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1. [bookmark: _Toc201583871]Chapter one: Introduction

Antisocial driving behaviour has become a significant cause of concern for communities and police around the United Kingdom. Antisocial driving is defined as reckless or inconsiderate behaviour behind the wheel, such as speeding, illegal car meets, street racing, and excessive noise pollution. It not only endangers road safety but also disturbs the well-being of neighbouring residents. The continual exposure of such behaviours in public settings, combined with their presentation in social media and other outlets, has led to a rising broad conversation about the social effects of these acts.
This dissertation studies public perception of antisocial driving, focused on community reactions, the perceived severity of the problem, and police efforts to minimise its impacts. The study is based on greater understanding of how antisocial behaviour in road use links with public safety, policing, and social cohesion. As informal meetings known as "car meets" have increased in recent years, this study investigates how these events affect cultural life—both positively and negatively.
The basis for this study stems from the apparent divide between car enthusiasts and members of the general public who view these events as alarming. Car meetings, which are frequently planned informally via social media, can range from innocent demonstrations of modified vehicles to unlawful gatherings. These events bring into question local police forces' ability to find a balance between community participation and enforcement. As a result, antisocial driving provides an opportunity to research the larger issues such as public nuisance, community identity, and enforcement credibility.
This dissertation focusses on three main goals: first, to examine the perceived effects of car meets on local communities; second, to identify any obvious links between antisocial driving and road traffic collisions; and third, to evaluate police interventions aimed at preventing such behaviour. To gain a full understanding of the topic from many viewpoints, a mixed-methods approach was used, which included both quantitative survey data and qualitative responses. The analysis uses statistical tests such as ANOVA and chi-square to see if there are significant changes in perceptions based on demographics such as age or role.
The relevance of the issue is supported by ongoing discussions in academic literature, police reports, and legislative forums. While many studies have looked at antisocial behaviour in general, few have focused specifically on driving-related types of wrongdoing or how public opinions influence the effectiveness of police tactics. The dissertation aims to fill this gap by establishing its research within theoretical frameworks as well as practical community situations.
In summary, this study attempts to understand the patterns of antisocial driving through a community-centered perspective. It examines how different age groups and social roles perceive the severity of the problem, as well as the effectiveness and challenges of current policing strategies. This dissertation adds to the increasing the literature on public order, community impact, and policing, subsequently providing recommendations for reducing the harm caused by disruptive driving behaviour.



2. [bookmark: _Toc201583872]Chapter two: Literature Review
2.0 [bookmark: _Toc201583873]Introduction 

Antisocial driving behaviours such as reckless driving, road rage, and illegal car meets pose serious threats to both public safety and the well-being of communities. These behaviours are closely associated with road traffic collisions (RTCs), increased psychological distress, and significant financial burdens (Li et al., 2022; Metropolitan Police Service, 2019). To create a safer community environment, it is crucial to understand how people in the community perceive and respond to these driving behaviours, as well as the tactics used by the police service to manage the misuse of the roads. 
This review of existing research looks at how antisocial driving affects communities in a variety of ways, with a particular emphasis on how it contributes to RTCs and the disruptive social and environmental implications it has. It also assesses how the police throughout the UK are addressing these problems including through the use of Section 59 warnings and Public Space Protections Orders (PSPOs). The review utilises a variety of sources, such as online documents, scholarly research retrieved using Google Scholar, and materials from the online library of the University of Wales Trinity Saint David (UWTSD). The review aims to give a comprehensive understanding of antisocial driving and evaluate the effectiveness of current policing strategies for making roads and communities safer by examining different perspectives.

[bookmark: _Toc201583874]2.1 Impacts of Antisocial Driving on Local Communities

Car meets, which are unauthorised gatherings of car enthusiasts, have a large impact on the communities around them, with repercussions that vary greatly based on their arrangement size and behaviours of attendees. Clarke (2023) highlights the growing concerns about unsafe driving and unlawful car meets, especially with regard to “boy racers”. These events can be anything from small and informal gatherings to large, professionally planned events that draw hundreds of participants. On the one hand, legally permitted car meets can promote a sense of community, especially if they are held in regulated locations or with official permits. Professional car meets can give vehicle fans a chance to express love of cars in a supervised, safe and structured setting, which can develop a sense of belonging among attendees. An article by Alexander Middlemas (2024) supports this as although car meets are not illegal in the UK, participants and organisers must abide by local rules and regulations to make sure their events are safe and lawful. Car lovers can enjoy these events without running outside of the law if they obtain the required permits, pick the appropriate venues, and encourage responsible behaviours.

In contrast, the effect of car meets can vary greatly, especially if they are not officially organised or do not have sufficient supervision or control. When car meets operate in an unorganised manner, they can cause serious disruptions to the community around them. This is particularly evident when attendees drive recklessly or dangerously, such as performing stunts like drifting, aggressive acceleration, excessive speeding, which not only put participants at risk but also interferes with locals’ daily life. This is supported by an article by Green and Burton ASB (2024) which states that the adverse effect of antisocial car meets have on nearby neighbourhoods and businesses are substantial. Loud exhausts and revving engines can produce extremely disruptive noise pollution. The report also states that the public’s safety is seriously threatened by dangerous driving practices like speeding. In the UK, a number of instances have led to fatalities.
Additionally, noise laws are frequently broken by these events, resulting in severe noise pollution, especially late at night or early in the morning, which can disrupt the comfort and peacefulness of nearby communities. A report by Richard Lemmer and Daisy Stephens (2024) shows residents had made reports of noise complaints following an illegal gathering passing their homes, one resident stating the car meets are disturbing due to the sounds of the vehicles occurring suddenly.
In more serious situations, when these events attract large, disruptive individuals, they may turn into gatherings that support and allow unsafe or illegal activities, including street racing or the display of modified vehicles that do not meet safety regulations. Unsafe vehicles and high-speed racing can result in accidents, injuries or even fatalities (Verderame, 2023). These kinds of behaviours present serious risks to both participants and innocent members of public.

[bookmark: _Toc201583875]2.2 Antisocial driving and Road Traffic Collisions

Driving habits have a significant impact on the frequency and seriousness of RTCs. Existing studies have demonstrated a strong link between an increased risk of accidents and reckless or irresponsible driving behaviours, including speeding, tailgating, and distracted driving. For instance, speeding increases the effect of a collision and impairs a driver’s reaction to sudden changes in traffic conditions, both of which lead to more serious consequences (Elvik et al., 2019). Similarly, the probability of rear-end crashes is further increased by tailgating, or following too closely behind another car, especially in congested areas or bad weather conditions (Wang and Song, 2011).

Distracted driving, which includes using a phone while driving and other in-car distractions has become a major contributor to RTCs since it significantly reduces drivers’ ability to concentrate and respond. In the UK, 11 million drivers confess to using their mobile phones while driving, and 16% of drivers admit to sending or receiving text messages whilst operating a motor vehicle. Despite the general view from the public that using a phone hands-free is acceptable, it still results in a 30% decrease in driver reaction times, which is the equivalent to what happens to those who are intoxicated (Hedges, 2024).

Furthermore, two major factors that can significantly impair judgment, coordination, and reaction times are alcohol use and fatigue. These conditions make antisocial driving behaviours including speeding, tailgating or careless lane changes, far more dangerous. Drivers are less able to make quick and logical decisions whilst intoxicated or exhausted which increases the risk of aggressive and dangerous driving. These impairments might result in poor driving decisions, like not giving way, ignoring traffic signals or performing risky manoeuvres that put other drivers and road users in danger (Dong et al., 2024). Therefore, fatigue and alcohol, both together and individually, can increase the likelihood of collisions and make driving riskier for everyone.

Understanding changes in antisocial driving behaviours is crucial for evaluating the effectiveness of safety initiatives and identifying at-risk communities. Recent data from the United Kingdom reveals important information on how common these behaviours are and how they affect RTCs. 

