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Summary

This report investigates the thoughts and feelings of students at Sheffield College
about mainly the possible introduction of metal detectors, knife crime, other aspects
of safety. Following the knife-related death of a 15-year-old pupil at a local secondary
school and a growing national campaign for weapon detection arches in schools, the
public debate has largely centred on parents and campaigners. However, this project
set out to give students themselves a voice.

Over 11 days across the City and Hillsborough campuses, the youth focused charity
Always an Alternative raised awareness of the initiative and ran a live trial allowing
students to voluntarily walk through a metal detector, surveyed 1,004 students on
their experiences and views. To provide a full wrap of support the weeks after they
delivered knife crime awareness sessions and a drop-in service of any questions that
students may have. Responses were analysed for the student body as a whole and
split across seven demographic breakdowns: age, gender, race, home area,
neurodivergence, campus, and subject department.

The findings show the college already has a strong baseline level of safety, with around
9 in 10 students feeling safe overall. A majority of students, across every group
explored support the idea of introducing metal detectors to enhance safety, deter
knife-carrying, and build trust with the college. However, a consistent minority raised
worries around stress and anxiety, specifically around queuing and waiting times. The
risk of stigma or feeling judged, along with the possible impacts on learning and
wellbeing shows that the implementation of metal detectors may do more damage
than good if not implemented properly with great thought. Direct experience of the
screening trial reinforced this view, with positive experiences intricately linked to clear
communication and a reassuring staff presence.

Demographic analysis showed some groups; students aged 20-24, nonbinary and
other gender-diverse students, neurodivergent students, and students from specific
areas and campuses consistently reported lower confidence and higher concern, while
race and subject department showed more varied, specific worries rather than a single
uniform pattern.

The report concludes that metal detectors are mostly welcomed and could effectively
support the college's response to knife crime but are not a standalone solution.
Success will likely depend on clear communication, staff training, efficient screening
and continued knife crime education and support, alongside targeted support for the
groups identified as needing additional reassurance.
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1 Introduction

With the knife crime being a major issue amongst teenagers and the question of the
safety of students in education after the death of a 15-year-old in school. Many
campaigns and petitions have been created to enhance security within educational
settings to try to reduce the likelihood of knife crime. None of which were student
centred and gave those most at risk a voice.

This aim of the project is to gain a deeper understanding on the thoughts and feelings
of students within Sheffield college around the implementation of metal detectors.
Would their implementation make students feel safe? Would they change the
atmosphere? Would they reduce anxiety and allow students to focus more on learning?

There were three parts to the project: engagement session (project promotion), the
experience (walking through the metal detector) and a survey giving the students the
opportunity to be heard. The project spanned over 11 days in total, 8 days at City
campus and 3 days at Hillsborough campus.
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2 Background

This pilot initiative set out to provide a snapshot into a comprehensive assessment of
college students' (aged 15+) emotional and mental wellbeing concerning the
implementation of metal detectors in educational settings. The project seeks give a
student entered contribution to any blueprint for permanent implementation
throughout UK colleges and secondary schools, in the hope of enhancing student
safety while maintaining a supportive learning environment.

The Urgent Need

Following the tragic knife-related death of a 15-year-old student in a Sheffield
secondary school, fundamental questions regarding student safety in educational
institutions have come to the forefront of public concern. Parents and caregivers have
expressed mounting anxiety, calling for enhanced security measures to protect their
children during school hours.

Two mothers, whose children attend the school where the heartbreaking knife related
tragedy occurred, have initiated a petition advocating for government action to install
weapon detection arches in schools nationwide. Their grassroots campaign has gained
remarkable traction, accumulating nearly 25,000 signatures in just 10 days—a number
that continues to grow rapidly, almost reaching 55,000 signatures. This overwhelming
response demonstrates the widespread public support for addressing this critical issue.

