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[bookmark: _Toc161332004]Task 1: Mind Map of Ideas 

Terrorism is one of the most significant threats to the United Kingdom’s safety and security The UK government’s counter-terrorism strategy, known as CONTEST, focuses on four keys ‘strands’: Prevent, Prepare and Pursue, as well as Protect. The Prevent strategy focuses on individuals and groups that may be vulnerable to radicalisation and seeks to encourage open discussion (Borum, 2011). The aim of Prevent is to stop people becoming or supporting terrorists by identifying signs of radicalisation early enough, and then through safeguarding and intervention from a variety of agencies such as health, education, social services and the police force (Wood et al., 2025). Defining terrorism remains a challenge, as it includes a wide range of motivation and methods across different context (Hoffman, 2006; Richards, 2017)).
 
This research examines the effectiveness of the government’s Prevent strategy to tackle radicalisation and early intervention and its impact on public trust(Vidino and Brandon, 2010) The effectiveness of anti-terrorism strategies extends beyond their capacity to combat terrorism, requiring an understanding of how they operate within complex networks of social relationships. (Cronin, 2010) Crucially, public perception of legitimacy and levels of cooperation from local communities are important factors influencing the effectiveness of such initiatives. (Wilkinson, 2011; Schmid, 2011)
 
This study examines terrorism, community safety, policing response, early intervention, legitimacy and effectiveness. These themes are treated in the research as being interconnected and inter-dependent. Public fear because of terrorist attacks can shape public perceptions of terrorism and of the police’s role in countering it. Public trust in the police is a key factor in their engagement with the Prevent strategy. Finally, the effectiveness of early intervention by public agencies and communities is a critical consideration. (Jackson and Bradford, 2010; Barlett, 2018)
 
While the public’s perception of risk in relation to terrorism is often reported to be high, research suggests that this perception is influenced to a large extent by high profile events and how these are reported by the media (Mythen and Walklate, 2016). As a result, policing within a counter-terrorism context is particularly concerned with issues of reassurance and public communication. (College of Policing, 2023)
 
Community safety will also be affected by the social and community impacts of terrorism, for example measures to deal with terrorism may in turn increase hate crime against and discrimination of certain groups. It is important avoid to counter-terrorism measures that may further alienate communities, as community cooperation is essential for effective prevention and early intervention (Aly et al., 2014)
 
The Prevent strategy is delivered through a multi-agency approach involving the police, health, education and other sectors. It aims to identify and protect vulnerable individuals early on, and it has been criticised regarding issues of civil liberties and public community ‘trust’. (Home Office, 2023; Spalek, 2012)
 
These interconnected themes demonstrate that the effectiveness of Prevent depends not only on security outcomes, but also on legitimacy, public trust, and community engagement 
Overall, the mind map shows that Prevent should not be evaluated only by whether it reduces terrorism related risk .It should also be assessed through its wider impact on trust, community confidence, safeguarding practice and perceptions of fairness
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Figure 1 presents a visual overview of the key topics explored in this study
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UNDERGRADUATE DISSERTATION
RESEARCH PROPOSAL FORM



 
	NAME: 
Alina Dana Chitu Ispas 
	 ID No.: 1914672

	DRAFT RESEARCH TITLE QUESTION:
Why this topic?  Why is it worthy of consideration for an undergraduate dissertation? 
 To what stage is the UK Prevent strategy effective in reducing radicalisation and supporting early intervention, and how does it impact public trust in policing? 
This topic is significant as terrorism and radicalisation remain one of the most threats to the national security in the UK. The prevent strategy plays a central role in early intervention by identifying individuals vulnerable to  radicalisation and providing safeguarding support.
This research is worth to investigate at undergraduate level as allows for critical examination of both effectiveness and public perception. Understanding how prevent is essential for evaluating in long term viable. The topic also aligns with the key policing subject such as legitimacy, procedural justice, safeguarding and community engagement. it also provides the opportunities to apply evidence based using existing credible academic literature and policy documents, helping to building an appropriate qualitive research.



	SUMMARY OF RESEARCH AIM & OBJECTIVES: 
Aim
 
This study aims to evaluate the effectiveness of the UK Prevent strategy in reducing radicalisation and supporting early intervention, with particular attention to community safety, public trust and policing legitimacy.
 
Objectives
This paper explores the role of Prevent within the broader structure of CONTEST.
This lesson plan outlines activities which aim to enable students to understand how Prevent identifies individuals who may be vulnerable to radicalisation and methods which may help support those who are ‘on the brink’ of terrorist activity.
 To examine the role and purpose of Prevent within the wider CONTEST counter-terrorism framework. 
 To explore how Prevent identifies and supports individuals who may be vulnerable to radicalisation. 
 To assess evidence relating to the effectiveness of Prevent in supporting early intervention. 
 To critically analyse the impact of Prevent on public perception, trust and legitimacy
re, you are required to clarify the information you want to collect on your research topic in the form of two, three or four key objectives: 



	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).
 
Due to the inherent difficulties of measuring effectiveness, success is measured by the absence of unsuccessful cyber-attacks not observed. Since events that did not occur leave no trace, success is also measured by such indicators as referral activity. (Neumann, 2013)
 
While there is much critique of the government’s Prevent programme aimed at preventing violent extremism, in this paper we focus on how professionals in education experience the pressures of this policy. There is much critique around Prevent’s role in securitising and shrivelling Muslim students (Kundnani, 2014), fostering fear and mistrust (Mythen and Walklate, 2016), as well as discrimination and a lack of transparency (Qurashi, 2021).
The Vice-chancellors of universities and the college leaders have spoken about their concerns around how Prevent could be used to monitor students or to silence particular topics or viewpoints that are deemed too sensitive or politically incorrect.
 
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.
se clarify some of the key literature to be utilised as part of your research. Consider textbooks, journals, articles, government reports, organisational strategic plans, and list a short bibliography of these key sources. This need not be extensive but will give your supervisor a good point to start from.



	SUMMARY OF RESEARCH –SURVEY METHOD: 
The study utilises a qualitative secondary methodology by completing a literature review and policy analysis.
 
Much of the secondary research for an in-depth evaluation of the Prevent strategy can be found in academic studies, government reports and policy documents. (Bymann, 2016; Carthey et al., 20180
 
The data is organised using thematic analysis with several thematic strands listed such as effectiveness, early intervention and legitimacy (Braun and Clarke, 2006). These themes are then used to facilitate a structured comparison across the data sources.
 
One of the positive features of this approach is that the data can be ‘triangulated’ to check for validity. However, there is potential bias in the sources selected for the research as well as a lack of control over the data collection process. This must be acknowledged in the critical comparison of the findings.
 
This approach is considered for Level 5 research and future development Summary of qualitative or quantitative methods, and survey techniques being considered.
 


	SUMMARY OF SAMPLING FRAMEWORK: 
This study does not involve primary data collection, it relies on different sources of sampling, including academic literature, government publication and policy documents 
There is very little ethical risk associated with this study as it uses existing data and does not involve any participants.
 
