
Chapter 3: Methodology
Introduction 
The purpose of this research is to establish whether crime is a social construct and to examine the factors that contribute to criminality within communities. To achieve this, a variety of literature was reviewed. The objective of this research includes investigating the impact of socioeconomic disparities on criminal behaviour, examining the influence of institutional practices in shaping criminality, and exploring the role of social and cultural narratives in defining crime. Through reviewing existing literature, it was evident that there is limited research that examines the correlation between certain factors including poverty, discrimination, and systematic bias, and how that contributes to criminality and the perception of crime. This study aims to contribute to existing research by challenging or reinforcing previous findings. This chapter will examine the methodological approach applied in this study and provide justifications for the research methods chosen. Additionally, it will evaluate the advantages, limitations, and ethical considerations of this research. 
Research Onion  
This methodological framework was introduced by Saunders et al. (2019) to provide context for researchers during their study. It is a framework that divides research into subsections to support researchers in selecting appropriate methods and to help achieve reliable outcomes. This framework will be applied to this study to ensure that the chosen research methods are effective and contribute to producing substantial and comprehensive findings. 
Research Philosophy 
The first element of this framework is research philosophy, which refers to the assumptions and beliefs about how knowledge is formed and understood (Saunders et al., 2009). The framework focuses on three philosophical approaches. This study will adopt an interpretivism research philosophy method. Interpretivism research philosophy acknowledges the subjective nature of reality and emphasises the importance of interpreting societal dynamics through the experiences and perspectives of research participants (Ryan, 2018). It is essential to consider the responses generated through the selected research method, especially when external variables may influence the participants' feedback. As this study heavily relies on how external factors influence the perception of crime this approach is best suited. An advantage of this approach is the insight that it allows researchers to achieve, enabling them to focus on specific contexts and develop a better understanding of the research (Pham, 2018). This will ensure that conclusions are well-structured and clear. 
Research Approach 
After selecting the appropriate research philosophy, the framework offers two possible approaches. As this research will utilise an interpretivism perspective, it is most beneficial to apply an inductive reasoning approach. The purpose of an inductive approach is to develop a better understanding by identifying generalisations and patterns based on specific observations or data (Klauer and Phye, 2008). This will allow researchers to develop a theory or conclusion from the information collected. Furthermore, Theophilus (2018) demonstrates that inductive research includes systematically comparing and contrasting data to identify emerging patterns and generate generalised conclusions. By adopting a combined interpretive and inductive approach to compare and evaluate public perception, this study accounts for external variables which helps inform an insightful and compelling research study. 
Methodological Choice 
The methodological choice will establish whether the research will consist of qualitative or quantitative data. Quantitative data refers to numerical information, whereas qualitative data provides a descriptive representation (Tang, 2020). According to Leavy (2020), qualitative data is achieved through methods like interviews, observations, or recordings and is beneficial for understanding social reality by exploring the meaning individuals assign their experiences and interactions. Quantitative data is collected through methods such as surveys and aims to produce new knowledge by reducing complex variables into measurable components within structured and controlled environments (O’Dwyer and Bernauer, 2016). This research aims to utilise both qualities by implementing a mixed methods approach. A mixed method approach will enable research to be explored from multiple perspectives, combining the subjective insights of qualitative research with the consistent and widely applicable data from quantitative data (Regnault et al., 2018). As this study gathers multiple perspectives on crime and its influences, relying on one method would not provide an accurate narrative. Utilising a mixed method approach ensures that the study illustrates the complexity of these perspectives, addressing individual details of this study. 