But what about the voice of the students?
The Growing Crisis of Youth Knife Crime
The statistics paint a concerning picture of youth involvement in knife crime:

e In the year ending March 2023, young people aged 10-17 represented 17.3%
of all cautions and convictions for knife-related offences [1]

e The comparison with adults is particularly alarming: 60 out of every 100,000
young people were detained for weapons offenses in 2022, compared to 32 out
of every 100,000 adults [1]. This disproportionate representation highlights the
urgent need for targeted intervention strategies

The statistics paint a concerning picture of youth involvement in knife crime:

e 738 reports of people carrying knives or sharp instruments in 2024 [2]

e 8% of secondary school teachers in England reported seeing pupils with knives
in school [2]

e 406 Offences involving a Knife committed at Schools/Nurseries from
01/01/2018 to 30/09/2023 [3]
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e 51.23% of offences involving a Knife committed at Schools/Nurseries was used
to injure from 01/01/2018 to 30/09/2023 [3].

Another way to determine statistical correlations between knife crime and school
safety is by analysing the relationship between rising knife crime rates and increasing
school suspensions/permanent exclusions, a concerning pattern emerges:

Figure 1: A graph to show exclusion and knife crime [4]

The data shows a strong connection, suggesting that as knife crime incidents increase,
there is an increase in disruptive behaviours in schools. This includes weapons
possession, of which is also rise. While knife crime may not be the sole factor driving
exclusions, evidence suggests it represents a large contributing element to school
safety concerns.
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3 Methodology

3.1 The Project

Always An Alternative Knife Crime Awareness Project Timeline

rc Age-appropriate
7 hY installed, presentations

| 1 ! participation delivered to all

\ /" recorded students

\""[" 0 o

Promotion

Stall set up on
campus 1o raise
awareness

ng
and feedback

3.1.1 Step 1: Promote the project

Raising Awareness of The Project

A stall was up in the Refectory (Dining area) of the
City campus with information of the project, the
metal detector and the metal detecting hand wand
to show students the equipment, how it worked and
to inform them of the project.

Additionally, members of the Always an Alternative
project team walked around the college handing out
flyers with information about the project and
answered any questions, signposting students to the
Refectory to have a look at how the search station
will be set up.

Students were invited to participate in educational games on the metal detectors, and
in return they had the chance to win prizes on our prize wheel. Raising awareness of
the project was essential for building a great rapport with students and creating a
positive energy around the campus, and the project. This was essential as it created
a solid foundation of trust between Always an Alternative and the students, as the
team understood that college can be a safe space for many students.
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3.1.2 Step 2: Implementation Phase

Practical Experience with Supportive Guidance = '

The search station had 4-6 members of the Always an
Alternative team, portable metal detector, tables,
security boxes and a handheld metal detection wand.

This hands-on phase included:

« Giving students the choice to walk through the
detector, respecting individual privacy

o Recording participation rates as indicators of
acceptance

« Conducting brief, respectful conversations with non-participating students to
understand their concerns

« Maintaining a supportive, non-judgmental atmosphere throughout

« Providing Always an Alternative staff on-site throughout this phase to offer
guidance and emotional support

The search stations were set up in the following locations and days:

o Day 1: Hair & beauty / Catering (City)
o Day 2: Level 3 / Refectory (City)

o Day 3: Construction / Sith form (City)
o Day 4: Level 4 (City)

o Day 5: Level 6 / Refectory (City)

o Day 6: Level 5 (City)

o Day 7: Refectory (Hillsborough)

o Day 8 Refectory (Hillsborough)

o Day 9: Refectory (Hillsborough)

3.1.3 Step 3: Impact Evaluation
Measuring Change and Gathering Feedback

Once the student entered the location of the search station, the project was explained
to them. They were given the option to either walk through the metal detector or not.
Either choice they were asked to complete the survey, to capture:

e Perceptions about the detection system
e Emotional responses to the presence of security measures
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e Suggestions for improvements or modifications to the approach
e Overall attitudes toward permanent implementation

3.1.4 Step 4: Deliver Knife Crime Awareness Sessions

Raising Awareness Through Knowledge

Always An Alternative returned to the College to deliver knife crime awareness
sessions to students. The powerful presentations were conducted in the lecture hall
with multiple classes. This was done to create a shared learning experience while
respecting different developmental stages. Additionally, the session was used to find
out how students felt knife crime should be addressed and if education on knife crime
was important.

Session covered:

e What knife crime is

e The physical, emotional, and legal consequences of knife crime
e How to stay safe

e Who to speak with

3.1.5 Step 5: Ongoing Support

Ensuring Continued Wellbeing

Finally, Always an Alternative provided dedicated
drop-in sessions for students as a wraparound
service, creating safe spaces for:

e Addressing lingering questions or concerns

o Offering additional emotional support where
needed

e Gathering informal feedback to complement
survey data

e Providing resources for continued learning
about personal safety
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4 Findings

4.1 Student Information

In total 1004 students completed the survey.

