This research plan will provide a structured approach to determining the legal liability of Barry, who organised the ‘Time Stomp Festival’. The incident took place on June 14th, 2023, and resulted in multiple physical and psychological injuries being sustained by the attendees. The research will offer insight into Barry's legal culpability, applying legal doctrines and, finally, reform suggestions. The plan will establish questions to research, aims, objectives, primary and secondary sources, research methodology, and a timeline to ensure compliance with submission deadlines. 
The primary question is whether Barry is liable for the injuries sustained during the festival. However, to address the question effectively, it must first be dissected into a series of sub-questions. For instance, what legislation and legal obligations are enforced on event organisers? Potential negligence claims: How does the duty of care and causation apply to Barry as an event organiser? How does foreseeability impact Barry's liability? Are there any reform suggestions that can alleviate similar damage occuring in the future? These questions will enable the research to explore every possible legal implication and optimise the analysis of Barry's legal liability. 
Numerous aims should be accomplished to define the research's intentions, ensuring the research remains aligned with the purpose and efficiently answers the overall question. The aims, in this case, include assessing Barry's legal liability against UK legislation and framework for physical and psychiatric damage, evaluating the foreseeability of harm and assessing whether Barry took adequate safety precautions to mitigate those risks, taking a comparative legal approach to comparing the UK liability laws with other countries, for instance, Good Samaritan laws and to provide reform suggestions so safety standards at significant events can be further developed to mitigate risk. Next, objectives must be produced to provide action to the aims; this will provide comprehensive coverage and ensure each area of the research is addressed; these include examining the legal obligations Barry has to comply with under case law, health and safety regulations and legislation, determining whether Sarah, Jack, Mary, and Janice have a valid case, to evaluate framework that governs psychiatric claims and analysing comparative legislation to suggest reform suggestions.
There are numerous research methodologies, and identifying the optimal approach that aligns with the problem ensures the research is reliable and accurate, which will achieve the aims and objectives and, in turn, answer the questions previously discussed. A combination of research approaches, such as doctrinal methodology, will be utilised throughout the research process. Doctrinal methodology forms the foundations of research by analysing case law, legislation and legal framework. This is a vital research method as it will play a large part in determining Barry's culpability under the legislation, for instance, the Occupiers' Liability Act 1957 or the Consumer Protection Act 1987, or using case law, for instance, Donoghue v Stevenson or Alcock v chief constable of south Yorkshire police. The following research method is the Socio-legal methodology. This approach will fill in the gaps left with the doctrinal methodology; this research approach looks at the law, its impact on society and how it applies in specific contexts, in this instance, event organisers and attendees. This will be particularly useful in psychological harm when considering the legal criteria for claims. Another research approach is a comparative methodology, which will be used to compare the UK's approach to liability and event management to other jurisdictions; this method will help with reform suggestions based on alternative frameworks. Lastly, while discussing reform, critical theory methodology will be used to analyse whether the current law is sufficient and if there are any current limitations. 
The key sources in this research will be primary material like statutory and case law and secondary literature; the critical primary sources include The Health and Safety at Work, etc. Act 1974, The Occupiers Liability Act 1957, The Consumers Protection Act 1987, and case law, for instance, Capro Industries plc v. Dickman (1990). The secondary literature includes journals, books and health and safety guidelines. 
Creating a timeline is critical in staying organised and meeting deadlines. Firstly, starting on November 30th, I will start gathering key sources and applying them to the scenario at hand.  On December 14th, I will start gathering other sources that apply to the scenario, creating a document to read and initiate applying them to the legal situation; once this is complete, I will then initiate doctrinal and socio-legal research, which will be completed by February 6th so I can compose my research create a first draft and modify it until its finalised and submit the research and findings by March 7th, I can then compose my research on reform and write a brief conclusion and submit in by the May 2nd. 