This is a sensitive subject, and we have tried not to look at too extremist material. Instead, we have relied on respectable sources to help us understand the subject. We have also tried to present an even balance to the subject and not use stigmatising language.
 
The report is produced in an ethical manner, with the strictest regard to the principles of objectivity and integrity whilst compiling the statistics and information.
rovide details of target sample. For example, who are you intending to ask to participate in your research, will you be seeking perspectives from experts who work in a given field, or will you be using a general questionnaire to gauge perspectives from members of the public? 
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APPLICATION FOR ETHICAL APPROVAL
	RESEARCH STUDENTS
This form is to be completed by the student within SIX months for full-time students and TWELVE months for part time students, after the commencement of the research degree or following progression to Part Two of your course. 

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

This document is also available in Welsh.


	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.



In order for research to result in benefit and minimise risk of harm, it must be conducted ethically. A researcher may not be covered by the University’s insurance if ethical approval has not been obtained prior to commencement.

The University follows the OECD Frascati manual definition of research activity: “creative work undertaken on a systematic basis in order to increase the stock of knowledge, including knowledge of man, culture and society, and the use of this stock of knowledge to devise new applications”. As such this covers activities undertaken by members of staff, postgraduate research students, and both taught postgraduate and undergraduate students working on dissertations/projects.

The individual undertaking the research activity is known as the “principal researcher”.

Ethical approval is not required for routine audits, performance reviews, quality assurance studies, testing within normal educational requirements, and literary or artistic criticism.

Please read the notes for guidance before completing ALL sections of the form.

This form must be completed and approved prior to undertaking any research activity. Please see Checklist for details of process for different categories of application.  






SECTION A: About You (Principal Researcher)
	1
	Full Name: Alina Dana Chitu Ispas
	

	2
	Tick all boxes that apply:
	Member of staff:
	☐
	Honorary research fellow:
	☐

	
	Undergraduate Student
	☒	Taught Postgraduate Student
	☐	Postgraduate Research Student
	☐


	3
	Institute/Academic Discipline/Centre:
	
Professional Policing 

	4
	Campus:
	Swansea 


	5
	E-mail address:
	1914672@student.uwtsd.ac.uk


	6
	Contact Telephone Number:
	
07466855464

	
	For students:

	7
	Student Number:
	1914672

	8
	Programme of Study:
	BSc Professional Policing

	9
	Director of Studies/Supervisor:
	Laura Knight





SECTION B: Approval for Research Activity
	1
	Has the research activity received approval in principle?
(please check the Guidance Notes as to the appropriate approval process for different levels of research by different categories of individual)
	YES
	☒	NO
	☐
	
	
	Date

	2
	If Yes, please indicate source of approval (and date where known): Approval in principle must be obtained from the relevant source prior to seeking ethical approval
	Research Degrees Committee
	☐	

	
	
	Institute Research Committee
	☐	

	
	
	Other (write in)
It’s part of my module
	☒	



SECTION C:  Internal and External Ethical Guidance Materials
	
	Please list the core ethical guidance documents that have been referred to during the completion of this form (including any discipline-specific codes of research ethics, location-specific codes of research ethics, and also any specific ethical guidance relating to the proposed methodology).  Please tick to confirm that your research proposal adheres to these codes and guidelines. You may add rows to this table if needed.

	1
	UWTSD Research Ethics & Integrity Code of Practice
	☒
	2
	UWTSD Research Data Management Policy
	☒

	3
	[List any other relevant documents here]
	☐



SECTION D: External Collaborative Research Activity
If there are external collaborators then you should gain consent from the contact persons to share their personal data with the university. If there are no external collaborators then leave this section blank and continue to section E.
	1
	Institution
	


	2
	Contact person name
	


	3
	Contact person e-mail address

	

	4
	Is your research externally funded?
	YES
	☐
	NO
	☐

	5
	Are you in receipt of a KESS scholarship?
	YES
	☐
	NO
	☐

	6
	Are you specifically employed to undertake this research in either a paid or voluntary capacity?
	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:
	Evaluating the effectiveness of the Uk Prevent strategy in reducing radicalisation and supporting early intervention 


	2
	Proposed start date:
	01/03/2026
	Proposed end date:
	

	
	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
 
This research examines the effectiveness of the government’s Prevent strategy to tackle radicalisation and early intervention and its impact on public trust (Vidino and Brandon, 2010) The effectiveness of anti-terrorism strategies extends beyond their capacity to combat terrorism, requiring an understanding of how they operate within complex networks of social relationships. (Cronin, 2010) Crucially, public perception of legitimacy and levels of cooperation from local communities are important factors influencing the effectiveness of such initiatives. (Wilkinson, 2011; Schmid, 2011)
 
This study examines terrorism, community safety, policing response, early intervention, legitimacy and effectiveness. These themes are treated in the research as being interconnected and inter-dependent. Public fear because of terrorist attacks can shape public perceptions of terrorism and of the police’s role in countering it. Public trust in the police is a key factor in their engagement with the Prevent strategy. Finally, the effectiveness of early intervention by public agencies and communities is a critical consideration. (Jackson and Bradford, 2010; Barlett, 2018)
 
While the public’s perception of risk in relation to terrorism is often reported to be high, research suggests that this perception is influenced to a large extent by high profile events and how these are reported by the media (Mythen and Walklate, 2016). As a result, policing within a counter-terrorism context is particularly concerned with issues of reassurance and public communication. (College of Policing, 2023)
aims to assess the effectiveness of early intervention into radicalisation and its impact within communities and on public trust and legitimacy




(this box should expand as you type)

	4
	Research Question
How effective is the UK prevent strategy in reducing radicalisation and supporting early intervention, and how does it influence public trust and perceptions of policing


(this box should expand as you type)

	5
	Aims of Research Activity
The aim of this research is to evaluate the effectiveness of the Uk Prevent strategy in reducing radicalisation and supporting early intervention, also is aims to examine how prevent influence public trust, perceptions of fairness and policing legitimacy in communities 



	6
	Objectives of Research Activity  To examine the role and purpose of Prevent within the wider CONTEST counter-terrorism framework. 
 To explore how Prevent identifies and supports individuals who may be vulnerable to radicalisation. 
 To assess evidence relating to the effectiveness of Prevent in supporting early intervention. 
 To critically analyse the impact of Prevent on public perception, trust and legitimacy




(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
	
This research uses qualitative secondary methods by undertaking a narrative literature review and policy analysis of the UK government’s Prevent programme. Terrorism, radicalisation and terrorism countermeasures are highly complex and sensitive subjects thus they demand research methods that can deal with these issues effectively.
 
In Qualitative research, meanings, experiences and social processes are explored or illuminated. Qualitative research does not involve counting. The present study deals with radicalisation and public perceptions of the government’s programme Prevent. Therefore, qualitative research methods were the most suitable choice, particularly for exploring complex social issues into policing context (Wood et al., 2025) The main advantage of qualitative methods is that an in-depth analysis of collected data is possible to be able to explore the in-depth experience of Prevent from the perspectives of its implementation.
 
