The purpose of this study is to assess the correlation between knife crime and young people in deprived areas of the UK, and to evaluate the responses to which, from the UK government. The three key objectives in place to aid in concluding the study are to analyse historical trends and the impact of covid on knife crime, identify whether young people are more vulnerable to knife crime and to assess the success of UK government strategies and responses currently in place to tackle knife crime, all three objectives are to be addressed.  The purpose of the primary research being undertaken is to the address gaps identified while conducting the literature review, as primary research is not limited to what is currently found in existing literature (Driscoll, 2011).  The use of primary research also allows for the opportunity to ask open questions in order to gather qualitative data based on opinions and relationships that are not fully assessed with the  quantitative data provided in existing literature (Cypress, 2015).  For example, for objective one, primary research will gather public perceptions regarding people’s feelings of safety or fear of knife crime over time and how their confidence in the police has been affected.  As for objective two,  primary research can allow for age specific analysis in relation to vulnerability and likelihood of knife carrying to deduce whether young people are in fact more vulnerable.  Finally, primary research can provide relevant and specific data for objective three in the form of general public viewpoints surrounding how the government tackle knife crime and provides opportunity for them to suggest their own ideas.  The framework for this methodology is based on the research onion, of which explains the numerous considerations that must be acknowledged when developing a research methodology in the form of 6 layers, these are the research philosophy, research approach, research strategy, choices, time horizon and techniques and procedures (Saunders et al, 2016). 
Research Philosophy
The research philosophy is the set of beliefs and assumptions that develop knowledge in relation to research (Saunders et al, 2009), this is often taken in the form of ontology and epistemology.  Ontology being the branch of philosophy that is concerned with what is real (Smith, 2012) while epistemology questions what makes knowledge valid and how it can be obtained (Al-Ababneh, 2020).  As for this research, both branches of philosophy have been adopted.  Ontology during secondary research, where an understanding has been developed through the conducting of research into existing literature and epistemology when gathering primary data to validate information extracted from the literature and to address any identified gaps in existing research.  As this primary research aims to gather both quantitative and qualitative data, a pragmatic approach has been undertaken to ensure the relevant data will be gathered in an appropriate method as pragmatism refers to the gathering of data based on the desire to fulfil a study in oppose to the use principle measures (Talisee and Akin, 2008).  The gathering of qualitative data through the use of open questions based on perspectives, means the positivism approach to philosophy is disregarded while an interpretivism approach is utilised to consider the differing views held by members of the public regarding knife crime and attitudes towards the police.
Research approach
The research approach refers to the manner in which research is gathered and takes one of two forms, these are the inductive approach and the deductive approach.  Soiferman (2010) acknowledges that inductive research begins specifically to the topic and moves towards a more general understanding, whereas deductive leads with general data and moves towards specific data throughout.  Therefore the inductive approach to research is concerned with generating new theories based on data collected, whereas the deductive approach is founded on an already existing theory.  Due to the nature of this research, aspects of both research approaches are to be utilised.  This is because some of the primary research is based on supporting the data found through the secondary research, this results in the use of the deductive approach, though some research is to be conducted for the purpose of  addressing gaps in the current literature of which were identified from secondary research.  Therefore, the inductive approach is adopted to achieve this.  In addition to this, both quantitative and qualitative data are to be gathered, while inductive research is generally associated with qualitative data and deductive research with quantitative, meaning that a mixed approach is appropriate to this study as it provides all the necessary data needed in order to conclude.
Research strategy
As for the research strategy, which explains the methods in which research is conducted, there is several approaches to be considered.  Firstly, the grounded theory approach, which involves the use of systematic guidelines to collect and analyse data in order to create new theories (Charmaz, 2014).  This is of use to this study as it allows for the development of new theories regarding the reasoning for the recent increase in knife crime to be expressed.  In addition to this, it provides opportunity to address any gaps in the current research, meaning new theories can be formed based on newly found research.  The other approach that is beneficial to this study is ethnology, which focuses on the differing characteristics of individuals over time.  This is important for this study as it involves an emphasis on differing characteristics based on age and socioeconomic class as an explanation for knife crime.  Therefore, analysing data collected from a range of individuals with differing characteristics will allow for correlations and relationships between characteristics and knife crime to be identified and analysed effectively.
Choices
Due to the importance of both quantitative and qualitative data in relation to this study, a mixed approach to data collection is required, this is because it allows for the collection of both types of data.  To achieve, the use of a questionnaire, consisting of 15 quantitative and qualitative orientated questions is to be utilised.  A questionnaire is best suited to this study as it allows for a substantial amount of data to be collected in a short period of time (Kent, 2020).
Time Horizon
The period of time in which data is collected is of great importance.  For this study, primary data is to be collected subsequently to the conduction of secondary data.  The purpose of this is to address the gaps in current literature and to develop or disprove any theories extracted from the secondary research.  Gathering responses in early 2024 is also beneficial as it allows participants to reflect on the effects of the Covid-19 pandemic, which began in 2020, on knife crime and public safety.  In addition to this, a substantial period of time is required to thoroughly analyse the data acquired in order to conclude accurately, therefore, data should be collected in the middle period of this study. 
Techniques and procedures
As it has already been established that the type of research being conducted is primary in order to gather both qualitative and quantitative data, the use of a questionnaire is best suited to this study.  This is because  it allows for the gathering of specific data, that may not be as accessible through other means of research (Dewaele, 2018).  This method of research is also effective for gathering data as it is easily accessible for recipients due to the use of online platforms, in which the survey will be shared too.  This in turns allows for the opportunity to reach an appropriate audience and therefore obtain adequate responses.  The use of an online questionnaire also rules out geographical restrictions and allows for anonymous responses that can be stored appropriately to minimise ethical risks (Nayak and Narakyan, 2019).  As for the participants, participation will be optional and chosen at random and in order to access participants, the survey will be posted to online social media platforms, giving potential participants the option to complete the survey or decline participation.  The use of online platforms to access participants is more reliable than the use of paper-based surveys as it decreases the likelihood of participants not receiving the survey (Rada and Dominguez-Alvarez, 2014). As for the sample size,  The questionnaire aims to gather approximately 100 responses, as this will allow for enough data to analyse appropriately and limit the risk of the quality of the data being compromised.
The questionnaire is being developed via Microsoft Forms, a software that records responses and categorises results automatically.  To further analyse the results, two key methods are to be used.  The first of which is statistical analysis, in order to identify trends over time in relation to public perception of safety and the impact of Covid-19 on knife crime (Ali and Bhaskar, 2018).  The other method of analysis is content analysis, in order to assess the differing responses given by age category to develop an understanding as to whether young people are more fearful or vulnerable to knife crime and to identify if the public are confident in the government to tackle knife crime.
Limitations
It is important to address any limitations that may be faced during data collection.  Firstly, the likelihood of gathering responses from a range of demographics, to ensure this is the case, the questionnaire is to be posted to a wide range of social media platforms that are catered to both younger and older generations to encourage members of the public of all ages to participate.  In addition to this, there is always a risk of careless responses of which can impact the quality of data (Meade and Craig, 2012).  In order to reduce the impact of this, it is important to achieve a reasonable number of responses to minimise the effects from minority careless responses on data as a whole.  This also highlights the issue of not getting enough responses.  Therefore, developing the questionnaire in advance will allow for a reasonable amount of time to gather data effectively.  The consideration of such limitations means that it is likely that the data collected will be reliable and beneficial to the study.
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