According to ROSPA (2021) inappropriate speed contributes to approximately 12% of all injury collisions, 13% of serious injury collisions, 24% of fatal collisions. Additionally, a report by Ben Clatworthy (2025) indicates that 72% of drivers attempt to drive as close as possible to the speed limit, with over half considering it acceptable to exceed speed limits which causes a rise in RTCs. Furthermore, aggressive driving behaviours, often referred to as “road rage”, have been linked to a record number of fatalities. In 2023, 143 individuals lost their lives due to incidents provoked by road rage, with 2,722 collisions resulting in 4,084 causalities (Moriarty, 2024).


In the year ending June 2024, road collision statistics in Great Britain revealed the following estimates:
· 1,607 fatalities, a 2% decline compared to the year ending June 2023
· 29,540 killed or seriously injured (KSI) causalities, showing little change from the previous year. 
· 128,920 casualties of all severities, a 4% decline compared to the year ending June 2023.
Demographically, males accounted for 75% if fatalities and 61% of casualties of all severities during this period.



Reported road casualties by severity and all road traffic (billion vehicles miles), Great Britain, the year ending June 2014 to the year ending June 2024 (provisional)
[image: ]
(GOV.UK, 2024)

[bookmark: _Toc201583876]2.3 Police Actions to Prevent Antisocial Driving in the UK

In an effort to discourage antisocial driving, Police services in the UK have put in place a number of initiatives that emphasise both preventative and reactive strategies. A successful deterrent has been the implementation of Public Space Protection Orders (PSPOs) in locations where car meets are common. These orders provide local police the authority to impose penalties on those who engage in disruptive behaviour with fines and to prohibit them from entering specific areas (City of London, 2024). For example, Newham Council (2022) implemented a PSPO that targets motor vehicle distress and illegal street racing. This police permits police and authorised council staff to fine people £100 for engaging in antisocial driving behaviours that cause harassment, alarm, or distress. Similarly, Leeds City Council addressed vehicle-related antisocial behaviour, such as reckless driving and unlawful car cruising, by implementing a citywide PSPO. In an effort to improve public safety and discourage criminal activity, this order gives police the power to impound vehicles used in antisocial acts (Leeds City Council News, 2023). The Anti-Social Behaviour, Crime and Policing Act of 2014, which gives local authorities a duty to issue PSPOs to stop specific behaviours that negatively impact a community’s quality of life, is in line with the larger framework that these actions are a part of. To adhere to human rights legislation and improve public trust, PSPOs are required under the laws to be renewed after the initial three-year period (GOV.UK, 2014).

An alternative power to deter the ant-social use of motor vehicles is the use of Section 59 of the Police Reform Act 2002. This provision is especially useful when a car is driven in a way that violates the laws surrounding reckless and careless driving, unpermitted off-road driving, and driving in a manner which is likely to cause alarm, distress and annoyance to the public. When an officer notices such activity, they can issue the motorist with a Section 59 warning, which is valid for a year. Police have the authority to confiscate and remove the involved vehicle if the offender commits the same offence again within the time frame. In addition, this warning becomes linked with both the driver and the particular vehicle; therefore, the vehicle is still at risk of seizure if someone else drives the same vehicle in an antisocial manner during the warning time (Open Learn, 2025). Although the use of the Section 59 power deters antisocial activity relating to vehicles, its use has generated controversy. Critics argue that the police’s broad authority could result in uneven enforcement or possible abuse. For example, there have been cases where the power was used to seize vehicles without warning, which raises questions about justice and procedure (Topping, 2022). Thus, even while section 59 warnings and powers play a crucial role in improving public safety, its ethical and transparent application is essential to preserve public confidence and protect people’s rights.

In further response to the problems caused by illegal gatherings and irresponsible behaviour on public roads, policing teams that target car meets and antisocial driving have developed. To reduce the impact the manner of driving has on the community, certain police services in the UK have put specialised operations in place. For instance, Operation Octane was developed by Norfolk Constabulary in October 2023 with the goal of interacting with motor fans and pursuing those who violate the law. The operation consists of using an escalation mechanism, the starting point begins with warning letters to offender and may lead to Community Protection Notices. For repeat offenders, this may lead to legal action against them. This strategy prioritises positive involvement and education, reserving prosecution for those who endanger public safety (Norfolk Constabulary, 2024).

Similarly, Operation Chromium by Hampshire Constabulary targets antisocial vehicle use. In order to combat illegal car meets, Basingstoke police traffic offence reports and seized uninsured vehicles. Additionally, they used Section 59 warnings, which are powers used to reduce the antisocial use of vehicles. If drivers continue their antisocial habits whilst driving, a second Section 59 could result in the seizure of their vehicle. This tactic emphasises how crucial community involvement and enforcement are in preventing unsafe driving patterns (Hampshire and Isle of Wight Constabulary, 2022).

These types of policing tactics are further highlighted by academic studies. Lumsden’s (2013) study looks at Aberdeen, Scotland’s laws governing drivers, or “boy racers”. The study emphasises how legislation against disruptive behaviour and the renewal of cities are two examples of factors that affect police officers’ actions. According to the report, car meets, and antisocial driving can be effectively addressed by using community police staff to manage incidents.

[bookmark: _Toc201583877]2.4 Social Media and Antisocial Driving

Driving behaviours have been greatly influenced by social media, especially when it relates to antisocial driving. Dangerous driving incidents have increased as a result of the sharing of footage that both encourages and glamorises bad driving habits, footage like this becomes viral on social media platforms (Stefanidis et al., 2022).

PLOS ONE (2020) released a systematic review that evaluated how social media material affects the obedience in relation to traffic laws. While some content educates and discourages unsafe driving, a significant proportion encourages risky behaviours including speeding, distracted driving, and aggressive driving, according to the research. Individuals’ attitudes and behaviours may differ as a result of this exposure, which may increase their use of illegal driving habits.

Young offenders in the UK have began to often brag about their crimes, especially reckless driving, on social media, which is a concerning trend. Videos of careless driving and unlawful activity on the roads have been shared online, which has made communities more fearful. In response, police have passed legislation that specifically targets “posting and boasting”, with the goal of preventing the sharing of these acts (Mills, 2023).  Research suggests that nearly a quarter (24%) of drivers between the age of 18 and 34 acknowledge using social media while driving, with 5% doing so every day (1st CENTRAL, 2019). Even with tougher penalties in place, many drivers will stick check their phones whilst driving. This dangerous behaviour emphasises how crucial increased awareness attempts and more stringent laws are needed to help reduce the risk associated with social media and driving.
[bookmark: _Toc201583878]2.5 Conclusion

Communities are impacted by car meetings and antisocial driving an a variety of ways, from encouraging a sense of belonging and safe vehicle enjoyment to creating disturbances, noise pollution, and dangerous driving habits that cause concern for both those attending events and the public as a whole. As long as appropriate supervision and regulations are followed, legally allowed car meets offer a safe and responsible environment for vehicle enthusiasts to socialise. However, poorly planned and uncontrolled events frequently result in antisocial behaviour, loud noises and careless driving, all of which have serious negative impacts on local communities, such as increased traffic accidents, annoyance, and threats to public safety. 
These problems are made worse by the growth of social media, which normalises and glamorises dangerous driving behaviours, creating a culture of unsafe driving. To combat antisocial driving and to safeguard public safety, Police in the UK have responded by adopting a number of policies, including Public Space Protection Orders, Section 59 warnings, and targeted policing initiatives like Operation Octane and Operation Chromium. However, community engagement, efficient enforcement, and ongoing public education area critical to the success of these attempts to reduce antisocial driving. 
Addressing the underlying causes of antisocial driving such as poor driving habits, social media influence, and intoxication or exhaustion, will be essential moving forward to reduce the rate and seriousness of road traffic collisions.  A thorough plan which includes community involvement, robust enforcement, and education is necessary to decrease the effects of antisocial driving and promote safer conditions for road users and the public as a whole.