Although qualitative research has its own strengths and advantages, there are certain limitations to the generalisability of findings from such studies. Qualitative research is by its very nature interpretive, therefore there is potential for researcher bias to creep into the analysis of the data. To reduce the potential for this, the study draws on a number of diverse sources and utilises a critical position in order to offer a balanced perspective of the key issues under discussion.
 
The study uses secondary data from academic sources, government reports, organisational reports and policy documents, which are commonly used into policing and public service research (Wood et al., 2025) There are ethical and practical reasons why research into terrorism is difficult and hence primary research was not undertaken in this study. However, secondary data was abundant and accessible ( Israel and Hay, 2006)
 
Secondary research has been utilised in this study by collecting official and academic sources which provide different perspectives on the policy of Prevent. The policy has been a topic of much controversy over the years, with both positive and negative views of the policy being discussed. Therefore, while secondary research has the advantage of collecting various views on the topic, it also has the disadvantage of potential bias. This study has attempted to utilise reliable sources across the board, including government reports and academic commentaries. Furthermore, a comparison of views from different categories has been undertaken to increase the validity of the findings of this study. (Bryman, 2016)
 
This study uses literature review and policy analysis to link theoretical and practical perspectives. The study uses concepts of legitimacy and procedural justice (Tyler, 2006) to explore Muslims’ perceptions of the Prevent policy and their experiences of its implementation.
 
Although there are limitations within the chosen methodology, the methodological framework is adequate for the critical investigation into the Prevent strategy. The methodological framework is supported by a variety of research tools and resources, and the chosen methodology is appropriate for Level 5 research. An overall balanced view of the Prevent strategy has been gained through in-depth analysis of the evidence.
While qualitative methods provide depth understanding they limit generalisability, which is addressed through triangulation of multiple sources
 




	

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

	8
	
This research will be guide entirely using academic databases, library resources, No specific location is required.


	
	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
	
This research will not involve any activity outside the UK 





	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.







	
	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 research relates to the aim of creating a Wales of united communities by examining how the prevent strategy influences community safety  ,trust and relationships between the public and the police , It also links to more equal Wales by exploring concerns about fairness ,discrimination and the impact of counter- terrorism policies on different communities.


(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?

	


(this box should expand as you type)

	11
	Who will the participants be?

	


(this box should expand as you type)

	12
	How will you identify the participants?
	


(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 study is based only on secondary data, including academic literature and publicity  available policy documents. It does not any human involved as a participant 




	
	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 participants involved 

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

As no participants involved ,no mitigation measures are required

(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 illegal is discovered in the course of a project, it may need to be disclosed to the proper authorities

	
	
The research addresses sensitive topics such a terrorism and radicalisation, it relies only on secondary sources, No direct engagement with the individuals or vulnerable groups will occur. Will no use any non-appropriate or non-stigmatising language and I will rely on accurate academic sources.

(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:
The main potential risk to researcher is the display to sensitive topic such a terrorism and radicalisation 


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

The risk will be minimised by using credible academic and government sources inside then extremist material. I will avoid accessing inappropriate content and I will fallow university guidance on safe research. 

(this box should expand as you type)

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

	
	Risk to the University:
There are minimal risks to the University as the research is only based on secondary data form credible sources.


(this box should expand as you type)
	How you will mitigate the risk to the University:
This risk will be mitigated by using credible and official sources .


(this box should expand as you type)

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

	
	Risk to the environment:

This research does not involve any physical activity. No risk for environment.

(this box should expand as you type)
	How you will mitigate the risk to environment:
No mitigation is required.


(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? 

	
	As this study does not involve human participants, no direct feedback ,no inquiry will be required.


(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.

	
	
This study does not involve human activity, as is only based on secondary data. Therefore informed consent is not required.

(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. 

	
	
As the research does not involve human participants, confidentially do not apply.

(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.
	☐
	No participants☐

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

	2
	


(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),
	☐
	NO

	
	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 research data ,including academic articles and draft documents will be safe on personal device No personal data will be collected.
(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:

	
	Access to the data will be limited to the researcher. All data used in this study is publicly available and does not contain personal or sensitive information.


(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 will be controlling and is the responsible for safe managing all the research materials 

(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.  

	
	
All the research materials will be stored on personal laptop, no personal or sensitive data will be collected 

(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:
	Alina Dana Chitu Ispas
	05  May 2026




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.



	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.




[bookmark: _Toc161332007]Task 4: Justification of the Chosen Research Method 


This research uses qualitative secondary methods by undertaking a narrative literature review and policy analysis of the UK government’s Prevent programme. Terrorism, radicalisation and terrorism countermeasures are highly complex and sensitive subjects thus they demand research methods that can deal with these issues effectively.
 
In Qualitative research, meanings, experiences and social processes are explored or illuminated. Qualitative research does not involve counting. The present study deals with radicalisation and public perceptions of the government’s programme Prevent. Therefore, qualitative research methods were the most suitable choice, particularly for exploring complex social issues into policing context (Wood et al., 2025) The main advantage of qualitative methods is that an in-depth analysis of collected data is possible to be able to explore the in-depth experience of Prevent from the perspectives of its implementation.
 
Although qualitative research has its own strengths and advantages, there are certain limitations to the generalisability of findings from such studies. Qualitative research is by its very nature interpretive, therefore there is potential for researcher bias to creep into the analysis of the data. To reduce the potential for this, the study draws on a number of diverse sources and utilises a critical position in order to offer a balanced perspective of the key issues under discussion.
 
The study uses secondary data from academic sources, government reports, organisational reports and policy documents, which are commonly used into policing and public service research (Wood et al., 2025) There are ethical and practical reasons why research into terrorism is difficult and hence primary research was not undertaken in this study. However, secondary data was abundant and accessible ( Israel and Hay, 2006)
 
Secondary research has been utilised in this study by collecting official and academic sources which provide different perspectives on the policy of Prevent. The policy has been a topic of much controversy over the years, with both positive and negative views of the policy being discussed. Therefore, while secondary research has the advantage of collecting various views on the topic, it also has the disadvantage of potential bias. This study has attempted to utilise reliable sources across the board, including government reports and academic commentaries. Furthermore, a comparison of views from different categories has been undertaken to increase the validity of the findings of this study. (Bryman, 2016)
 
This study uses literature review and policy analysis to link theoretical and practical perspectives. The study uses concepts of legitimacy and procedural justice (Tyler, 2006) to explore Muslims’ perceptions of the Prevent policy and their experiences of its implementation.
 
Although there are limitations within the chosen methodology, the methodological framework is adequate for the critical investigation into the Prevent strategy. The methodological framework is supported by a variety of research tools and resources, and the chosen methodology is appropriate for Level 5 research. An overall balanced view of the Prevent strategy has been gained through in-depth analysis of the evidence.
While qualitative methods provide depth understanding they limit generalisability, which is addressed through triangulation of multiple sources
 



























[bookmark: _Toc161332008]
[bookmark: _Toc161332009]Task 5: Draft Research Questions
The development of clear research questions is essential in guiding the direction, scope, and methodological approach of this study. The aim of this research is to evaluate the effectiveness of the UK Prevent strategy in reducing radicalisation and supporting early intervention. To achieve this, one main research question and ten sub-questions have been formulated.
 