Age
Table 1: The age groups of students
Age Group | Description Percentage (%)
15-17 Younger students (often first-year college) | 62.65
d18-19 Older college students 30.80
20-24 Young adults 4.99
25+ Mature students 1.56

The table above show the age groups of students that took part in the project. The
students were put into the age groups dependent on their stage within the college.

Gender
58.50% of the students were female, 38.70% were male and the remaining 2.8%
were nonbinary/other.

Race

Ethnic groups were broken down into subgroups. However, for simplicity we have
grouped them together: White 57.49%, Black 14.87%, Asian 12.86%, Other 7.49%,
and Mixed 7.27%.

Neurodivergence
Out of the 1004 students 28.75% were diagnosed as being neurodivergent. While the

remainder was neurotypical.

Area
The college has a very wide demographic spreading as far as Leeds, below is the
ranking for the top five postcodes totalling 57.7%:

Table 2: The Area codes of students

Rank Postcode Percentage (%)
1 S2 15.40

2 S12 11.90

3 S5 11.10

4 S13 10.10
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5

S8

9.20

6

Other

42.30

The above table shows the areas where students live.

Campus

69.02% of the students attended City Campus and 29.87% Hillsborough Campus, the
rest spread across Advanced Technology Centre (0.80%), Peak Campus (0.20%),

Pennine Five (0.20%) and Fir Vale (0.10%).

Department
A chart to show the departments.

Health,
Education, and
Care

Science,
Dental, and
Pharmacy
Construction
and Building
Trades
Business,
Accounting, and
Professional...

Creative and
Design Arts

Hair and Beauty

Foundation
Studies

Catering and
Hospitality

IT and
Computing

Animal Care
and Land-based
Studies

Performing
Arts and Music

Travel,
Tourism, and
Aviation
Alternative

Provision

Automaotive and
Engineering

o

5.58%

- 2.99%
- 2.89%
. 2.49%
2.39%
1.39%
]

10.26%

8.47%

8.37T%

30%

The chart above shows which department the students were a part of. The top 3 being
Health, Education and Care (26.89%), Science, Dental, and Pharmacy (11.65%)

Construction and Building Trades (10.26%).
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4.2 All Students

Q1. Do you usually feel safe at college?

Do you usually feel safe at college?

B o5

All
90.49%

0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%

B No mYes

The chart shows the number of students that feel safe / unsafe at college. 90.49% of
students felt safe, leaving the remaining students feeling unsafe. Although the
majority feel safe, around 1 in 10 students do not feel safe at college.

Q2. Why do you feel like that?

Out of the 1004 students 75% had positive experiences, 9% had negative experiences
and 16% did not give an adequate answer. The Answers to why students felt safe /
unsafe at college were categorised to simplify the findings.

Table 3: Themes why student feel safe

Themes Percentage (%)
Safety Perception and Awareness 19.92
Security Infrastructure 16.03
Security Personnel Presence 13.89
Campus Environment Quality 10.96
Personal Safety Confidence 10.70
Teacher and Staff Support 9.90
Absence of Threats or Incidents 6.95
Peer and Social Relationships 4.54
Peer Behaviour and Social Conduct 4.54
Community Friendliness and Support 2.57
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The above table shows the reasons why
Students feel safe within college. The most
frequent themes were Safety Perception and “cuz there’s no reason
Awareness (19.92%): students were able to for me not to feel safe”
identify, understand, and react to risks in their
environment. Security on a whole amounted to
29.92%, however students were distinct in their answers; ID required for entry/ CCTV
(Security Infrastructure. 16.03%) and then Security being there in person (Security
Personnel Presence, 13.89%). Showing that the students’ perception on safety and
visible security features/ guards play the largest part in students feeling safe.

Other commonly identified themes were Campus Environment Quality (10.96%),
Personal Safety Confidence (10.70%) and Teacher and Staff Support (9.90%),
showing that that the environment of the campus, interpersonal skills and support add
to the feeling of students’ safety.