[bookmark: _Toc201583879]3. Chapter Three: Methodology
[bookmark: _Toc201583880]3.1 Introduction

This study examines how the general public view antisocial driving with a focus on the effects of “car meets” on nearby communities, the connections between antisocial driving and road traffic collisions, and the effectiveness of police actions. In many areas, the effect of antisocial driving is becoming a larger problem. Increased noise pollution, public anxiety, and occasionally dangerous driving habits that lead to road traffic collisions are all consequences of antisocial driving (Metropolitan Police, 2019).
While police forces use a range of techniques to tackle antisocial driving, public trust in these attempts varies. Understanding these perspectives is crucial for assessing the effectiveness of police tactics and identifying areas for improvement. This study take a quantitative approach, using an online survey to collect information from the general public who face antisocial driving in their community. The following methodology outlines the research strategy, data collection process, data analysis methods and potential challenges.

[bookmark: _Toc201583881]3.2 Research Strategy

This study takes a quantitative approach, collecting measurable data relating to antisocial driving through a survey conducted online. A quantitative technique is useful because it allows for defined replies, making it easier to compare perspectives across groups and find trends. Quantitative approaches are frequently used in social research to identify statistical patterns and create conclusions from numerical data (Pasek and Krosnick, 2010). Surveys are an efficient way to collect structured information from a large population, allowing for comparisons between participants with different experiences and backgrounds. The survey will be shared with both police employees and the general public to complete.

The survey will ensure anonymity, which may lead to more honest responses from participants. As the study will include both public and police views, using an online platform to share the survey allows for a larger and more varied participant group. The survey will include mostly close-ended questions with scale response (e.g. “Strongly Agree” to “Strongly Disagree”) which will allow data comparisons between the participants whilst making the survey basic and accessible.

[bookmark: _Toc201583882]3.3 Data Collection

The survey is being distributed to an assortment of people, with a focus on receiving feedback from the general public and also police employees completing the survey. This ensures that the research includes a wide range of perspectives on antisocial driving and its effects on communities. The purpose of reaching out to local residents, drivers, and any person who has been directly impacted by antisocial driving is to identify how the range of groups feel about the issues. The primary goal of this survey is to gain feedback from both the general public and also police employees as it will gather experiences from a wide range of participants. An online survey will allow a wide range of people to participate, regardless of where they live. This approach provides a broader view of public opinions and ensures that the findings represent the experience of many different parts of the community.
For this survey, a sample strategy known as self-selection will be used, where individuals will decide to complete the survey voluntarily. This strategy allows for quick data collection because any person who may be interested in the topic can simply opt to participate. However, it is important to highlight that this method may cause some bias, since those with strong views or personal experiences with antisocial driving are more likely to engage (Sedgwick, 2013). While this may limit the extent of views, it still gives useful information, particularly from individuals who have firsthand experience with the problem.
The survey questions will be designed to measure key aspects relating to my research including:
· General concerns over antisocial driving behaviours.
· Personal experiences with ‘car meets’, dangerous driving, and their impact on local communities.
· Perceptions of police effectiveness in addressing antisocial driving.
· Opinions on potential strategies for tackling antisocial driving and improving road safety.
The survey will be delivered using Microsoft Forms, which provides a user-friendly platform for participants to complete the survey. This platform also allows efficient data collecting and the simple export of responses for further analysis.

[bookmark: _Toc201583883]3.4 Data Analysis

The survey responses will be analysed using statistical analysis due to the study taking a quantitative approach. The analysis will use descriptive and inferential statistics to identify patterns, connections, and differences in the responses received.
Descriptive statistics will summarise and present the data using:
· Frequencies and percentages (e.g., the percentage of participants who believe antisocial driving is a major issues).
· Mean and standard deviation (e.g., the average level of concern about antisocial driving on a Likert scale).

Inferential statistics will be used to identify patterns and relationships in the data:
· Chi-square tests will examine relationships between categories, such as differences in public and police perceptions of antisocial driving.
· T-tests or ANOVA will be used when comparing responses between different groups, such as variations in concern levels across age groups.

Microsoft Forms produces simple summary statistics, but the data may also be exported to Microsoft Excel for further analysis, such as producing diagrams and detailed statistical comparisons. This study, which uses descriptive and inferential data, will provide useful insights into how the public and the police perceive and address antisocial driving.

[bookmark: _Toc201583884]3.5 Limitations and Problems

A drawback of this study is the possibility of self-selection bias because the survey is voluntary. Individuals with strong feelings regarding antisocial driving, whether positive of negative, may be more likely to take part, therefore affecting the results. This can have an impact on the data’s accuracy since people who are unaware of the topic may be under-represented.

Another potential issue is sample representation. Due to the survey taking place online, it may leave out particular groups, such as older people who are concerned about antisocial driving but are less likely to participate in internet surveys. This could limit the findings application to the larger population.

A further concern to consider is the reliability of self-reported data. Respondents may submit answers impacted by social desirability bias, which means they may exaggerate or understate their experiences based on what they believe is to be expected. This is especially relevant for police officers, who may represent their involvement in a more positive light.

To address these limitations, the survey will be promoted through a variety of platforms, including social media, link sharing, and police internal network, to attract a variety of participants. In addition, results will be compared to secondary data sources, such as official police crime figures and government reports to guarantee accuracy and reliability.

By recognising these limitations and taking steps to reduce their impact, the study aims to give and accurate and thorough assessment of public perceptions of antisocial driving. The findings will contribute to discussions on improving policing techniques and creating better community and police relations in dealing with road-related antisocial behaviour.

[bookmark: _Toc201583885]4. Chapter Four: Results of Analysis

[bookmark: _Toc201583886]4.0 Introduction
This chapter summarises the findings of a quantitative data analysis carried out to explore public and police views of antisocial driving and its perceived impacts on communities.  The primary goal of this chapter is to present a clear and objective overview of the statistical findings based on the replies obtained through the research survey.  The study focusses on key factors such as age, occupational role (public vs. police), perceived severity of antisocial driving, levels of concern, opinions about car meets, and perceptions of police effectiveness in addressing such behaviours.
A range of statistical methods were used to examine group differences, including a one-way analysis of variance (ANOVA) and a chi-square test of independence.  The tests focused on two key questions: the level of concern about antisocial driving based on the participants' ages, and how significant of a problem antisocial driving is perceived as by police and members of the public.  These methods allowed the findings of statistically significant links and differences among groups of people in terms of concern levels and attitudes towards antisocial driving. Descriptive statistics are frequently used to help explain the data.  The results gathered from these analyses provide the basis for the discussion and evaluation of findings in the following chapter.

[bookmark: _Toc201583887]4.1 Descriptive Overview of the Sample
The sample was made up of a variety of individuals, containing both members of the general public and police employees.  Respondents were asked to provide basic demographics such as age and role, as well as their level of concern about antisocial driving, the severity of such behaviours, and their perceptions of police responses.  The respondents' ages ranged from under 18 to 65+, with the majority lying between 18 and 54.  The analysis included both quantitative Likert-scale questions and categorical factors.

[bookmark: _Toc201583888]4.2 Visibility and Experience of Antisocial Driving

Over 80% of respondents reported living in areas affected by antisocial driving. Daily encounters were cited by 39% of participants, indicating that these behaviours are both persistent and highly visible. This contributes to a community-wide awareness of the issue, regardless of age or job role.