The main research question is:
 
How effective is the UK Prevent strategy in reducing radicalisation and supporting early intervention?
 
This question lets us take a close look at Prevent and think about how well it's working, not just by looking at numbers, but also by considering how the public feels about it and whether it's fair. As Neumann (2013), we can't just use statistics to figure out if counter-terrorism efforts are effective - we need to think about the bigger picture too.
 
The following sub-questions support the main aim:
 
What evidence exists regarding Prevent’s success in identifying vulnerable individuals?
How effective is the Channel programme in delivering early intervention?
What role does multi-agency collaboration play in Prevent?
How consistent is Prevent implementation across different sectors?
What challenges do practitioners face when applying Prevent?
How does Prevent influence public perceptions of policing?
To what extent does Prevent impact public trust and legitimacy?
Are certain communities disproportionately affected by Prevent?
How do media and political narratives shape understanding of Prevent?
What improvements can enhance the effectiveness and legitimacy of Prevent?
 
These questions are designed to provide a thorough and balanced analysis. The first five questions look at how well Prevent works in real-life situations, including how it identifies people at risk, intervenes to help them, and works with other organizations. Questions six to nine examine how the public views Prevent and whether they think it's fair and trustworthy - which is important because people are more likely to cooperate if they believe in the program. The tenth question takes a forward-thinking approach, allowing the study to suggest ways to improve Prevent and make it more effective in the future.( Home Office, 2022; 2023)
 
The questions we're asking fit perfectly with the research approach we've chosen, which is all about analysing what's already out there in terms of literature and policy. They don't need us to go out and collect new data, but instead, they help us dig deep into what's already been written and spoke. We've kept them focused enough to give our research some direction, but still open enough to let us really get into the complicated stuff, like how people get radicalized and how we can keep them safe. This way, we can explore all the different aspects of these issues without getting too bogged down. (HM Government, 2011; 2023; HMICFRS, 2023)
 
To sum it up, the research questions laid out here give us a solid foundation for looking at the Prevent strategy from all angles. They make sure we're considering both the hands-on and theoretical sides of things, which will help us get a really thorough understanding of what's working and what's not.


Task 6: Evaluation of the Chosen Data Analysis Method 

This study adopts a qualitative approach using thematic analysis to examine secondary data from academic literature, government reports and policy documents. Thematic analysis is appropriate as it enables the identification, analysis and interpretation of patterns within qualitative data (Braun and Clarke, 2006)
 
The qualitative secondary data was analysed using the method of thematic analysis. Thematic analysis is an analytic method for identifying, analysing and interpreting the patterns of meaning (themes) thematic analysis enables the identification of patterns across qualitative data (Braun and Clarke, 2006). This method of analysis was suitable for this study, which is an evaluation of the Prevent strategy using literature and policy.
 
Thematic analysis is a research method which is flexible and can be used in relation to data of most types of origin. This characteristic makes it a useful method for a study which draws on a variety of sources of data in order to gain a detailed insight into the policy and practice of Prevent from several different viewpoints. The method organises complex data into reported themes, enabling a systematic and coherent analysis of issues relating to effectiveness, early intervention, public perception and legitimacy.(Braun and Clarke, 2006)
 
This study engages critically with different perspectives on Prevent by comparing supportive and critical sources. Thematic analysis allows these perspectives to be grouped into key themes, such as effectiveness, early intervention, public perception and legitimacy.
The themes could be explored in more depth, and questions could be asked as to why individuals from similar backgrounds hold such different perspectives on Prevent. Thematic analysis is a particularly useful method for exploring complex social phenomena such as radicalisation which cannot be addressed through quantitative research methodologies.
 
Thematic analysis is a widely used and advantageous method for analysis in research. However, it is not without limitation. One of the major limitations of thematic analysis is that the analysis is very subjective and (often criticised (Bryman, 2026; Schmid, 2011). The analysis of the data in this report has relied heavily on the researcher’s judgement and interpretation. Therefore, there is a risk of researcher bias. To attempt to be as objective as possible the analysis has relied on multiple sources of data, and the researcher has tried to follow a strict process of coding and theme development consistently throughout the document.
 
While QDA software has strengths in terms of capabilities not found with thematic analysis, there are some limitations of using thematic analysis for the analysis of epistolary data. Firstly, thematic analysis is not a strictly standardised process, and this means that reliability of the approach is largely in the hands of the analyst. In order to demonstrate credibility, consistent themes need to be clearly defined, and a structured approach taken (Braun and Clarke, 2006).
 
Thematic analysis is designed to produce no statistical generalisations, and its value therefore lies in producing critical insight rather than results that can be generalised across a larger sample.
 
Thematic analysis was an appropriate choice for this study as it is a flexible research method that enabled an in-depth examination of the Prevent strategy. However, the strengths and limitations of the method can be fully realised through a rigorous and critical application.
The method can also be used to identify both explicit meanings and underlying themes. This is particularly useful when analysing policy documents as the language and the discourse used can make a significant difference to how the policy (such as Prevent) is framed and how it is perceived by different stakeholders.
