Less frequently reported themes include Absence of Threats or Incidents (6.95%),
Peer and Social Relationships (4.54%), Peer Behaviour and Social Conduct (4.54%),
Community Friendliness and Support (2.57%), these reported are larger due to
behavers by others: friends or peers.

Table 4: Themes why student feel unsafe

Themes Percentage (%)
Negative Peer Behaviour and Social Conduct 40.91
Emotional distress 15.91
Security Infrastructure 15.91
Weapon-Related Safety Worries 15.91

Lack of Safety Perception and Awareness 9.09

Lack of Security Personnel Presence 2.27

The above table shows the reasons why Students did not feel safe within college.
Negative Peer Behaviour and Social Conduct (40.91%) was the main reason that
students did not feel safe at college.

Other commonly identified themes were Emotional distress (15.91%), Security
Infrastructure (15.91%) and Weapon-Related Safety Worries (15.91%, showing the
impact of the lack of emotional support, inconsistency of Security infrastructure and
past weapon related incidents.

The least frequent were the Lack of Safety Perception and Awareness (9.09%) and
Lack of Security Personnel Presence (2.27%).
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Q3. Ifeveryone entering the college had to walk through a metal detector,

would you feel safer?

If everyone entering the college had to walk through a metal detector, would

0% 10% 20%

you feel safer?

35.23%

51.01%

30% 40% 50% 60%

Maybe ®mNo =Yes

The above chart shows if the implication if a metal detector would make students feel
safer at college. Just over half of the students said that it would make them feel safer,
51.01%, while 35.23% were unsure. Only 13.76% said that they would not make
them feel safter. The majority shows that implementation would be positive, however
a substantial amount of students were uncertain.

Q4. Why do you feel like that?

Table 5: Themes which made students feel safe if everyone walked through a metal

detector

Themes Percentage (%)
Weapon Threat (Knife crime) and Prevention 44.57
Overall Safety Enhancement 35.94
Enhancing Security Systems 8.03

Trust and Safety Assurance 7.43
Positive Emotional and Psychological Impact 4.03

“Knowing that people don’t
have anything harmful on
them can put others mind

at ease”

improving the overall safety.

The above table shows what made students
feel safer if everyone entering the college
had to walk through a metal detector. The
main reasons given were based around
Weapon Threat (Knife crime) and
Prevention (44.57%) and Overall Safety
Enhancement (35.94%), reducing the
number of weapons making it into college,

Page 16 of 190

WWW.ALWAYSANALTERNATIVE.ORG.UK


HTTPS://WWW.ALWAYSANALTERNATIVE.ORG.UK
file:///C:/Users/autho/Desktop/REPORT%20-%20KCIE/WWW.ALWAYSANALTERNATIVE.ORG.UK

Other themes including Enhancing Security Systems (8.03%) and building Trust and

Safety Assurance (7.43%) between students and the college.

The least frequent was Positive Emotional and Psychological Impact (4.03%).

metal detector

Table 6: Themes which made students feel unsafe if everyone walked through a

Themes Percentage (%)
Won't work, knives will still get into college 33.56
Negative Emotion: cause alarm and distress 25.50
Time issues 15.44
Past problems & experiences 12.08
Invading privacy & personal space 8.72
Decrease trust in college & students 4.70

The above table shows what made students feel unsafe if everyone entering the
college had to walk through a metal detector. The most frequent theme was that
metal detectors wouldn’t work, and knives would still get into college (33.56%), the
next theme was that it would cause alarm and distress (25.50%).

Other commonly identified themes were that it would take too long (15.4%) and
basing it from Past problems & experiences (12.08%) it would not make a difference.

The least frequent was themes were that students thought it would be an invasion of
privacy (8.72%) and decrease Trust between college & students (4.70%)

metal detector

Table 7: Themes which made students feel unsure if everyone walked through a

Themes Effect Percentage (%)
Overall Safety Enhancement Positive 100
Take too long / hassle / inconvenience Negative 41.18
It will not prevent knives being brought in Negative 35.30
Negative Emotion: cause alarm and distress Negative 11.76
Controlling Negative 11.76
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The above table shows what made students feel unsure of their safety if everyone
entering the college had to walk through a

“Would probably stress me metal detector. Those that gave this

out more than anything” answer this way, did so in 2 parts, positive
and negative to the answer which were

balanced. 100% of gave the positive view
of overall Safety Enhancement. However,

the negative views varied.