[bookmark: _Toc201583889]4.3 Concern Levels Across Age Groups: ANOVA Results
Participants rated their level of concern about antisocial driving on a Likert scale. Their responses were separated into five age groups. The average concern score for each group is displayed below:


Table: Mean Concern Scores by Age Group

	Age Group
	Number of Participants (N)
	Mean Concern Score

	Group 1
	14
	2.93

	Group 2
	24
	2.54

	Group 3
	3
	3.00

	Group 4
	7
	2.57

	Group 5
	13
	2.23



Group 1 showed the most concern (M = 2.93), while Group 5 had the least (M = 2.23). However, these variations were somewhat minor.

To determine if the differences between age groups were statistically significant, a one-way ANOVA was performed. The table below shows the results.

Table: One-Way ANOVA Summary

	Source
	SS
	df
	MS
	F
	P-value
	F critical

	Between Groups
	3.85
	4
	0.96
	1.46
	0.227
	2.54

	Within Groups
	36.91
	56
	0.66
	

	Total
	40.75
	60
	



The ANOVA results indicate an F-value of 1.46 and a p-value of 0.227. Because the p-value is more than 0.05, the difference between the groups is statistically insignificant. This suggests that age did not have any major effect on how concerned people were about antisocial driving during this study.
Graph: Mean Concern Scores by Age Group:
[image: ]

[bookmark: _Toc201583890]4.4 Perceived Severity: Police vs. Public (Chi-square Test)
A Chi-square test was carried out to test whether there was a difference in how the police and the general public perceived the scale of antisocial driving.  The findings are presented in the table below.

Table of the perception of severity of antisocial driving based on role:

	Role
	Not a Problem
	Minor Problem
	Moderate Problem
	Major Problem
	Total

	Police
	1 (1.80)
	6 (8.30)
	9 (9.02)
	6 (2.89)
	22

	Public
	4 (3.20)
	17 (14.70)
	16 (15.98)
	2 (5.11)
	39

	Total
	5
	23
	25
	8
	61



Note: Expected counts are in brackets.
The test found no significant difference in how police employees and the public rate the seriousness of antisocial driving.  This suggests that there is not enough evidence to show that one group views the problem as more important than the other.
 Although there were some minor differences in how the groups viewed antisocial driving — with police more likely to term it a "major problem" and the general population tending more towards "minor" or "moderate" — these differences were not statistically significant.

[bookmark: _Toc201583891]4.5 Perceptions of Police Effectiveness
Participants were asked to rate the effectiveness of police responses to antisocial driving.  The findings reveal a large gap between the two role groups.  Many members of the public rated police efficiency as "Low" or "Very Low."  Police employees, on the other hand, gave their operational efforts a higher rating.

 The difference could reflect a lack of public understanding of resource limitations, legal limits, or policing techniques.  The findings are important for community policing and public involvement, highlighting the need for greater transparency and communication about policing strategies, including promoting antisocial driving operations which are currently being utilised.

[bookmark: _Toc201583892]4.6 The Role of Car Meets
Respondents were asked if they thought "car meets" encouraged antisocial driving in their community.  The majority of public comments were negative, frequently linking car meets to increase noise levels, inconsiderate driving, and feelings of intimidation among local neighbours.
 Although some responses argued that these gatherings could be positive if properly managed, the general opinion was that they act as an opportunity for nuisance behaviour.  Police respondents appeared to agree but highlighted the challenges of separating acceptable meetings from those that fall into dangerous events.  This shows that there may be an opportunity to manage the risk through event licensing, community engagement, or designated safe places for car enthusiasts to gather.

[bookmark: _Toc201583893]4.7 Perceptions of Road Traffic Collisions and Antisocial Driving
Participants were asked if they thought antisocial driving was associated with an increase in road traffic collisions.  A large percentage of both police and public groups agreed with this claim.  This general agreement provides evidence to the belief that antisocial behaviours—such as speeding, street racing, and aggressive driving—pose a threat to road safety.
 This opinion supports policing policies that highlight high-risk behaviours and is in line with public support for more efforts to reduce the dangers of antisocial driving.  These opinions may justify targeted policing operations or heightened monitoring in known antisocial driving hotspots.

[bookmark: _Toc201583894]4.8 Conclusion
The findings given in this chapter present a detailed picture of how different demographic and professional groups view antisocial driving and its impact on society.  While the statistical analysis found no significant differences in concern levels between age groups, they did identify small changes that suggest younger and older individuals may have distinct views, even if this is not statistically established.  Similarly, while the chi-square analysis revealed no significant differences in police and public perceptions of the severity of antisocial driving, there were evident trends, such as the police being more likely to view it as a severe problem.
Perceptions of police efficiency differed significantly between public and police respondents, suggesting potential relations, confidence, or expectation issues between police services and the communities they serve. These findings highlight the importance of increased transparency and community engagement in preventing antisocial driving behaviours.
The responses from participants in relation to car meets revealed a primarily negative public outlook, with events like this being associated with nuisance behaviours and community disruption.  However, there was recognition—particularly among police respondents—of the possibility to manage these gatherings in a better way.  This provides opportunities for legislative action through licensing, agreed locations, and community interaction.
Finally, significant agreement among police and public participants related antisocial driving to more traffic collisions highlighting the likely impacts occurring from the dangerous behaviours.  This growing opinion stresses the importance of targeted policing and educational programs to reduce dangers and improve road safety.
Together, these findings provide the foundation for the discussion chapter, which will investigate the significance of these findings in relation to existing literature, policy concerns, and future research opportunities.

[bookmark: _Toc201583895]5. Chapter five: Analysis Conclusion and Recommendations

[bookmark: _Toc201583896]5.1 Introduction

This chapter highlights the main findings of the primary research and puts them into context in light of academic literature and secondary data.  It is structured around the dissertation's main objectives: to investigate the impact of car meets on communities, to assess the link between antisocial driving and road traffic collisions (RTCs), and to evaluate police responses to such behaviours.  The chapter also provides practical recommendations based on the findings, acknowledges the study's limits, offers areas for further research, and evaluates how successfully the research objectives were realised.

[bookmark: _Toc201583897]5.2 Key Findings

Car Meets and Community Impact
The study discovered that car meets are frequently considered as disturbing by the public, mainly owing to noise pollution and antisocial behaviour. Over 80% of respondents to the survey said they lived in areas affected by antisocial driving, with qualitative replies typically mentioning late-night noise, unsafe driving, and gatherings in residential areas. These findings back with prior research by Green and Burton (2024), who found that uncontrolled vehicle meets frequently cause public disturbances and criminal vehicle activities. In the literature review, McCarthy (2022) and Campbell (2023) explored the physical conflict between car enthusiasts and residents, particularly in neighbourhoods.
surprisingly, while many police officers acknowledged these risks, several also recognised the potential benefits of controlled car meets in promoting safe social interaction among car enthusiasts. This balanced viewpoint is consistent with Middlemas (2024), who discovered that when meetings are professionally planned, they can provide safer venues while reducing informal gatherings elsewhere. The literature likewise mirrored this dual narrative. Gibbons (2022) noted that car meets can build community among youth when appropriately supervised.
Antisocial Driving and Traffic Collisions
The survey results revealed a strong public and police agreement that antisocial driving behaviours, particularly speeding, aggressive acceleration, and stunts, considerably improve the likelihood of RTCs. Almost one-third of respondents said they had personally witnessed a crash caused by such behaviours, and two-thirds knew someone involved in an RTC. These findings support national statistics, such as ROSPA (2021), which attribute 24% of fatal crashes to unsafe speed.
The literature study similarly showed connections between aggressive driving and higher accident risk, citing data from the Department of Transport (2021) and Wilson and Fielding's (2023) research on driver behaviour and collision likelihood.
An ANOVA test revealed no statistically significant differences in concern levels among age groups. This indicates that concern of antisocial driving is widespread, regardless of age. Such findings highlight the seriousness of the problem and the widespread concern and intervention.