[bookmark: _Toc161332010]References
Aly, A., Taylor, E. and Karnovsky, S. (2014). Moral Disengagement and Building Resilience to Violent Extremism: An Education Intervention. Studies in Conflict & Terrorism, 37(4), pp.369–385. doi: https://doi.org/10.1080/1057610x.2014.879379
Bartlett, L. (2018). The edge of violence: a radical approach to extremism.  Radicalisationresearch.org. Available at: https://radicalisationresearch.org/research/bartlett-2010-edge/  (Accessed 04 April 2026)
Borum, R. (2011). Radicalization into Violent Extremism I: A Review of Social Science Theories. Journal of Strategic Security, 4(4), pp.7–36. Available at: https://www.jstor.org/stable/26463910. (Accessed 28 March 2026)
Bradford, B., Jackson, J. and Stanko, E.A. (2009). Contact and confidence: revisiting the impact of public encounters with the police. Policing and Society, 19(1), pp.20–46. doi: https://doi.org/10.1080/10439460802457594.
Braun, V. and Clarke, V. (2006). Using Thematic Analysis in Psychology. Qualitative Research in Psychology, 3(2), pp.77–101. doi:https://doi.org/10.1191/1478088706qp063oa.
Bryman, A. (2016). Social Research Methods.  Oxford University Press. Available at: https://ktpu.kpi.ua/wp-content/uploads/2014/02/social-research-methods-alan-bryman.pdf. (Accessed 26 April 2026)
Calderaro, A. and Kavada, A. (2013). Special Issue on ‘Online Collective Action and Policy Change’. Policy & Internet, 5(1), pp.1–6. doi:https://doi.org/10.1002/poi3.19.
Carthey, S.L., Doody, C.B., O’Hora, D. and Sarma, K.M. (2018). PROTOCOL: Counter‐narratives for the prevention of violent radicalisation: A systematic review of targeted interventions. Campbell Systematic Reviews, 14(1), pp.1–23. Doi:https://doi.org/10.1002/cl2.202
College of Policing (2023) Counter-Terrorism Policing: Operational Guidance. Available at: https://www.college.police.uk/app/public-order-public-safety/developing-policing-plan/counter-terrorism ( Accessed 23 April 2026)
CRONIN, A.K. (2010). The evolution of counterterrorism: will tactics trump strategy? International Affairs, 86(4), pp.837–856. doi:https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1468-2346.2010.00915.x.
 Spalek,B  (2012). Counter-terrorism Community based approaches to preventing terror crime. Basingstoke, Palgrave Macmillan.
English, R. (2009). Terrorism : How to Respond. Oxford: Oxford University Press.
Fernandez, S. and Qurashi, F. (2021). Security and the War on Terror: Predict, Prevent, Police. The Modern World After Colonialism, 01(01), pp.316–327. doi: https://doi.org/10.51952/9781529252149.ch023.
HM Government (2011). Prevent Strategy.  Gov.uk. Available at: https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/media/5a78966aed915d07d35b0dcc/prevent-strategy-review.pdf.
HM Government (2020). Channel Duty Guidance: Protecting people vulnerable to being drawn into terrorism.  Available at: https://norfolklscp.org.uk/media/uelb3a3f/channel-duty-guidance-2020.pdf (Accessed 1 May 2026).
HMICFRS (2023a). Counter-terrorism policing: An inspection of the police’s contribution to the government’s Prevent programme.  His Majesty’s Inspectorate of Constabulary and Fire & Rescue Services. Available at: https://hmicfrs.justiceinspectorates.gov.uk/publication-html/counter-terrorism-policing-an-inspection-of-the-polices-contribution-to-the-governments-prevent-programme/.
Hoffman, B. (2017). Inside terrorism. New York, N.Y. ; Chichester: Columbia University Press.
Home Office (2022a). Police Powers and procedures: Stop and Search and arrests, England and Wales, Year Ending 31 March 2022.  GOV.UK. Available at: https://www.gov.uk/government/statistics/police-powers-and-procedures-stop-and-search-and-arrests-england-and-wales-year-ending-31-march-2022/police-powers-and-procedures-stop-and-search-and-arrests-england-and-wales-year-ending-31-march-2022.
Home Office (2022b). Prevent duty guidance.  GOV.UK. Available at: https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/prevent-duty-guidance.
Home Office (2023a). Counter-terrorism strategy (CONTEST) 2023. GOV.UK. Available at: https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/counter-terrorism-strategy-contest-2023.
Home Office (2023c). Individuals referred to Prevent.GOV.UK. Available at: https://www.gov.uk/government/statistics/individuals-referred-to-prevent.
Horgan, J. (2008). From Profiles to Pathways and Roots to Routes: Perspectives from Psychology on Radicalization into Terrorism. The Annals of the American Academy of Political and Social Science,  618(01), pp.80–94. Available at: https://www.jstor.org/stable/40375777.
I Zempi and N Chakraborti (2014). Islamophobia, Victimisation and the Veil. London: Palgrave Macmillan Uk.
Innes, M., Roberts, C., Innes, H., Lowe, W. and Lakhani, S. (2011). Assessing the Effects of Prevent Policing A Report to the Association of Chief Police Officers.  Available at: https://npcc.police.uk/documents/TAM/2011/PREVENT%20Innes%200311%20Final%20send%202.pdf.
Israel, M. and Hay, I. (2006). Research Ethics for Social Scientists. Research Ethics for Social Scientists, 01(01). doi: https://doi.org/10.4135/9781849209779.
Kundnani, A (20214). The Muslims Are Coming! Islamophobia, Extremism, and the Domestic War on Terror. Verso. Available at: https://www.versobooks.com/en-gb/products/2353-the-muslims-are-coming?srsltid=AfmBOopi5H1shCi6qAPVQST-seisrACe73rtguPl5li6yCrP63poe7lp (Accessed 1 May 2026).
Lum, C, Koper, C.S and Telep, C.W (2012). 
McCauley, C. and Moskalenko, S. (2017). Understanding political radicalization: The two-pyramids model. American Psychologist, 72(3), pp.205–216. doi:https://doi.org/10.1037/amp0000062.
Mythen, G. and Walklate, S. (2016). Counterterrorism and the Reconstruction of (In)Security: Divisions, Dualisms, Duplicities. British Journal of Criminology, 56(6), pp.1107–1124. doi:https://doi.org/10.1093/bjc/azw030.
Neumann, P. R. (2013). The Trouble with Radicalization. International Affairs, 89(4), pp.873–893. doi:https://doi.org/10.1111/1468-2346.12049.
Neumann, P.R. (2013). Options and Strategies for Countering Online Radicalization in the United States. Studies in Conflict & Terrorism, 36(6), pp.431–459. doi:https://doi.org/10.1080/1057610x.2013.784568.
Qurashi, F. (2021). Rehabilitating the Prevent Strategy. Academia Letters, 01(01). doi:https://doi.org/10.20935/al870.
Richards, A. and Morrison, J. (2024). Towards a Strategic Conceptual Model of Response in the UK. Perspectives on Terrorism, 18(4), pp.145–155. doi:https://doi.org/10.2307/27349919.
Richardson, L. (2006). What terrorists want : understanding the terrorist threat. London: Random House.
Schmid, A.P (2023). Defining Terrorism. Available at: https://icct.nl/sites/default/files/2023-03/Schmidt%20-%20Defining%20Terrorism_1.pdf.  (Accessed 22 March 2026)
Schmid, A.P. (2011). The Routledge Handbook of Terrorism Research.  Routledge & CRC Press. Available at: https://www.routledge.com/The-Routledge-Handbook-of-Terrorism-Research/Schmid/p/book/9780415520997
Sedgwick, M. (2010). The Concept of Radicalization as a Source of Confusion. Terrorism and Political Violence, 22(4), pp.479–494. doi:https://doi.org/10.1080/09546553.2010.491009.
Silke, A. (2008). Research on Terrorism. Terrorism Informatics, 18(01), pp.27–50. doi:https://doi.org/10.1007/978-0-387-71613-8_2.
Sproat, P.A. and Sproat, P.A. (2025). Serious Crime Prevention Orders in England and Wales: a lifetime of management and use. Security Journal, 38(1). doi:https://doi.org/10.1057/s41284-025-00512-1.
Tyler, T.R. (2006). Why people obey the law. Princenton New Jersey: Princeton University Press.
Vidino, L. and Brandon, J. (2010). Countering Radicalization in Europe A policy report published by the International Centre for the Study of Radicalisation and Political Violence (ICSR). Available at: https://icsr.info/wp-content/uploads/2012/12/ICSR-Report-Countering-Radicalization-in-Europe-1.pdf. (Accessed 20 April 2026)
Walklate, S. (2012). Imagining the Victim of Crime. Open University Press.
Weine, S., Henderson, S., Shanfield, S., Legha, R. and Post, J. (2017). Building Community Resilience to Counter Violent Extremism. Democracy and Security, 9(4), pp.327–333. doi:https://doi.org/10.1080/17419166.2013.766131.
Wilkinson, P. (2011). Terrorism Versus Democracy. Routledge. doi:https://doi.org/10.4324/9780203832318.
Wood D., Bradshaw S., Dickens T, and Parker-McLeod J. (2025). Blackstone’s Handbook for Policing Students. 19th ed. Oxford University Press, United Kingdom



