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	DRAFT RESEARCH TITLE QUESTION: 
‘To what extent does increased enforcement of fatal four offences through proactive and intelligence led patrol correlate with reductions in road traffic collisions that result in fatality or serious injury,

INTRODUCTION:
The Fatal four offences have been identified as speeding, driving under the influence of alcohol or drugs, failing to wear a seat belt and distractions whilst driving. These are the most identified causes of collisions within the Uk hence their groups title, the fatal four offences which is regularly campaigned by police forces across the UK. 

The research that I am proposing is vital as it assesses how proactive and intelligence led policing has influenced the fatal four and fatal/serious injury collision relationship. With policing funding being reduced year on year the data that I plan to put forth during this dissertation will be evidence-based from previous policing years to establish what is efficient in reducing fatal four offences. 

Furthermore, the year of 2025 is the final year of the national road policing strategy which ran from 2022-2025 and a large part of the road safety framework set out in this explored the commitments to reducing road deaths and serious injuries. 

The research that I propose can influence new policies that come into force and support professional road policing departments through the statistical side of saving lives. Which in turn has a positive impact of public confidence/trust and putting the core objective of road policing (protecting the public) to the test.      


Why this topic?  Why is it worthy of consideration for an undergraduate dissertation? 
Give background information around your subject
Justification for your research
Show you have done some reading




	SUMMARY OF RESEARCH OBJECTIVES: 

Overview of the fatal four offences
· Impact of each offence individually - speeding, seatbelts, drink/drug driving, distractions whilst driving. 
· Review of national (i.e. STATS19) data of fatal four involvement. 

The role and importance of road policing teams 
· Proactive road policing patrol (high visibility)
· Intelligence led policing patrol 
· Campaigns/ operations. 

recent development/ usage of technology to reduce fatal four offences 
· ANPR cameras 
· Smart cameras (i.e. phones and seatbelts)
· Average speed cameras. 

internal and external confidence of the road policing teams and reducing fatal four offences. 
· anonymous surveys of serving police officers. 
· Surveys of members of the public 
Clarify the information you want to collect on your research topic in the form of two, three or four key objectives. 
· The steps you are going to take to answer your research aim or question




	LITERATURE REVIEW:
In 2022 the National police chiefs council stated that understanding what works in terms of enforcement style is essential for efficient resource allocation. This research is set out specifically with that goal in mind and could potentially influence policymakers when setting out policing strategies.

Road traffic collisions (RTC) remain a leading cause of death and serious injury in the UK. Central to the police strategies for reducing this is the campaigns of “Fatal Four” offences: 
· speeding 
· driving under the influence of drink or drugs 
· distractions whilst driving
·  failure to wear a seatbelt.



Whilst it has previously been discovered that these are the leading causes in RTC of fatal of serious injury nature, the effectiveness of their enforcement , specifically through intelligence-led and proactive patrols — remains a contemporary debate of policing research. I propose this review that critically examine key literature surrounding Fatal Four offences, the enforcement methods available and the role of intelligence-led policing in reducing serious and fatal RTCs, ultimately identifying a gap this research aims to address.


There is a substantial amount of literature available that links Fatal Four offences to RTC, the Department for Transport state that (DfT, 2023) only 2 years ago that these four behaviours are involved in a significant proportion of fatal or serious RTCs annually. Another researcher, Brake (2022), stated that the road safety charity, reports that speeding alone is a contributing factor in approximately one-third of all fatal crashes in the UK. Further research into Drink and drug driving has been extensively studied, with Elliott et al. (2008) and Christmas (2010) showing clear causal links between impairment and and increased collision rates. Whilst those who do not wear a Seatbelt continue to be a statistic for fatal outcomes, despite widespread campaigns (TRL, 2014). In addition, the use of Mobile phones has grown, researchers Caird et al. (2014) provided analytical data to suggest that that phone use while driving substantially increases the risk of collision due to distraction. As a whole the previous studies are just a glimpse of the causes of serious and fatal RTC and further signifies the importance of this dissertation. 

The above narrative confirms the significance of the Fatal Four as priorities for enforcement yet does not fully address how enforcement style affects their impact. The area of Enforcement is a large part of the of the three E’s of road safety: Engineering, Education, and Enforcement. studies, including Delaney et al. (2005) and McKenna (2010), state that enforcement acts both as a deterrent and work as a risk reduction method. 

Intelligence-led policing aims to allocate limited resources where the statistics show they will be most effective, using crime and incident data to guide decisions. This idea was first put forward in crime reduction, however has recently expanded into road policing. Ratcliffe (2008) and Tilley (2009) provide foundational insight into Intelligence-led policing principles, which are increasingly applied in road policing situations. Gains et al. (2010) conducted a study evaluating Intelligence-led policing models in UK police forces, which showed that hotspot mapping and offender profiling were more effective at reducing RTC. 

At present however I have been unable to locate many peer-reviewed research that directly links Intelligence-led policing to enforcement of the Fatal Four offences that focuses on the reduction in collisions that result in a fatality or serious injury Furthermore, I have been unable to locate any studies that aim to look at the effectiveness of intelligence-led approaches in the context of the Fatal Four as a whole. There are significant studies focus on one out of the four offence or one enforcement type which significantly limits their usage in real life situations. 



