Chapter 4 - Analysis of Results

1. Introduction

This chapter presents and analyses the findings of the survey, going through each question one by one. The online survey was sent exclusively to employees of South Wales Police and received 50 responses. The survey collected demographic data from the respondents and gathered police perception of the effect of cuts to youth services on the rise in youth knife crime.

2. Data Analysis

The survey was created using Microsoft Forms, consisting of a total of 13 questions, and it was disseminated to potential respondents via email and WhatsApp. 

As participants submitted their responses, the results were immediately available on the Microsoft Forms platform. As the results were received, the data was analysed automatically by Microsoft Forms. Quantitive responses were automatically presented in the form of bar and pie charts, with qualitative responses being presented in a simple table format, making individual responses easy to understand. The results were also available to be downloaded in the form of an Excel spreadsheet.

There was no need for the use of any other data analysis tools, as going through the results manually was preferred to using a complex analysis system.

3. Demographic and Descriptive Statistics

Assumed consent was used in the survey and respondents were categorised in four different ways: length of service, current role, geographical area within the force, and whether or not they work in a knife crime specific team.

Length of service: 

· Less than 2 years: 	6 people
· 3-5 years: 		20 people
· 6-8 years: 		6 people
· 9-11 years: 		5 people
· 12-14 years: 		5 people
· 15+ years: 		8 people

The participants are made up of 28 police Constables, 9 Police Community Support Officers, 6 Police Sergeants, 3 Police Staff members, 3 Police Inspectors, and 1 Police Superintendent.

Geographical areas within the force:

· Cardiff & The Vale: 			37 people
· Swansea, Neath & Port Talbot:	8 people
· Mid Glamorgan: 			5 people

Of the 50 participants, 4 work in knife crime specific teams.

4. Questionnaire Findings

4.1 The rise in youth knife crime

When asked if participants think that there has been a rise in youth knife crime in recent years, 92% responded that they did think that there has been a rise. 6% said no, and 2% were unsure. 

4.2 The reporting of youth knife crime

88% of respondents answered that they believed that youth knife crime is underreported. 6% answered no, and 6% weren’t sure.

4.3 Socio-economic factors

86% of respondents answered that young people from lower socio-economic backgrounds are more likely to be involved in knife crime, and 4% didn’t believe this to be true. 10% weren’t sure. 

4.4 Demographics involved in youth knife crime

68% believe that youth knife crime mostly affects youths between 15 and 18 years old, with 24% answering that it mostly affects youths aged 18-25. 8% of respondents responded that knife crime mostly affects youths aged 10-15 years old.

4.5 The availability of youth services or provision

86% of respondents believe that there is a lack of youth services or provision for young people. Many of the answers included the belief that cuts to youth services mean that there are fewer opportunities to divert young people away from crime and exploitation. There is the opinion that there is a lack of free youth services, or opportunities for young people who aren’t sporty. Some commented that the lack of funding means that any existing provision is concentrated in only the most deprived communities, or that provision is aimed at younger children, leaving a gap for older teenagers. The closure of youth clubs was mentioned multiple times.

10% of respondents don’t believe that there is a lack of youth services, with one claiming that there is enough provision, but not enough take-up. 4% weren’t sure.

4.6 The possible effects of cuts to youth services on youth knife crime levels

66% believe that cuts to youth services over the past 10 years have contributed to a rise in youth knife crime. Different factors are mentioned, including fewer safe spaces available to young people, which leaves them open to exploitation by criminal gangs, leading to knife crime. There are fewer opportunities for young people to develop skills for future employment, and cuts have led to fewer positive role models for youths in the community.

16% believe that cuts haven’t contributed to a rise. Some responded that carrying a knife is a personal choice that can be influenced by popular culture and glorification of gangs. 18% weren’t sure, but pointed to a larger failing, e.g. education, social services, local government, social media companies and parents. 

4.7 Contributing factors in the rise of youth knife crime

86% of participants responded to this optional question. Those who don’t believe that there has been a rise in youth knife crime were instructed to move on to the next question.

Other contributing factors to the rise in youth knife crime mentioned, include the use of social media, carrying a knife to fit in, drug use, concerns for their own safety, exploitation by organised crime gangs, difficult family life and upbringing, cost of living crisis and poverty.

It was also mentioned that the punishment for underage knife offenders is not strong enough to be a deterrent, as offenders are treated as children rather than as criminals.

4.8 The reasons young people carry knives

The overwhelming responses to this question was that young people carry knives for protection and for status and reputation. Also mentioned were the influence of social media and media coverage of youth knife crime.

4.9 Media depiction of youth knife crime

66% of respondents answered that the media depiction of youth knife crime does not give an accurate reflection of the levels of youth knife crime. Some noted that youth knife crime is underreported in the media, particularly outside of London, or that the media only report when there has been a fatality. One respondent claimed that ‘the reality is well hidden, I think the public would be shocked if they knew how frequently and what type of knives were being taken off people in their communities.’

Others stated that the reason the media report on youth knife crime is because it gets more clicks online. It was noted that knife crime doesn’t just involve gangs, and that the media often stereotype child knife carriers as ‘hoody wearing hoodlums.’

10% believe that it does give an accurate reflection, with the news always covering knife crime involving those under 18 years old.

24% were unsure, gave unclear answers, or believe that it is accurate up to a point, e.g. one participant stated, ‘The often-described stereotype of youths involved in drugs carrying knives holds weight, but you can also find others who carry knives.’

5 Conclusion

In conclusion, based on the responses in the survey, the police perception is that there is a link between the cuts to youth services and the rise in youth knife crime. It is clear that the police perception is that youth knife crime is both rising and underreported. There is also a strong perception that there is a lack of provision and safe spaces for young people, which means that they are at risk of getting involved in crime and being exploited by gangs, which leads to knife carrying.