Evaluating the effectiveness of the Uk Prevent strategy in reducing radicalisation and supporting early intervention 
 
Introduction and Mind Map Overview (Task 1)-500
 
Terrorism is one of the most significant threats to the United Kingdom’s safety and security The UK government’s counter-terrorism strategy, known as CONTEST, focuses on four keys ‘strands’: Prevent, Prepare and Pursue, as well as Protect. The Prevent strategy focuses on individuals and groups that may be vulnerable to radicalisation and seeks to encourage open discussion (Borum, 2011). The aim of Prevent is to stop people becoming or supporting terrorists by identifying signs of radicalisation early enough, and then through safeguarding and intervention from a variety of agencies such as health, education, social services and the police force (Wood et al., 2025). Defining terrorism remains a challenge, as it includes a wide range of motivation and methods across different context (Hoffman, 2006; Richards, 2017)).
 
This research examines the effectiveness of the government’s Prevent strategy to tackle radicalisation and early intervention and its impact on public trust (Vidino and Brandon, 2010) The effectiveness of anti-terrorism strategies extends beyond their capacity to combat terrorism, requiring an understanding of how they operate within complex networks of social relationships. (Cronin, 2010) Crucially, public perception of legitimacy and levels of cooperation from local communities are important factors influencing the effectiveness of such initiatives. (Wilkinson, 2011; Schmid, 2011)
 
This study examines terrorism, community safety, policing response, early intervention, legitimacy and effectiveness. These themes are treated in the research as being interconnected and inter-dependent. Public fear because of terrorist attacks can shape public perceptions of terrorism and of the police’s role in countering it. Public trust in the police is a key factor in their engagement with the Prevent strategy. Finally, the effectiveness of early intervention by public agencies and communities is a critical consideration. (Jackson and Bradford, 2010; Barlett, 2018)
 
While the public’s perception of risk in relation to terrorism is often reported to be high, research suggests that this perception is influenced to a large extent by high profile events and how these are reported by the media (Mythen and Walklate, 2016). As a result, policing within a counter-terrorism context is particularly concerned with issues of reassurance and public communication. (College of Policing, 2023)
 
Community safety will also be affected by the social and community impacts of terrorism, for example measures to deal with terrorism may in turn increase hate crime against and discrimination of certain groups. It is important avoid to counter-terrorism measures that may further alienate communities, as community cooperation is essential for effective prevention and early intervention (Aly et al., 2014)
 
The Prevent strategy is delivered through a multi-agency approach involving the police, health, education and other sectors. It aims to identify and protect vulnerable individuals early on, and it has been criticised regarding issues of civil liberties and public community ‘trust’. (Home Office, 2023; Spalek, 2012)
 
These interconnected themes demonstrate that the effectiveness of Prevent depends not only on security outcomes, but also on legitimacy, public trust, and community engagement 
Overall, the mind map shows that Prevent should not be evaluated only by whether it reduces terrorism related risk .It should also be assessed through its wider impact on trust, community confidence, safeguarding practice and perceptions of fairness
 
Task 2- 1500
Introduction
 
Terrorism continues to present a threat to the United Kingdom and as such a proactive and changing approach is required. Terrorism has developed from an organised group based approach, to a more informal and ad-hoc form of terrorism, perpetrated by lone individuals who self-radicalise to terrorism online. In response to this shift the UK government introduced the CONTEST counter-terrorism strategy, specifically the Prevent strand which seeks to stop people becoming terrorists or becoming terrorist supporters through early intervention.
 
Prevent represents a shift from an enforcement-based model of policing to a model of safeguarding. Safeguarding in this context is focused on identifying and supporting individuals at risk of radicalisation. This work is often carried out by a multi-agency approach through the Channel programme. This approach of early intervention is becoming more widespread within criminal justice and public protection. (HM Government, 2020)
 
Terrorism is complex and involving threat that requires adaptable responses from government and policing (English, 2009; Richardson, 2006)). Prevent is a highly contested policy that has been promoted as crucial to fighting terrorism and keeping people safe, but which critics argue not only silences speech, takes children away from their families and operates a racist policy that which may reinforce stigma and discrimination within communities  and disproportionately targets Muslim communities (Kundnani, 2014; Qurashi, 2021: Zempi and Chakraborti, 2014). This study provides an opportunity to critically explore Prevent as both safeguarding intervention and contested counter terrorism policy 
 
This study aims to evaluate the impact of the UK’s Prevent strategy in relation to terrorist radicalisation and early intervention, and to explore public perceptions of Prevent and how these shape perceptions of police legitimacy and practice.
 
Rationale for the Study
 
This study into Prevent seeks to investigate why two years on from the re-launch of the counter-terrorism strategy CONTEST, Prevent remains a significant strand of government policy and a key focus for police counter-terrorism work. It aims to assess the effectiveness of early intervention into radicalisation and its impact within communities and on public trust and legitimacy
 
Prevent remains a key component of the UK’s counter-terrorism strategy and continues to shape the work of the police and professionals and institutions across education and healthcare. The question remains whether or not Prevent is delivering its objectives and delivering value from the investment made.(Home Office, 2023)
 
While there is some agreement in the existing literature that early intervention can play a role in both preventing and countering violent extremism (CVE), as well as in disrupting radicalisation (Innes et al., 2011; Weine et al., 2017), there are also differing perspectives on the role of the Prevent Strategy in processes of securitisation (Mythen and Walklate, 2016) and in terms of community trust (Kundnani, 2014). This paper seeks to provide a critical examination of these issues.
 
Thirdly, from a policing perspective, Prevent represents a nuanced challenge concerning security, safety and community engagement. From a legitimacy perspective, it is argued that such cooperation is contingent on perceptions of fairness and procedural justice (Tyler, 2006). If Prevent is seen to be discriminatory it is likely to be less effective.
 
This work also develops student's research skills at Level 5 and in turn enables them to progress to further research at Level 6.
 
Aim and Objectives
Aim
 
This study aims to evaluate the effectiveness of the UK Prevent strategy in reducing radicalisation and supporting early intervention, with particular attention to community safety, public trust and policing legitimacy.
 