I propose that this dissertation seeks to fill a void in current academic work. As whilst the dangers of Fatal Four offences are well-established, and Intelligence led policing is widely accepted in the policing community, from my review of literature there is insufficient research which sets out to evaluate how enforcement strategies impact road safety outcomes.

It should be noted however, through my research into this, Miller et al. (2012) argued, that evaluating enforcement effectiveness is naturally complex because of its variable, mainly issues surrounding user errors.  However, this argument further supports the need for correlation-based studies that examine trends across several years nationally.

Whilst writing this research proposal I have conferred with the below sources and as such to avoid plagiarism they should be given their due regard. 
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Please clarify some of the key literature to be utilised as part of your research. Consider textbooks, journals, articles, government reports, organisational strategic plans.
Understand the current state of existing research
You can demonstrate the gap and the need for the research
Gives credits to those who have laid the groundwork for your research
Demonstrates your knowledge of the research problem



	SUMMARY OF RESEARCH –SURVEY METHOD: 
The research That I purpose to carry out will adapt a mixed-method approach. By this I mean that I will combine quantitative data analysis with qualitative document reviews. This will allow me to examine the extent to which enforcement of the fatal four offences through proactive and intelligence led patrol correlates with to the reduction of serious and fatal road traffic collisions. 

In terms of the quantitative data side of this, the primary methods of analysis will come from secondary data, mostly national sources. These include but are not limited to STATS19 booklet data which is carried out following any road traffic collision that results in an injury. Further, data on traffic offence reports that have been issued/ this will be obtained through open sources or freedom of information requests from police forces. The benefits quantitative data analysis is that it allows me to identify patterns or correlations between levels of enforcement (particularly the fatal four offences) with collisions. 

In terms of qualitative data, there are several documents available which are all recent and appropriate to include. Some of these are the National Police Chief Councils Road policing strategy for 2022-2025 add more specific examples could be police force specific road safety initiatives. This will allow me to understand the role of intelligence-led policing in this area as well as identify how areas of enforcement or implemented. Through this, I will be able to identify and assess whether enforcement of road traffic offences align with the goal of reducing collisions. 

In summary the use of both empirical and written documents allows for a better understanding of both the enforcement on behalf of the police and hopefully the rationale for police operational decisions in this area. This also makes the research appropriate to the topic as it allows me to make conclusions on effectiveness based on evidence led academia and operational statistics.

In terms of the internal and external confidence in road policing teams in this area I will also conduct a survey which will aim to be completed by a wide proportionate of people. This will then create additional data for analysis during my study. The primary data will however account for perceptions and experiences which the above data will most likely not include.  
What research methods are you going to do and why?
Why are they best suited to your research 
 


	SUMMARY OF SAMPLING FRAMEWORK: 
Through this I will conduct written surveys. 

My first survey will be for police personnel who specialise or work in the road policing area. This will aid me in gaining professional first-hand insights that are also up to date on how intelligence-led policing is used in practice as well as provide the first-hand officers view on its effectiveness in reducing collisions that result in serious injury or fatality. In addition to this, it will also allow me to account for the operational challenges that modern technology brings. 

My second survey will be for members of the public. This will allow me to ask questions surrounding their awareness of fatal four offences and the present enforcement that is being carried out, their opinion on if enforcement reduces road traffic collisions as well as the public attitudes towards the enforcement options that are available. 

In summary creating these two surveys will allow me to add additional qualitative data to my study, as well as individual differences through real world perspectives that cannot be obtained through statistics or reviews.  This in turn will also allow me to identify issues or voids surrounding policing practice and public understanding. 


Provide 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? Why is this sample the best for your research?



	ETHICAL ISSUES:
During my research it is natural that I will touch on data that is ethically sensitive, especially when it touches on serious and fatal collisions. As such I will use anonymised or statistical data to avoid any identification of specific incidents or locations there of which could cause distress or alarm or identification. Furthermore, all data, will be handled with care.  

Another ethical topic that I will need to consider is the confidentiality. Data that is obtained for this research, will most likely come from police forces through freedom of information requests or reviews of current enforcement strategies. As such there is a risk that I may access operational information. As such I will ensure that no personal information or operationally sensitive data is used by only including information that is obtainable through the public domain. Any requests made will be clearly state the purpose of the request also to ensure that the receiver is fully informed of the reason for the request. 

When it comes to correlating the information, I should also be aware of the potential biases that may be present in my findings. When evaluating ‘effectiveness’ it may be deemed as a critique of certain force areas or practices. As such to ensure that I maintain objectivity to this, I will make it clear and emphasise the research outcome which is ultimately improving public safety and identifying best practices not to be critical of certain police departments/forces. 

Given that this dissertation will be conducted in a quasi-manner it is possible that the data that I review inline with my study could be misinterpretation. By this I mean that correlation does not also result in a causation relationship. Given that I have previously stated that a lot of the data is going to by anonymised, my presentation of the data could lead to misleading conclusions which in turn may result in policy implications. As such I will make it clear and state the implications of the analyses that I carry out and make acknowledgement where due to other factors that may have contributed to the data for example, construction work during the period or seasonal trends. 

Opportunity to discuss any ethical problems that you might see or might need to discuss prior to your research. 

	TIME SCALE:

Topic proposal and approval – MAY 

Literature review – JUNE 

Complete literature review – end of JUNE 

Data collection – JULY 

Analysis of data – AUGUST 

 Methodology – SEPTEMBER 

Conclusion – NOVEMBER 

Draft submission – End of NOVEMBER 


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