The most frequent theme was that it would take too long / hassle / inconvenience
(41.18%), students feeling that it will not prevent knives being brought in (35.30%).

The less frequent themes were Negative Emotion: cause alarm and distress (11.76%)
and students finding it controlling (11.76%)

Q5. Do you feel safe travelling to and from college?

Do you feel safe travelling to and from college?

B 1040%

All
89.60%

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

mNo mYes

The above chart shows that most students feel safe traveling to and from college
(89.60%). Although just over 10.40% do not feel safe, it is still just over 1 in 10
students.

Q6. Why do you feel like that?

Table 8: Top themes for students feeling safe travelling to and from college

Themes Percentage (%)
No Personal Safety Concerns 15.55
Personal Vehicle Transportation 12.19
Public Transport Modes 11.28
Travel Companionship 7.95
Route and Area Safety 7.58
Route Familiarity 6.47
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Public Transport Safety 6.47
Transportation Convenience 6.27
Travel Time and Distance 6.27
Public Environment and Crowding 6.27
Security Infrastructure 5.55
Personal Support and Communication 4.81
Travel Safety Confidence 1.48
Positive Passenger Behaviour Concerns 1.11
Walking as Transportation 0.74

“Everyone’s kind and minds
their own business”

The above table shows the themes as to
why students feel safe traveling to and
from college. The most common reasons
people feel safe travelling to and from
college are: No Personal Safety Concerns
(15.55%), Personal Vehicle Transportation

(12.19%), Public Transport Modes (11.28%), Travel Companionship (7.95%), Route
and Area Safety (7.58%), Route Familiarity (6.47%), Public Transport Safety (6.47%),
Transportation Convenience (6.27%), Travel Time and Distance (6.27%), Public
Environment and Crowding (6.27%), Security Infrastructure (5.55%), Personal
Support and Communication (4.81%), Travel Safety confidence (1.48%), Positive
Passenger Behaviour (1.11%), and Walking as Transportation (0.74%). These results
show that both personal and environmental factors contribute to students' sense of

safety during their commute.

Table 9: Themes for students not feeling safe travelling to and from college
Themes Percentage (%)
Passenger Behaviour Concerns 18.41
Personal Safety Concerns 15.78
Route and Area Safety 11.84
Concerns About Other People 11.84
Travel Safety Anxiety 10.52
Public Transport Mode 7.89
Transportation Convenience 6.58
Public Transport Safety 6.58
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Public Environment and Crowding 6.58

Walking as Transportation 3.98

The above table shows the themes as to why students feel safe traveling to and from
college. The main reasons people do not feel safe travelling to and from college are
concerns about passenger behaviour (18.41%), personal safety (15.78%), safety of
the route or area (11.84%), worries about other people (11.84%), and travel safety
anxiety (10.52%). Other notable factors include issues with public transport modes
(7.89%), transportation convenience (6.58%), public transport safety (6.58%), public
environment and crowding (6.58%), and walking as a mode of transportation
(3.98%).

“Because it's public transport and lots of druggies and weapon
carries will do something to innocent people”

Q7. Do you think feeling safer helps you focus on your work?
Do you think feeling safer helps you focus on your work?

15.78%

75.20%

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80%

Maybe ®mNo =Yes

The above chart shows that 75.20% of students thought that feeling safe helps them
focus on their work. 15.78% felt was unsure and 9.02% thought that feeling safer
would not help them focus on their work.
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Q8. Do you think metal detectors would affect your learning?

Do you think metal detectors would affect your learning?

18.83%
19.62%
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70%

Maybe ®mNo ®Yes

The above chart shows that the majority of students (61.565%) said that metal
detectors would not affect their learning. 18.83% said that they were unsure and
19.62% said that metal detectors would affect their learning.

Q9. Would entrance checks or queues cause you stress?
Would entrance checks or queues cause you stress?

22.77%

43.18%

0.00% 5.00% 10.00% 15.00% 20.00% 25.00% 30.00% 35.00% 40.00% 45.00% 50.00%

Maybe ENo mYes

The above chart shows that almost half of students said that entrance checks or
queues would cause them stress (43.18%). 22.77% were unsure, leaving 34.05% of
students believing that entrance checks or queues would not cause them stress.
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Q10. What impact would metal detectors have on the atmosphere in college?
What impact would metal detectors have on the atmosphere in college?