Objectives
This paper explores the role of Prevent within the broader structure of CONTEST.
This lesson plan outlines activities which aim to enable students to understand how Prevent identifies individuals who may be vulnerable to radicalisation and methods which may help support those who are ‘on the brink’ of terrorist activity.
 To examine the role and purpose of Prevent within the wider CONTEST counter-terrorism framework. 
 To explore how Prevent identifies and supports individuals who may be vulnerable to radicalisation. 
 To assess evidence relating to the effectiveness of Prevent in supporting early intervention. 
 To critically analyse the impact of Prevent on public perception, trust and legitimacy
 
Prevent is a UK government strategy aimed at preventing radicalisation. But is it effective and does it support early intervention?
This briefing sets out to answer
 
Sub-questions
We did not look at the evidence base relating to the extent to which Prevent identifies vulnerability.
How does Prevent influence public perceptions of policing?
What challenges affect its implementation?
My knowledge on this subject is limited, but from what I understand Prevent is currently targeting ideological / violent extremism linked to Salafist and jihadist ideology, and social media is being increasingly scrutinised as a medium to disseminate propaganda.
Literature Review
 
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).
 
Due to the inherent difficulties of measuring effectiveness, success is measured by the absence of unsuccessful cyber-attacks not observed. Since events that did not occur leave no trace, success is also measured by such indicators as referral activity. (Neumann, 2013)
 
While there is much critique of the government’s Prevent programme aimed at preventing violent extremism, in this paper we focus on how professionals in education experience the pressures of this policy. There is much critique around Prevent’s role in securitising and surveilling Muslim students (Kundnani, 2014), fostering fear and mistrust (Mythen and Walklate, 2016), as well as discrimination and a lack of transparency (Qurashi, 2021).
The Vice-chancellors of universities and the college leaders have spoken about their concerns around how Prevent could be used to monitor students or to silence particular topics or viewpoints that are deemed too sensitive or politically incorrect.
 
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.
Methodology
 
The study utilises a qualitative secondary methodology by completing a literature review and policy analysis.
 
Much of the secondary research for an in-depth evaluation of the Prevent strategy can be found in academic studies, government reports and policy documents. (Bymann, 2016; Carthey et al., 20180
 
The data is organised using thematic analysis with several thematic strands listed such as effectiveness, early intervention and legitimacy (Braun and Clarke, 2006). These themes are then used to facilitate a structured comparison across the data sources.
 
One of the positive features of this approach is that the data can be ‘triangulated’ to check for validity. However, there is potential bias in the sources selected for the research as well as a lack of control over the data collection process. This must be acknowledged in the critical comparison of the findings.
 
This approach is considered for Level 5 research and future development.
 
Ethical Considerations
 
There is very little ethical risk associated with this study as it uses existing data and does not involve any participants.
 
This is a sensitive subject, and we have tried not to look at too extremist material. Instead, we have relied on respectable sources to help us understand the subject. We have also tried to present an even balance to the subject and not use stigmatising language.
 
The report is produced in an ethical manner, with the strictest regard to the principles of objectivity and integrity whilst compiling the statistics and information.
 
Limitations
 
This study has a number of limitations. The first of these is that it is a secondary analysis, and therefore it has not made use of any primary data. Secondly, the issue of effectiveness is particularly difficult to assess. Success can be defined as the occurrence of the absence of some event and so it is very difficult to establish the effectiveness of some of the interventions which have been studied here.
 
This report concentrates on the UK, and therefore generalisation to other contexts is limited. However, the study enables understanding of Prevent and its role within a broader -radicalisation strategy.
 
Conclusion
 
This project investigates the effectiveness of the Prevent strategy. But effectiveness is not just about outcomes; it is also about legitimacy, measuring whether the strategy is delivered fairly and with public trust.
 
This study highlights that the effectiveness of Prevent cannot be measured solely through outcomes, but must also consider legitimacy, public trust and community engagement. The findings contribute to ongoing academic debate and provide a foundation for further Level 6 research.
 From an evidence-based policing perspective, policies such as Prevent should be evaluated using reliable research evidence to ensure effectiveness (Lum, Koper and Telep, 2012; Calderaro and  Kavada, 2013)
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Task 3 -500
Task 3: Ethical Considerations
 
The topics of terrorism and radicalisation are very sensitive and controversial. For this reason, ethical issues are paramount and need to be seriously considered in any research that is conducted into these areas. Although this is a qualitative secondary research study; it does not involve the collection of data from human participants therefore although the main ethical issues are not relevant to this study; they still need to be considered.
 
Given the sensitive nature of this topic there is a risk that research into terrorism and radicalisation could ‘bite the hand that feeds’ and solidify negative stereotypes and stigmatise communities. In this study the most ethical course of action is to take a critical but balanced approach to the issues identified in the literature and provide an analysis of the available evidence rather than making generalisations and assuming facts not supported by the literature.
 
Reference has been made to the ethical considerations of collecting and utilising data for this research. However, it is equally important to raise consideration regarding the sources that have been used within the research to inform the findings. All of the data has been sourced from publicly available information such as academic papers, government reports and relevant policy documents. The study has taken all due care in selecting the most relevant and reliable information and have accurately cited every reference used within the report. The research does not incorporate any material deemed to be extremist or offensive, and only views and opinions that are widely held within the counter-terrorism interagency community (Israel and Hay, 2006).
 
In addressing the complexities outlined above, the study also seeks to address issues of objectivity and researcher bias, especially as the Prevent strategy is a highly contentious policy. In pursuing an objective interpretation of findings, the study seeks to incorporate a range of perspectives on Prevent, including positive and negative evaluations of the initiative. As Bryman (2016) asserts, neutrality is an important consideration for researchers in the social sciences undertaking research in contexts in which political issues are at stake.
 
The paper also explores issues of representation and language in research that investigates the needs of Muslim students. In this study adopts to use non-stigmatising language in relation to ethnic and religious groups and have focused on a structural/policy rather than individualistic perspective.
 
Due consideration has been given to matters of confidentiality and data protection in this study in the absence of primary data. However, the study is designed without any involvement of personal data or individuals, thereby minimising any potential for an ethical breach. However, due weight has been placed on accurate representation of findings and accurate interpretation of sources utilised within the study.
 
The research has been conducted in line with the university ethical guidelines and the highest principles of academic integrity. All sources have been referenced correctly, no plagiarism exists and the research methodology is transparent. The study is an element of the Level 5 academic studies but also provides the learner with the opportunity to develop further their ethical research skills to then apply to future independent research at Level 6.
 
Although there are few ethical concerns raised by this research, it is a very sensitive subject and therefore the research contains issues relating to representation, objectivity and source selection. 
 This study complies with UWTSD ethical guidelines and does not involve human participants, thereby minimising ethical risk
Task 4-500
 
Task 4: Justification of the Chosen Research Method
 
This research uses qualitative secondary methods by undertaking a narrative literature review and policy analysis of the UK government’s Prevent programme. Terrorism, radicalisation and terrorism countermeasures are highly complex and sensitive subjects thus they demand research methods that can deal with these issues effectively.
 
In Qualitative research, meanings, experiences and social processes are explored or illuminated. Qualitative research does not involve counting. The present study deals with radicalisation and public perceptions of the government’s programme Prevent. Therefore, qualitative research methods were the most suitable choice, particularly for exploring complex social issues into policing context (Wood et al., 2025) The main advantage of qualitative methods is that an in-depth analysis of collected data is possible to be able to explore the in-depth experience of Prevent from the perspectives of its implementation.
 