Research Strategy 
The research strategy that has been selected for this study is a survey. A survey is a method used to collect data and insights from individuals. It is typically employed to obtain specific information on a topic, particularly when existing research is limited (Ceccato et al., 2024).  This research strategy was chosen as it allows large amounts of data to be collected from diverse populations, making them ideal for addressing research questions where broad patterns and trends need to be identified. An advantage of using both quantitative and qualitative components in the survey is the valuable insight that it provides the researcher, along with the ability to maintain a persistent comparative approach during data analysis (Palinkas et al., 2015). The survey will be distributed online, using social media platforms such as Instagram, Facebook, and X (formerly Twitter). This ensures that the survey will generate responses from different age categories, ethnicities, and genders. The use of social media allows for quicker access to a diverse audience, especially those who are not accessible through traditional methods. In addition to this, online surveys are generally more accessible. It was recorded by McMaster et al. (2017) that online surveys typically receive a higher response rate in comparison to traditional paper surveys, indicating that contacting participants online is more effective. 
Time Horizon 
Furthermore, the research framework provided by Saunders et al. (2019) recommends the research be completed within a certain timeframe. Their research emphasises the importance of adhering to a specific timeframe, suggesting that the chosen time structure will determine whether the research will capture limited results within a specific time or a broader set of data collected at intervals. This survey will utilise a cross-sectional approach, that allows relevant information to be collected within a specific time (Kesmodel, 2018). An advantage of this approach is its efficiency. Due to its nature, researchers can quickly gather information, allowing them to observe variables within the population simultaneously (Capili, 2022). According to Wang and Cheng (2020), cross-sectional research is effective for determining the prevalence and analysing the correlation between various factors and outcomes. A cross-sectional approach will be beneficial for this research project, as it adheres to the time constraints of an academic deadline. This survey will be distributed via social media platforms over a week to ensure that it generates the estimated amount of responses. Following the completion of this survey, the responses will be analysed accordingly.
Techniques for data collection, processes, and analysis 
To collect primary data, the survey will generate qualitative and quantitative data through the use of open and closed-ended questions. Open-ended questions encourage participants to provide detail that allows further exploration of a specific topic, in contrast to closed-ended questions which generate a consensus through set responses (Rosala, 2024). According to Baburajan et al. (2022) combining this approach results in more comprehensive and meaningful data. Their research further emphasises the importance of using consistent and accessible language that is understandable to the survey's target audience, as this encourages greater participation and improves data quality. 
The survey will be created through the use of Google Forms, which will ensure that the survey is accessible. Additionally, Google Forms can present quantitative data through pie charts, which helps visualise data and interpret results. Following the submission of data, it can be examined and analysed using thematic analysis. Thematic analysis evaluates, examines, and identifies reoccurring patterns that are evident in the data collection process (Sovacool et al., 2023). 
Sampling 
Sampling is the process of selecting individuals from a larger population to represent the researcher's target audience (Kelley et al., 2003). This research survey will utilise a convenience sampling method, where participants are easily accessible and are self-enrolled (Novosel, 2023). Convenience sampling is a popular sampling method due to its practicality, as it allows for efficient data collection with minimal resources. The survey will aim to generate 100 responses from individuals aged between 18 and 65. This sample size has been selected to ensure that this research is representative of different characteristics. The Medical Research Council (2022) emphasises the importance of diversity among research, as it is a crucial aspect of achieving credible data.  
Limitations 
A limitation that could potentially occur during this study is sampling bias. According to Novosel (2023), convenience sampling increases the risk of sampling bias suggesting the findings may not be an accurate representation of a larger population. To address this limitation, the study will clearly define sample characteristics and acknowledge the generalisability in the analysis and conclusion. Additionally, any demographic or contextual data collected will be used to provide transparency. This will allow the readers to interpret the findings within the appropriate context. 

A further limitation of this research is academic constraints, which may affect the response rate. The effect of time constraints may also be reflected in participants' responses. It is suggested that they may rely on simplified decision-making strategies or provide quicker answers without processing available information (Weening and Maarleveld, 2002).  To improve this, the survey will be designed for participants to understand and navigate it easily. Clear instructions will be provided and complex vocabulary will be explained. Also, participants will be able to complete the survey within a specific time frame.
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