21.76%

62.27%
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70%

None m Negative m Positive

The above chart shows that 62.27% of students said that metal detectors would have
a positive impact in college. 15.97% said the opposite and 21.27% said that it would
have no impact on the atmosphere in college.

Q11. Why do you feel like that?

Table 10: Themes for positive impact to the atmosphere
Themes Percentage (%)
Security Enhancement and Outcomes 46.96
Increases student and Campus Safety Perception 43.47
Psychological Safety and Reassurance 9.57
The above table shows that the most common
“Would make reasons students believe metal detectors would
everyone feel safer positively affect the college atmosphere are Student

and Campus Safety Perception (46.96%) and
Increases student and Campus Safety Perception
(43.47%). The final and least frequent was
psychological Safety and Reassurance (9.57%).

and prevent crime”

Table 11: Themes for negative impact to the atmosphere

Themes Percentage (%)
Student Psychological Stress 33.66
Queue and Wait Time Issues 25.74
Security Measure Inconvenience 13.86
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Perception and Acceptance Variation 9.91
Prison-Like Environment Perception 9.9
Profiling and Stigmatization Concerns 6.93

The above table shows that among students who felt

metal detectors would negatively affect the college “They create anxiety

atmosphere, the most common concerns were
increased psychological stress (33.66%), longer
queues and wait times (25.74%), inconvenience from
security measures (13.86%). Less frequent themes

and almost feel like
surveillance.”

include Perception and Acceptance Variation
(9.91%), Prison-Like Environment Perception (9.90%)

and Profiling

and

Stigmatization Concerns (6.93%). These findings highlight that the main negative
impacts are related to stress, inconvenience, and changes to the social environment.

Table 12: Themes for no impact to the atmosphere

Themes Percentage (%)
No reason 62.24
Perception and Acceptance Variation 6.38
Security Measure Inconvenience 6.38
Student and User Acceptance 5.85
Student and Campus Safety Perception 5.85
Student Psychological Stress 5.32
Trust and Privacy Concerns 3.73
Security Procedures and Measures 3.19
Psychological Safety and Reassurance 1.06

“V’'m unsure to be
honest, it may cause
more tension the
first few weeks but
likely settle down?”

The above table shows that most students who
believed metal detectors would have no impact on
the college atmosphere did not provide a specific
reason (62.24%).

Among those who did, the most common reasons
were that perceptions and acceptance vary among
individuals (6.38%), Security Measures would cause
an inconvenience (6.85%), students and users
would accept the change (5.85%), Student and
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Campus Safety Perception (5.85%) and it may cause Student Psychological Stress
(5.32%).

Themes used less frequently were trust and privacy concerns (3.73%), security
procedures and measures (3.19%) and finally psychological safety and reassurance
(1.06%). Overall, the majority either saw no significant impact or felt any effects
would be negligible or easily accepted.

Q12. Would installing metal detectors build trust between you and your
college?

Would installing metal detectors build trust between you and your college?

30.21%

54.40%

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60%

Maybe ®mNo =Yes

The above chart shows that over half, 54.40% of students said that installing metal
detectors builds trust between them and the college. 30.24% were unsure and
15.39% said that that installing metal detectors would not build trust between them
and the college.

Overall, the findings suggest that a bulk of students viewed metal detectors as a
measure that could strengthen trust in the college's commitment to safety, although
nearly one-third remained undecided.
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Q13. Do you think metal detectors could make some students feel judged?

Do you think metal detectors could make some students feel judged?

29.17%
49.07%
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60%

Maybe ®mNo m=Yes

The above chart shows that almost half, 49.07% of students said that metal detectors
could make some students feel judged. A further 29.17% were unsure, while 21.76%
said that that that metal detectors could not make some students feel judged.

Overall, the findings suggest that a bulk of students viewed that metal detectors would
make other students judged, while nearly one-third remained undecided.

Q14. Did you walk through the metal detector?

Did you walk through the metal detector?

All
64.46%

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70%

B No mYes

The above chart shows that most students walked through metal detectors (64.46%)
and 35.54% chose not to.

Q15. How did you feel while approaching the metal detector?