Although qualitative research has its own strengths and advantages, there are certain limitations to the generalisability of findings from such studies. Qualitative research is by its very nature interpretive, therefore there is potential for researcher bias to creep into the analysis of the data. To reduce the potential for this, the study draws on a number of diverse sources and utilises a critical position in order to offer a balanced perspective of the key issues under discussion.
 
The study uses secondary data from academic sources, government reports, organisational reports and policy documents, which are commonly used into policing and public service research (Wood et al., 2025) There are ethical and practical reasons why research into terrorism is difficult and hence primary research was not undertaken in this study. However, secondary data was abundant and accessible ( Israel and Hay, 2006)
 
Secondary research has been utilised in this study by collecting official and academic sources which provide different perspectives on the policy of Prevent. The policy has been a topic of much controversy over the years, with both positive and negative views of the policy being discussed. Therefore, while secondary research has the advantage of collecting various views on the topic, it also has the disadvantage of potential bias. This study has attempted to utilise reliable sources across the board, including government reports and academic commentaries. Furthermore, a comparison of views from different categories has been undertaken to increase the validity of the findings of this study. (Bryman, 2016)
 
This study uses literature review and policy analysis to link theoretical and practical perspectives. The study uses concepts of legitimacy and procedural justice (Tyler, 2006) to explore Muslims’ perceptions of the Prevent policy and their experiences of its implementation.
 
Although there are limitations within the chosen methodology, the methodological framework is adequate for the critical investigation into the Prevent strategy. The methodological framework is supported by a variety of research tools and resources, and the chosen methodology is appropriate for Level 5 research. An overall balanced view of the Prevent strategy has been gained through in-depth analysis of the evidence.
While qualitative methods provide depth understanding they limit generalisability, which is addressed through triangulation of multiple sources
 
Task 5: Research Questions and Justification
 
The development of clear research questions is essential in guiding the direction, scope, and methodological approach of this study. The aim of this research is to evaluate the effectiveness of the UK Prevent strategy in reducing radicalisation and supporting early intervention. To achieve this, one main research question and ten sub-questions have been formulated.
 
The main research question is:
 
How effective is the UK Prevent strategy in reducing radicalisation and supporting early intervention?
 
This question lets us take a close look at Prevent and think about how well it's working, not just by looking at numbers, but also by considering how the public feels about it and whether it's fair. As Neumann (2013), we can't just use statistics to figure out if counter-terrorism efforts are effective - we need to think about the bigger picture too.
 
The following sub-questions support the main aim:
 
What evidence exists regarding Prevent’s success in identifying vulnerable individuals?
How effective is the Channel programme in delivering early intervention?
What role does multi-agency collaboration play in Prevent?
How consistent is Prevent implementation across different sectors?
What challenges do practitioners face when applying Prevent?
How does Prevent influence public perceptions of policing?
To what extent does Prevent impact public trust and legitimacy?
Are certain communities disproportionately affected by Prevent?
How do media and political narratives shape understanding of Prevent?
What improvements can enhance the effectiveness and legitimacy of Prevent?
 
These questions are designed to provide a thorough and balanced analysis. The first five questions look at how well Prevent works in real-life situations, including how it identifies people at risk, intervenes to help them, and works with other organizations. Questions six to nine examine how the public views Prevent and whether they think it's fair and trustworthy - which is important because people are more likely to cooperate if they believe in the program. The tenth question takes a forward-thinking approach, allowing the study to suggest ways to improve Prevent and make it more effective in the future.( Home Office, 2022; 2023)
 
The questions we're asking fit perfectly with the research approach we've chosen, which is all about analysing what's already out there in terms of literature and policy. They don't need us to go out and collect new data, but instead, they help us dig deep into what's already been written and spoke. We've kept them focused enough to give our research some direction, but still open enough to let us really get into the complicated stuff, like how people get radicalized and how we can keep them safe. This way, we can explore all the different aspects of these issues without getting too bogged down. (HM Government, 2011; 2023; HMICFRS, 2023)
 
To sum it up, the research questions laid out here give us a solid foundation for looking at the Prevent strategy from all angles. They make sure we're considering both the hands-on and theoretical sides of things, which will help us get a really thorough understanding of what's working and what's not.
Task 6- Evaluation of the Chosen Data Analysis Method -500
 
This study adopts a qualitative approach using thematic analysis to examine secondary data from academic literature, government reports and policy documents. Thematic analysis is appropriate as it enables the identification, analysis and interpretation of patterns within qualitative data (Braun and Clarke, 2006)
 
The qualitative secondary data was analysed using the method of thematic analysis. Thematic analysis is an analytic method for identifying, analysing and interpreting the patterns of meaning (themes) thematic analysis enables the identification of patterns across qualitative data (Braun and Clarke, 2006). This method of analysis was suitable for this study, which is an evaluation of the Prevent strategy using literature and policy.
 
Thematic analysis is a research method which is flexible and can be used in relation to data of most types of origin. This characteristic makes it a useful method for a study which draws on a variety of sources of data in order to gain a detailed insight into the policy and practice of Prevent from several different viewpoints. The method organises complex data into reported themes, enabling a systematic and coherent analysis of issues relating to effectiveness, early intervention, public perception and legitimacy.(Braun and Clarke, 2006)
 
This study engages critically with different perspectives on Prevent by comparing supportive and critical sources. Thematic analysis allows these perspectives to be grouped into key themes, such as effectiveness, early intervention, public perception and legitimacy.
The themes could be explored in more depth, and questions could be asked as to why individuals from similar backgrounds hold such different perspectives on Prevent. Thematic analysis is a particularly useful method for exploring complex social phenomena such as radicalisation which cannot be addressed through quantitative research methodologies.
 
Thematic analysis is a widely used and advantageous method for analysis in research. However, it is not without limitation. One of the major limitations of thematic analysis is that the analysis is very subjective and (often criticised (Bryman, 2026; Schmid, 2011). The analysis of the data in this report has relied heavily on the researcher’s judgement and interpretation. Therefore, there is a risk of researcher bias. To attempt to be as objective as possible the analysis has relied on multiple sources of data, and the researcher has tried to follow a strict process of coding and theme development consistently throughout the document.
 
While QDA software has strengths in terms of capabilities not found with thematic analysis, there are some limitations of using thematic analysis for the analysis of epistolary data. Firstly, thematic analysis is not a strictly standardised process, and this means that reliability of the approach is largely in the hands of the analyst. In order to demonstrate credibility, consistent themes need to be clearly defined, and a structured approach taken (Braun and Clarke, 2006).
 
Thematic analysis is designed to produce no statistical generalisations, and its value therefore lies in producing critical insight rather than results that can be generalised across a larger sample.
 
Thematic analysis was an appropriate choice for this study as it is a flexible research method that enabled an in-depth examination of the Prevent strategy. However, the strengths and limitations of the method can be fully realised through a rigorous and critical application.
The method can also be used to identify both explicit meanings and underlying themes. This is particularly useful when analysing policy documents as the language and the discourse used can make a significant difference to how the policy (such as Prevent) is framed and how it is perceived by different stakeholders.
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