor/module leader.
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