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	DRAFT RESEARCH TITLE QUESTION:
Why this topic?  Why is it worthy of consideration for an undergraduate dissertation? 
 How do university students perceive the UK Prevent Strategy in relation to early intervention, safeguarding and public trust in policing?
Terrorism and radicalisation remain important challenges for policing and national security in the UK. Prevent forms part of the UK’s counter-terrorism strategy and includes early intervention to support people who may be susceptible to radicalisation (Home Office, 2023). Public understanding and confidence in Prevent, however, continue to generate debate.
This study is suitable for an undergraduate dissertation because it will explore university students’ awareness and perceptions of Prevent using an anonymous online questionnaire. The findings may contribute to understanding public confidence in Prevent while allowing the research to be completed using an ethically appropriate and low-risk design.




	SUMMARY OF RESEARCH AIM & OBJECTIVES: 
Aim
The aim of this study is to explore university students’ awareness and perceptions of the UK Prevent Strategy, with particular attention to early intervention, safeguarding and public trust in policing.
 
Objectives
• To examine university students’ awareness and understanding of the UK Prevent Strategy. 
• To explore students’ perceptions of Prevent in relation to early intervention and safeguarding. 
• To examine students’ perceptions of how Prevent may influence public trust and confidence in policing. 
• To identify areas where awareness or communication about Prevent could be improved and propose recommendations.




	THEORETICAL CONTEXT:
Defining and tracking radicalisation is a challenging task. There is no simple, linear pathway into extremism, previous research having identified a variety of psychological and social factors that might play a role (Horgan, 2008; Borum, 2011). Moreover, recent research suggests that radicalisation is driven by identity, group and injustice factors (McCauley & Moskalenko, 2017).
 
Prevent recognises that radicalisation is a form of safeguarding concern and that using vulnerability assessment and support through early intervention is the best way to prevent individuals becoming terrorists. The Channel programme is a multi-agency process to safeguard and support individuals vulnerable to radicalisation (Home Office, 2023). This type of framework, when consistently applied, is an effective way of safeguarding (Weine et al., 2017).
 
 Measuring the effectiveness of Prevent presents several challenges because successful interventions are often those that prevent incidents from occurring. As a result, effectiveness is frequently assessed through indicators such as referral activity, safeguarding outcomes and evidence of early intervention rather than solely through recorded terrorist incidents (Neumann, 2013).
Although the Prevent Strategy has been criticised by some academics and community groups, particularly regarding concerns about securitisation, discrimination and transparency (Kundnani, 2014; Mythen and Walklate, 2016; Qureshi, 2021), this proposed study focuses on university students’ awareness and perceptions of Prevent rather than the experiences of professionals. Exploring these perceptions may provide a better understanding of public confidence in the Prevent Strategy and its role in safeguarding vulnerable individuals. The legitimacy theory is useful here. As Tyler (2006) argues, when citizens perceive policies as fair and enacted with trustworthy, cooperation is more likely. (Bradford et al, 2014) further extended this argument to the context of policing, finding that public confidence in the police was increased through experiences of procedural justice. In applying this logic to Prevent, if Prevent is perceived to be unfair it is unlikely to achieve its objectives.
 
Public perceptions of terrorism and radicalisation can be shaped by media and political discourse. Awan (2012) highlights how media representations may contribute to stigma and Islamophobia, while Jackson (2016) argues that terrorism discourse can influence both public understanding and policy responses
 
Research into Prevent is patchy, but the programme’s potential benefits will depend on issues of trust, legitimacy and perception.



	SUMMARY OF RESEARCH –SURVEY METHOD: 
The proposed Level 6 study will adopt a mixed-methods research design, combining a review of academic literature and policy documents with primary data collected through an anonymous online questionnaire.
The literature review will provide the theoretical and policy context for the Prevent Strategy, while the questionnaire will explore university students’ awareness, perceptions and confidence in Prevent. Combining both methods will allow the findings from the questionnaire to be compared with existing academic evidence and government policy.
Quantitative data from the closed questions will be analysed using descriptive statistics, while responses to the open-ended questions will be reviewed thematically to identify common views and patterns. This combination of methods provides a practical and appropriate approach for an undergraduate dissertation.


	SUMMARY OF SAMPLING FRAMEWORK: 
The target participants will be university students aged 18 years and over. Participants will be recruited using convenience sampling through university email and appropriate university communication channels, subject to ethical approval.
The anticipated sample size is approximately 30–50 participants. Participation will be entirely voluntary and anonymous, and no personal identifying information will be collected.
The study will only recruit university students aged 18 years and over. It will not specifically recruit individuals because of vulnerability or any involvement with Prevent, Channel, radicalisation or extremism. Restricting participation to adult university students helps to minimise ethical risk and makes the study appropriate for an undergraduate research project.
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