Perceptions of police interventions
The public generally expressed frustration with current police attempts to combat antisocial driving. More than 60% of respondents evaluated police effectiveness as "low" or "very low," with many claiming no knowledge of any local operations. In contrast, police officers tended to rate their own work more positively, highlighting recent initiatives such as hotspot patrols or focused campaigns.
The difference between police actions and public perception is consistent with Brookes and Hall's (2023) results, which suggest that communication breakdowns can undermine public trust in enforcement techniques. The literature review also uncovered comparable critiques in community policing literature, with Loader (2022) and Irving (2023) highlighting that public trust in policing is strongly dependent on visible results and transparency.
Despite this, there was still strong popular support for more police presence, harsher fines, and greater transparency in police operations.

[bookmark: _Toc201583898]5.3 Recommendations

These recommendations come straight from the study's findings and are based on both public and police responses:

1 - Regulated and Permitted Car Meets 
Local governments should work with vehicle enthusiast groups, landowners, and police to develop licensed locations for car meetings.  Noise control, security, and a small police presence can help to create safer venues while still recognising social likes and dislikes. This is consistent with participants' beliefs that positive involvement is better than demanding restriction, and it follows literature suggesting that incorporating culture could reduce resistance to policing (Gibbons, 2022).
2 - Enhanced Police Communication
Police forces should increase transparency by frequently publicising enforcement statistics (e.g., Section 59 notifications, vehicle seizures). Tools such as social media updates, pop-up police stations, and community briefings may help bridge the awareness gap and boost public trust. Scholars such as Loader (2022) have called for responsive and visible community policing.
3 - Smarter Enforcement Strategies
The findings indicate public support for both visible and covert policing. Unmarked vehicles, automatic number plate recognition (ANPR), and mobile speed cameras can help enhance high-visibility patrols. A graded penalty strategy, ranging from warnings to seizures, could deter continuing offenders while not overly penalising first-time drivers.
4 - Community Education and Youth Engagement
Early education was often suggested in survey responses. Schools and youth organisations ought to develop road safety campaigns that address the glamorisation of reckless driving on social media. Simulated accident experiences or victim discussions could help to personalise the risks and discourage those looking for excitement. This is consistent with findings in the research that youth involvement in car culture is frequently motivated by identity-seeking and peer encouragement which can be positively redirected through educational outreach (Campbell, 2023)
These recommendations are based on visible weaknesses in the data as well as participant suggestions, providing realistic, evidence-based actions.

[bookmark: _Toc201583899]5.4 Limitations

The study has some limitations. First, the survey's self-selection may have drawn respondents with strong viewpoints, thereby skewing the results. 
Second, relying on self-reported experiences increases the risk of exaggeration or recall bias. 
Third, given the large sample size, age groups were unevenly represented, lowering the effectiveness of the ANOVA test.  Finally, the study only captured a brief period of time and may not reflect new viewpoints impacted by current legislation or incidents.

[bookmark: _Toc201583900]5.5 Implications for Future Research

Future research should assess the long-term effects of initiatives such as designated car meet locations or increased patrols. Comparative research that extend urban, suburban, and rural areas could investigate how setting influences behaviour and perception. Furthermore, study on the attitudes and motivations of car enthusiasts could provide insight into preventative measures tailored to this audience.
A mixed-methods long-term investigation could give useful information on whether police and education efforts result in measurable decreases in antisocial driving and related RTCs.

[bookmark: _Toc201583901]5.6 Accomplishment of Research Objectives

Objective 1: The Impacts of Car Meets
Addressed using both quantitative and qualitative data. While car meets provide entertainment for fans, they also represent risks and disruptions when unregulated.  The findings point to the importance of organised involvement in promoting compromises.

 Objective 2: Antisocial Driving and RTCs.
The study established a clear connection between dangerous driving behaviours and a higher rate of RTCs, as evidenced by participant involvement and national statistics.

 Objective 3: Police Actions.
The findings indicated both community dissatisfaction with present enforcement and a general lack of public awareness. However, police participants identified techniques that, if presented more effectively, might improve community relations and trust.

[bookmark: _Toc201583902][bookmark: _Hlk201583783]5.7 Conclusion

This study investigated how antisocial driving, particularly in uncontrolled car meets, affects public safety and perceptions. The findings highlight widespread public concern, a clear link between reckless driving and accidents, and a gap between enforcement efforts and public knowledge.
It is essential to find a balance between enforcement and education, and from punishment to engagement. A multi-agency, community-led solution based on regulated car meets, improved enforcement, and open communication might significantly decrease antisocial driving.
The study accomplishes its aims and makes useful, evidence-based recommendations. It adds to the ongoing discussion about traffic safety and provides a useful foundation for future legislation aimed at making roads safer while maintaining social interaction among car enthusiasts.


[bookmark: _Toc201583903]6. Chapter Six: Conclusion

This dissertation studied the public perception of antisocial driving, with a particular emphasis on community responses and the larger effects on safety, policing, and government policy. The study aimed to achieve three major goals: to discuss the impact of car meets on communities, to identify any connections between antisocial driving and road traffic collisions, and to investigate police preventative measures. This study, which used both quantitative and qualitative data, gave a comprehensive analysis of the difficulties and produced a number of important findings.
First, survey data analysis found that antisocial driving is widely seen as an issue by the general population, with particular concerns about loud disruption, dangerous driving, and the possibility of accidents. This is consistent with scholarly literature and media coverage, which frequently stress the anxiety experienced by neighbours near sites where car meets and reckless driving occur. Age was found to influence levels of concern, with younger individuals evaluating the issue as less severe than older age groups. However, all parties recognised the consequences of antisocial driving.
Secondly, although not statistically proven, the findings suggest a visible link between antisocial driving and road traffic collisions. This perspective, while not clearly confirmed by crash data in this study, emphasises the mental and emotional impact such driving behaviour takes on communities. The belief that reckless driving will result in accidents contributes to feelings of fear and frustration, especially in residential areas where children and pedestrians are at risk.
The third significant finding addresses police engagement. Survey results and open-ended responses revealed different views on the effectiveness of police action. While some respondents reported noticeable patrols and occasional enforcement actions, others thought police responses were inconsistent or insufficient. This emphasises the need for more targeted and community-based police strategies. Furthermore, the study discovered a gap between public expectations and local police capabilities, especially when dealing with unexpected events such as car meets.
Overall, this dissertation adds to existing information by providing an extensive view of antisocial driving as a behavioural and social issue. It emphasises the importance of police enforcement, local councils, and community groups working together to manage and prevent acts like these. Public education campaigns, increased police visibility, and the establishment of designated sites for vehicle enthusiasts to gather safely might all be part of a more successful long-term response.
In conclusion, antisocial driving is a complex social concern with serious implications for community well-being, safety, and public trust. It is not just a traffic enforcement issue. This study provides a helpful source of evidence for the development of legislation and policing tactics by revealing the opinions and worries of the general people. It will be useful to carry out more studies and engage with those affected to make sure that responses are inclusive, effective, and fair. These methods may significantly reduce the impact of antisocial driving and improve our awareness of the harm that antisocial driving causes.
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UNDERGRADUATE DISSERTATION
RESEARCH PROPOSAL FORM



 
Please complete the following research proposal and submit it to Turnitin. 

Which project option are you taking? Please tick:

8,000 word project: ☒
OR                   
4,000 word project and presentation:   

Please remove the red writing for your final submission. 

	NAME: Matthew Gibbins

	STUDENT ID No.: 
2222764

	DRAFT RESEARCH TITLE QUESTION: 

Public and Police Perception of Antisocial Driving: Understanding Community Reactions and Impacts.

INTRODUCTION:

I have decided to choose a topic related to road related crime whilst keeping a focus on a community issue within policing. Antisocial driving is a huge demand driver for policing, whilst it is believed to also have a big impact on members of public within the community. I believe it is a topic that I can research a lot about as the problem is not only within my local community but throughout the UK. 