Table 13: Feelings while approaching the metal detector

Feelings Percentage (%)
Positive 49.09
Neutral 31.85
Negative 19.06
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The above table shows how students felt approaching the metal detector. The majority
felt positive (49.09%), the minority of students felt negative (19.06), while the
remaining 31.85% felt neutral.

Table 14: Themes for positive feelings while approaching the metal detector
Positive Themes Percentage (%)
Security Assurance and Safety 56.54
Openness to Security Procedures 17.51
Security Procedure Acceptance 7.76
Staff Professionalism 7.76
Metal Detector Experience 5.32
Absence of Anxiety 5.11
The above table shows the positive themes of how students felt
“I felt okay” when approaching the metal detector. The majority was
Security Assurance and Safety (56.54%), Openness to Security

Procedures (17.51%), Security Procedure Acceptance (7.76%),
Staff Professionalism (7.76%), Metal Detector Experience (5.32%) and finally Absence
of Anxiety (5.11%).

Table 15: Themes for neutral feelings while approaching the metal detector
Neutral Themes Percentage (%)
Nervousness and Anxiety 22.22

Metal Detector Experience 22.20
Campus Security Procedures 16.68
Personal Item Detection Awareness 16.67
Social Judgment and Stigma 11.11
Openness to Security Procedures 5.56
Absence of Anxiety 5.56

The above table shows the neutral themes of how students felt when
approaching the metal detector. The top two themes were
nervousness and anxiety (22.22%) and metal detector experience
(22.20%). The next two were campus security procedures (16.68%)
and personal item detection awareness (16.67%). The least frequent
were social judgment and stigma (11.11%), openness to security procedures (5.56%)
and absence of anxiety (5.56%).
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Table 16: Themes for negative feelings while approaching the metal detector

Negative Themes Percentage (%)
Nervousness and Anxiety 55.15
Unfamiliarity with Procedures 38.71
Social Judgment and Stigma 6.14

The above table shows the negative themes of how students felt
when approaching the metal detector. The majority was
nervousness and anxiety (55.15%), followed by unfamiliarity
with procedures (38.7%) and finally social judgment and stigma
(6.14%).

“Nervous”

Q16. Did the metal detector activate?

Did the metal detector activate?

All
63.09%

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70%

BNo ®mYes

The above chart shows which students activated the metal detector while passing.
63.09% of students activated the metal detector while 36.91% did not.

Q17. How did you feel when the metal detector activated?

Table 17: Feeling when metal detector activated

Feelings Percentage (%)
Positive 46.41
Neutral 31.70
Negative 21.89

The above table shows how the standards felt when the metal detector activated.
46.41% felt positive, 31.70% neutral and 21.89% of the students felt negative.
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Table 18: Themes for positive feelings when metal detector activated

Positive Themes

Percentage (%)

Confidence, Reassurance and Positive Reactions 86.05
Metal Detector Activation Causes 11.63
Absence of Concern or Indifference 2.32

The above table shows that the majority of the positive themes were due to the
Confidence, Reassurance and Positive Reactions (86.05%). Other themes include
Metal Detector Activation Causes (11.63%) and Absence of Concern or Indifference

(2.32%). Overall students had confidence in the project,
enforced by re assurance and the fact that a scene was not
made when the metal detector activated.

“l just laughed”

Table 19: Themes for neutral feelings when metal detector activated

Neutral Themes

Percentage (%)

Metal Detector Activation Causes 47.06
Confidence and Reassurance 35.29
Negative Emotional Responses 17.65

The above table shows that the majority of the neutral themes were Metal Detector
Activation Causes (47.06%), followed by Confidence and Reassurance (35.29%) and

finally Negative Emotional Responses (17.65%).

Table 20: Themes for negative feelings when metal detector activated

Negative Themes Percentage (%)
Negative Emotional Responses 50.00
Metal Detector Activation Causes 36.84
Confusion About Activation 13.16

“Intimidated”

The above table shows that the majority of the negative
themes were negative emotional responses (50%),
followed by metal detector activation causes (36.84%)
and finally confusion about activation (13.16 %).
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Q18. What made the metal detector activate?

Zip 16.62%

Jewellry

Vape 9.91%

Button 2.92%

Glasses 2.33%

Other (ple.ase 20,15%
specify)

0% 10% 20% 30%

39.07%

40%

The above chart shows that jewellery was the item that activated the metal detector
most frequently 39.07%, the second was other with 29.15%, mostly the metal part
on lanyards, and the third, zips (16.62%). Other less frequent items include vape

(9.91%), buttons (2.82%) and Glasses (2.33%).