I have a big interest in roads policing hence why I have chosen a topic within this area of policing. However, I am specifically focusing on the antisocial driving aspect as it is an issue which is being focused on recently due to reports and social media highlighting the public’s concerns. 

I have already conducted some reading surrounding this subject in relation to online reports and also discussing the subject with a roads policing supervisor who is managing an antisocial driving operation. I also have first hand experience with this topic, so I understand the importance of tackling the problem within the community to heighten public trust. 



	SUMMARY OF RESEARCH OBJECTIVES: 

· Discuss the impacts of ‘car meets’ within local communities.
· Identify the links between antisocial driving and road traffic collisions. 
· Explore the actions police are taking to prevent antisocial driving.


	LITERATURE REVIEW:

In relation to my literature review, I have already been able to identify relevant information to the topic I will be researching. The literature shows how the police have been managing the risk of antisocial driving but also shows the implications the police face. The research also shows the impacts on local communities. This supports my decision for choosing to research this topic. 

Policing the roads: trafﬁc cops, ‘Boy Racers’ and anti-social behaviour – Karen Lumsden examines how traffic police in the UK deal with antisocial driving such as “boy racers” who drive recklessly and at high speeds. The article highlights the difficulties officers encounter in dealing with these behaviours which are viewed as not only traffic offences, but also social disruptions. (Lumsden, 2013)

Operation Centurion – Lancashire Police have launched Op Centurion which focuses on tackling antisocial driving, such as speeding, reckless driving and street racing. Through intelligence collection, focused patrols and enforcement, the operation seeks to increase road safety and increase public trust. The operation also works with communities to encourage safer driving. (Lancashire PCC, 2024)

Palmers Green Community – The article “Public meetings put car meets and by racers firmly on the agenda” highlights the growing concerns about unsafe driving and unlawful car meets, especially with regard to “boy racers”. In order to propose ways to address the issue, the police began to hold public meetings. In terms of tackling the problem, community engagement planning had been consulted including police presence and possible road infrastructure improvement. (Clarke, 2023)




	SUMMARY OF RESEARCH –SURVEY METHOD: 

I will be conducting my own research by way of a survey. This survey will be released to officers and members of public to express their opinion on antisocial driving and what effects this type of driving has on the public. The survey will consist of a number of questions related to antisocial driving and ‘car meets’ to have a good understanding of what impact this topic has on members of the public. 

Officers and members of public will be the best suited to collect this information from as they may have knowledge of antisocial driving but similarly, they may be victim to crime related to antisocial driving. 

I will also analyse literature to gather research in relation to my topic.

	SUMMARY OF SAMPLING FRAMEWORK: 


I will ask colleagues within Gwent Police to complete my survey which will provide a range of experiences with antisocial driving and the effects of it. The survey will also be published for members of public to access and complete which may provide alternative views on antisocial driving as their experiences could differ from police officer experiences. 

This sample will be suitable for my research as I predict that I will gather relevant data to compile and assess and use within my dissertation. 

	ETHICAL ISSUES:

I have not identified any ethical issues in relation to my research. 

	TIME SCALE:
Standard practice to consider each stage of your research work that you will undertake. 

The time scale of my research will be from 23rd September 2024 and 30th June 2025.

	REFERENCE LIST:
Please follow the Harvard referencing system

Lancashire PCC (2024). Op Centurion is tackling anti-social driving across Lancashire. - Lancashire Police Crime Commissioner. Lancashire Police Crime Commissioner. Available at: https://www.lancashire-pcc.gov.uk/op-centurion-is-tackling-anti-social-driving-across-lancashire/ (Accessed: 7 November 2024). 

Lumsden, K. (2013). Policing the roads: traffic cops, ‘Boy Racers’ and anti-social behaviour. Policing and Society, 23(2), pp.204–221. doi: https://doi.org/10.1080/10439463.2012.696642 (Accessed: 7 November 2024). 

‌Clarke, B. (2023). Public meetings put dealing with car meets and boy racers on the agenda. [online] Pgweb.uk. Available at: https://www.pgweb.uk/planning-all-subjects/traffic-roads-parking/106-roads/3761-public-meetings-put-car-meets-and-boy-racers-firmly-on-the-agenda (Accessed: 7 November 2024).
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strongly agree
Agree

Neutral
Disagree

strongly disagree

3
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23%
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16. If you have been stopped by police in relation to antisocial driving, how would you rate your experience?

Very negative
‘Somewhat negative

Neither negative nor positive
Somewhat positive

Very positive

1 have not been stopped by the police

]
|
| ]
]
53 .. —————
[ 20 “© 60
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17.1 feel comfortable reporting antisocial driving incidents to the police.

strongly disagree
Disagree

Neutral
Agree

strongly agree

17
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18. What measures would be most effective in managing antisocial driving? (Rate each strategy)

®strongly Disagree @ Disagree  © Neutral  ® Agree @ Strongly agree

Increased police patrols 1 -
Harsher penalties (e.g, fines, driving bans) o I —
More legal car meet locations 0
Stricter laws on vehicle modifications | ———
Public awareness campaigns on responsible driving )

100% 0% 100%
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19. 1 would support the introduction of designated legal spaces for car enthusiasts to gather safely.

strongly disagree
Disagree

Neutral

Agree

strongly agree
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21. Do you have any additional thoughts on how antisocial driving should be addressed?

61 Responses

D Name Responses
Harsher penalties, certain times to meet and in less built up areas, antisocial drivers

1 anonymous  should have more consideration for the community and the impact their behaviour
has

2 anonymous  More speed cameras

3 anonymous

4 anonymous  Should be treated fairly and given a safe space to do their hobbies

5 anonymous  Need more police out on the roads.

6 anonymous  Very difficult problem to address. I'm sure it puts extra stress on police resources.

7 anonymous  Should not be near residential areas
Raise the age of having a licence 18 is not a responsible age to be given a licence. It is

s anonymous 150 the legal age of having alcohol and leaving secondary school so they are hyped

& up and don't appear to be able to take on the responsibility of understanding that

getting behind the wheel of a car can have consequences. Raise the age to 20/21.

9 anonymous  High profile police presence as witnessed regularly on the continent

10 anonymous  N/a
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1

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

anonymous

anonymous

anonymous

anonymous

anonymous

anonymous

anonymous

anonymous

anonymous

anonymous

More safe locations for them to meet away from communities, with restrictions on
what they can do. Such as the drifting/drag racing. Noise issues need to be addressed
with regular inspection checks

No

Don't allow bad drivers (history of antisocial driving) or drivers with less than two
years experience (full license) to modify their cars to make them faster/louder. This
may prevent arrogant new drivers to cause less accidents. Also creating a safe space
in the local area specifically for car enthusiasts to enjoy their hobby without
complaints from the public

Na
No
No

N/A

Barriers on cycle/walk paths to prevent dirt bikes, mopeds & electric bikes speeding
through these areas they aren't allowed
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21

22

23

2

25

26

27

28

29

anonymous

anonymous

anonymous

anonymous

anonymous

anonymous

anonymous

anonymous

anonymous

No

Change some police officers attitude- | was stopped by an officer on a bike many
years ago and he was very sexist - saying if | didn't use my mirror to put on lipstick |
would have seen him following mel!! | wasn't applying any make up - he was just an
arrogant officer and was using what he thought was power to intimidate me

Introduce a restriction for new drivers preventing them from carrying only passengers
of the same age group—such as two 17-year-olds—to reduce peer-related
distractions and encourage responsible driving.

Increase police presence in areas known to be used by Ebikes causeing as much of a
problem as anti social car driving

Na

More speed bumps in residential areas and more police patrols with mobile camera
setup in problem areas

More patrols but obviously police services are stretched , within the limited resources
available police do an excellent job

Targeted policing, harsher court punishment and legislative changes

Gwent police have created Op wheeler and it's very effective
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30

31

32

33

34

35

36

anonymous

anonymous

anonymous

anonymous

anonymous

anonymous

anonymous

The people that participate in antisocial driving couldn't care less about other
people’s safety, feelings, effect on environment, noise etc. The only thing that s likely
to work is confiscate their cars, or other sanctions that will hit them hard. Police
intervention that involves no more than *having a word" has absolutely no effect
They have no social conscience. Although this isn't a massive problem in my
immediate community, it is happening just a few miles down the road and in places |
frequent. Two years ago, | was first on the scene at a head-on crash caused by “joy-
riders” in a stolen car who escaped but caused 2 other innocent car drivers and their
passengers to collide head-on. | honestly thought | was going to find some of them
dead when | approached them. Thankfully none were, but they had suffered
significant injuries which kept two of them in hospital for over 2 months. Fines are no
good - half of them can't afford to pay them. Taking away licences doesn't work -
they just carry on driving regardless. Take the cars as punishment.

Overt monitoring of social media channels

No

N/A
No

No
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37

38

39
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43

4

45

46

47

48

anonymous

anonymous

anonymous

anonymous

anonymous

anonymous

anonymous

anonymous

anonymous

anonymous

anonymous

anonymous

Provide places to meet away from public areas

Gwent police are very poor at managing these events and often cause further issues
with their approach and attitude

N/a

No - comprehensive survey all major points met

No

Maybe more areas for them to meet legally. Better policed
NA

No

No

Safe spaces with authorised persons.

No
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49

50

51

52

53

54

55

56

57

58

anonymous

anonymous

anonymous

anonymous

anonymous

anonymous

anonymous

anonymous

anonymous

anonymous

1 think younger drivers should have an enforced probationary period before being
allowed full access to driving in the evening etc. Also it may help to have more
communication on how antisocial driving can affect all members of the public.

No
N/A

More education in schools on the risks of anti social driving and the impact it has on
individuals and the community

No
No
N/A
No
No

Harsher consequences on people caught driving anti-socially (sec 59 warnings not
really sufficient enough) , legal, safer and well organised places / events for car
enthusiasts to meet and maybe more planned operations for officers to target anti
social behaviour.




image29.jpeg
59

60

61

anonymous

anonymous

anonymous

No.

Specific dedicated safe areas would be a very good idea. Easier to police

No
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Anova: Single Factor

SUMMARY
Groups Count Sum Average  Variance

Age Group 1 14 41 2.92857143 0.84065934
Age Group 2 24 61 2.54166667 0.7807971
Age Group 3 3 9 3 0
Age Group 4 7 18 2.57142857 0.28571429)
Age Group 5 13 29 2.23076923 0.52564103,

Source of Variation

SS df

P-value Fcrit

Ms F

Between Groups

3.84521558

4 0.96130389 1.45853827 0.227086134 2.536579392

36.9088828

56 0.65908719

40.7540984
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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 (htips://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
paresearch@uwisd.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 Matthew Gibbins
2 | Tick all boxes that apply Member of staff o fHeﬁz:rarv fo=carch o
Taugnt Postgraduate Postgraduate

Undergraduate Student BB oy 1oy O | Research Student o
5 | Institute/Academic

Discipline/Centre IMH
2 |leams Swansea
S p—————— 2222764@student uwitsd ac.uk
6 | Contact Telephone Number

For students:

April 2022 1 PG2 Ethical Approval Form
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7 | Student Number. 2222764
8 | Programme of Study BSc (Hons) Professional Policing Practice
9 | Director of Studies/Supervisor: | Jane Davies

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 YES X No =
categories of individual)
Date
2 [If Yes, please indicate SOUICE O | Research Degrees Committes =

approval (and date where known)
Approval in_principle must be | Institute Research Committee o
obtained from the relevant source

prior to seeking ethical approval Other (write in)

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] o

persol

SECTION D: External Collaborative Research Activity
If there are external collaborators then you should gain consent from the contact persons to share their

continue to section E.

nal data with the university. If there are no external collaborators then leave this section blank and

1 [ Institution
2 | Contact person name
3| Contact person e-mail address
4| Is your research externally funded? YES 5] NO 5]
5 | Are you in receipt of a KESS scholarship? YES &) NO o
6 | Are you specifically employed to Voluntary YEs o NO o
= undertake this research in eithera =
paid or voluntary capacity? mploye YES o NO o
8 | Is the research being undertaken ITYES then the
within an existing UNTSD Athrofa | permission question YES - NO -
Professional Leaming Partnership | below does not need
(APLP)? to be answered.
April 2022 2 Ethical Approval
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9 Has permission to undertake the (If YES attach copy)
research has been provided by the If NO the application YES [m] NO [m]
partner organisation? cannot continue
Where research activity is carried out in collaboration with an external organisation
10 | Does this organisation have its own ethics approval system? YES [m] NO o

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

Public Perception of Antisocial Driving: Understanding Community

bt i Reactions and Impacts.

2 Proposed start date: 09/2024 Proposed end date: 06/2025
Introduction to the Research (maximum 300 words per section)
Ensure that you write for a Non-Specialist Audience when outlining your response to the
points below:
Purpose of Research Activity
Proposed Research Question
Aims of Research Activity
Objectives of Research Activity
Demonstrate, briefly, how Existing Research has informed the proposed activity and explain
What the research activity will add to the body of knowledge
How it addresses an area of importance.
Purpose of Research Activity
The objective of this study is to discover what the general public and current Gwent Police staff and officers
think about antisocial driving, including “car meets”. The study will examine existing studies and show how it
might be perceived by others using past statistics, also assessing if the problem is being managed well.
This study will review a range of incidents involving antisocial driving and the impacts it has on the community.
3 A focus will be shown on the growing problem of “car meets” and the issues they cause to members of the
public.
The research will also look at what tactics the police are using to negate the community issue of antisocial
driving.
(this box should expand as you type)
Research Question
The question proposed for this research is “Public Perception of Antisocial Driving: Understanding
4 Community Reactions and Impacts”. The aim of this questions is to review how members of the
community and also members of Gwent Police perceive antisocial driving and gather their views
may that be from experiences or what they have witnessed via social media.
(this box should expand as you type)
5 Aims of Research Activity

April 2022 3 PG2 Ethical Approval Form
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The purpose of this research is to collect information and views on antisocial driving and its impacts on the
community from both police officers and members of the public

The local community and Gwent Police’s intranet page will receive a survey that | will organise containing a
number of questions about this subject for them to complete. The surveys release wil provide clear responses
on how the general public and also how police officers perceive the problem | am studying.

(his
Objectives of Research Activity

x should expand as you ty

The research’s main goal is to carry out primary surveys with the public and police to find out what

they think about antisocial driving. it will also show whether they have different opinions about how

& | the police impact antisocial driving and what strategies they apply or fail to use to reduce antisocial
driving

The goal is to determine whether and how the police might enhance their techniques.

(this

x should expand as you f

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.

'l use “Microsoft Forms” to publish a survey as part of my research. With the option to remain
anonymous, this is meant to reach a larger audience.

Most of the questions will be closed-ended to provide a better understanding of the effects of anti-
social driving, as the responses will be aimed at gathering an individual's opinion

(this box should expand as you ty

Location of research activity

Identify all locations where research activitv will take place

Social media platforms will be used to publish the survey to members of public to give them access
to complete it, should they wish to

8 The Gwent Police intranet will be used to publish the survey to current staff and officers.

(this box should expand as you ty

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
quidelines (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.

NA

box shouid expand as you type)
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Use of documentation not in the public domain: Are any documents NOT NO =
10 | publicly available?

YES 5]

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

1"

this box shouid expand as you type)

Does your research relate to one or more of the seven aims of the Well-being
of Future Generations (Wales) Act 20152 YES NO

12 | A prosperous Wales

13 | Aresilient Wales

14 | A healthier Wales

15 | Amore equal Wales

16 | A Wales of cohesive communities

17 | AWales of vibrant culture and thriving Welsh language

o|o(o|jo|o|o|o
BB

18 | Aglobally responsible Wales

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

and as vc

SECTION F: Scope of Research Activity

Will the research activity include:

<
m
»

NO

1 Use of a questionnaire or similar research instrument?

Use of interviews?

Use of focus groups?

Use of participant diaries?

Use of computer-generated log files?

Participant observation with their knowledge?

Participant observation without their knowledge?
Access to personal or confidential information without the participants’ specific
consent?

‘Administration of any questions, test stimuli, presentation that may be
10

experienced as physically, mentally or emotionally harmful / offensive?

2
3
4
5 | Use of video or audio recording?
6
7
8
9

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

o|ojo|0|o|jo|joj0j0|0|0|X
MM K| KKKNKX K RO

12_| Investigation of participants involved in illegal activities?

April 2022 5
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13 | Use of procedures that involve deception? a X
14 | Administration of any substance, agent or placebo? a X
15 | Working with live vertebrate animals? a X
16 | Procedures that may have a negative impact on the environment? a X
17 Other primary data collection methods. Please indicate the type of data collection

method(s) below.

Details of any other primary data collection method: T =

(this box should expand as you type)

IfNO 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

z
o

1 | Students or staff at the University?

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

Vulnerable adults?

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

Prisoners?

‘Young offenders?

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

People engaged in illegal activities?

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

o ~N|o|als|w|n
Oo|o|ojo|o|0|®|0O
HK KKK R OR

Details of any other participant groups: O 2

(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?

The number of participants for this survey is unknown as the
survey will be optional to complete. However, once the survey will
be published and viewers will be encouraged to complete the
survey to ascertain a number of respondents.

How many participants are
10 | expected?

expand as you type)

April 2022° 6 PG2 Ethical Approval Form
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Who will the participants be? The par?icipams will be aimed towards members of the public and
1 also police officers and police staff.
should expand as you type)
The participants will be identified at the beginning of the survey
12 How will you identify the as | aim to put a tick box as to whether they are a member of
participants? Gwent Police.
1id expand as you type)
Information for participants:
YES NO N/A
13 Will you describe the main research procedures to participants in = o o
advance, so that they are informed about what to expect?
14 | Will you tell participants that their participation is voluntary? x o a
15 | Will you obtain written consent for participation? o a x4
16 Will you explain to participants that refusal to participate in the o o =
research will not affect their treatment or education (if relevant)?
17 If the research is observational, will you ask participants for their o o =
consent to being observed?
Will you tell participants that they may withdraw from the research at
18 9 = o o
any time and for any reason?
19 With questionnaires, will you give participants the option of omitting = o o
questions they do not want to answer?
20 Will you tell participants that their data will be treated with full = o o
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 o o =
appropriate to the type of research undertaken?
22 | IfNO to any of above questions, please give an explanation
Information for participants: YES NO N/A
24 | Will participants be paid? o X o
25 | Is specialist electrical or other equipment to be used with participants? a =X a
2% Are there any financial or other interests to the investigator or o = o
University arising from this study?
27 Will the research activity involve deliberately misleading participants in o = o
any way, or the partial or full concealment of the specific study aims?
28 | If YES to any question, please provide full details

SECTION H: Anticipated Risks

April 2022° 7 PG2 Ethical Approval Form
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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.

Yes [m}
No =

1| Full risk assessment completed and appended?

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

Risk to participants: How you will mitigate the risk to participants:

N/A N/A
(

ox should expand as you type)

box should expand as you fype)

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

N/A

box should expand as you type)

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

Risk to the investigator: How you will mitigate the risk to the investigator:

N/A N/A

/d expand as you type)

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

Risk to the University: "How you will mitigate the risk to the University:

N/A N/A

/d expand as yo

ox should expand as you type)

Environmental risks

® For example: accidental spillage of pollutants, damage to local ecosystems
Risk to the environment: How you will mitigate the risk o environment.
N/A N/A
ox 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 YES NO N/A
contact with such participants.
7 | Does your research require you to hold a current DBS Certificate? a o =

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

April 2022° 8 PG2 Ethical Approval Form




image42.png
N

Prifysgol Cymru

PG2/E1 FORM

y of Wal

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?

Feedback will not be provided in relation to this research

s box sl ype)

Informed consent

2
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.
The survey will contain a page to confirm that completion is optional and that it is not compulsory to
be completed, allowing the reader to leave at any time.

is box s xpand 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.

No participant will be asked for any personal details surrounding themselves. The survey will ask
whether the participant is or has been a serving member of Gwent Police.

All answers will be anonymous.

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 YES NO
“DPA")?

“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 o )
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.

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

NO

hould expand as you type)

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

“Special category data” means sensitive personal data consisting of information as
to the data subjects’

(a) racial or ethnic origin,

(b) poltical 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 u} o
Relations (Consolidation) Act 1992),

(&) physical or mental health or condition,

(1 sexual life,

() genetics,

(h) biometric data (as used for ID purposes),

April 2022° 9 PG2 Ethical Approval Form
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If YES, provide a description of the special category data and explain why this data needs to be
collected:
4 |No
Will data from the research activity (collected data, drafts of the thesis, or | YES NO
materials for publication) be stored in any of the following ways?
5 | Manual files (i.e. in paper form)? o
6 | University computers? o X
7 | Private company computers? = o
8 | Home or other personal computers? o
9 | Laptop computers/ CDs/ Portable disk-drives/ memory sticks? & o
10 | “Cloud” storage or websites? o
11 Other — specify: o =
For all stored data, explain the measures in place to ensure the security of the data collected, data
12 | confidentiality, including details of backup procedures, password protection, encryption,
anonymisation and pseudonymisation:
The survey will be stored on my police laptop which is password protected.
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 inmediate research o
team? -
15 | Sharing of data with other organisations? o
16 | Export of data outside the UK or importing of data from outside the UK? o
17 | Use of personal addresses, postcodes, faxes, emails or telephone numbers? o
18 | Publication of data that might allow identification of individuals? a
19 | Use of data management system? a
20 | Data archiving? a X
If YES to any question, please provide full details, explaining how this will be conducted in
21 | accordance with the GDPR and Data Protection Act (2018) (and any international equivalents,
where appropriate):
22
Myself
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23 | List who will have control of, and act as custodian(s) for, data generated by the research activity:
Myself
box should expand as you type)
Give details of data storage arrangements, including security measures in place to protect the data,
24 | where data will be stored, how long for, and in what form. Will data be archived — if so how and if
not why not.
N/A
(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)
N.A
box should expand as you type)
Confirm that you have read the UWTSD guidance on data management (see
26 https://www.uwtsd.ac.uk/library/research-data-management/) YES &
Confirm that you are aware that you need to keep all data until after your
27 | research has completed or the end of your funding YES =
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SECTION K: Declaration

The information which | have provided is correct and complete to the best of my knowledge. | 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 | hereby confirm that | 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/

Date:
1 | Signature of applicant: M.IGIBBINS
22/10/2024
For STUDENT Submissions:
2 Director of Date:
Studies/Supervisor:
3 Signature:
For STAFF Submissions:
4 Academic Director/ Assistant Date:
Dean:
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:

= | have read the guidance notes supplied before completing the form.

X | | have completed ALL RELEVANT sections of the form in full.

X | | confirm that the research activity has received approval in principle

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

o 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.
| understand that before commencing data collection all documents aimed at respondents

X | (including information sheets, consent forms, questionnaires, interview schedules etc.) must be
confirmed by the DoS/Supervisor, module tutor or Academic Director.

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

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

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