Q19. How did the second search make you feel?

Table 21: Feelings of the second search

Theme Percentage (%)
Positive 27.34
Neutral 57.44
Negative 15.22

The above table shows how students felt during the second search 57.44% said

neutral, 27.34% said positive and 15.22% said negative.

Table 22: Themes for positive feelings of the second search

Positive Theme

Percentage (%)

Emotional Responses to Search

75.00

Trust and Reassurance

25.00

The above table shows the positive themes of students that had a second search. The

majority of students had a positive Emotional Responses to
the second search (75.00%), and 25.00% felt Trust and
Reassurance.

IIGoodll
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Table 23: Themes for neutral feelings of the second search

Neutral Theme Percentage (%)

63.13
36.87

The above table shows the neutral themes of students that had a second search. The
majority of students said search participation and exemption to the second search
(63.13%), and 36.87% said search accuracy and clarity.

Search Participation and Exemption

Search Accuracy and Clarity

Table 24: Themes for negative feelings of the second search

Negative Theme

Percentage (%)

Emotional Responses to Search

66.67

Threat and Fraud Concerns

33.33

“Annoyed. | can’t take my nose
piercing out as it is very
painful to put back in because
it’s aring”

The above table shows the negative
themes of students that had a second
search. The majority of students said that
they had a negative emotional response
to the second search (66.67%), and
33.33% said that they felt threat and
fraud concerns.

Q20. Why did you not walk through the metal detector?

Table 25: Feeling why metal detector was avoided

Theme Percentage (%)
Positive 1.47
Neutral 81.25
Negative 17.28

The above table shows the reasons why students did not walk through the metal
detector. The majority of students gave a neutral reason (81.25%), 17.28% gave a

negative reason and finally, an exceedingly small fraction of students gave a positive
reason (1.47%).

Table 26: Reason for positive feeling why metal detector was avoided

Positive Theme Percentage (%)

75.00

Personal Choice and Preference
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Resource and Food Availability 25.00

“I’'m safe”

The above table shows the themes of the positive reasons that
students did not walk through the metal detector. The majority
said they did not walk through the metal detector because they
had a choice not to. The other 25% said it was because they

wanted to be early for dinner queues.

Table 27: Themes for neutral feeling why metal detector was avoided

Neutral Theme

Percentage (%)

Security Screening Participation 58.22

Event and Participation Opportunity 41.78

The above table shows the themes of the neutral reasons that students did not walk
through the metal detector. The majority of students said that they just didn't want
to walk through the metal detector with no reason 58.22%, the remaining 41.78%
said that it was because they did not want to be involved in the wider project.

Table 28: Themes for negative feelings why metal detector was avoided
Negative Theme Percentage (%)
Scheduling and Time Constraints 52.63
Anxiety and Trauma Response 26.32
Awareness and Instruction Gaps 21.05

The above table shows the themes of the
Negative reasons that students did not walk

through the metal detector. The most

“l just didn’t care about it.”

frequent theme was Scheduling and Time

Constraints (52.63%) making up or over half of the students. 26.32% had anxiety and
other emotional reasons. The least frequent was 21.05%, feeling that there were gaps
in their awareness and instruction on the project.

Page 31 of 190

WWW.ALWAYSANALTERNATIVE.ORG.UK


HTTPS://WWW.ALWAYSANALTERNATIVE.ORG.UK
file:///C:/Users/autho/Desktop/REPORT%20-%20KCIE/WWW.ALWAYSANALTERNATIVE.ORG.UK

Q21. Do you think metal detectors would enhance feelings of safety in
college?

Do you think metal detectors would enhance feelings of safety in college?

21.33%

All - 9.09%

69.58%

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80%

Maybe ®mNo m=Yes

The above chart shows that the majority of students (69.58%) said that metal
detectors would enhance feelings of safety in college. 9.09% said that metal detectors
would not enhance feelings of safety and the remaining 21.33% said that they were
unsure.

Q22. Do you think metal detectors would deter people from carrying
knives?

Do you think metal detectors would deter people from carrying knives?

19.39%

70.67%

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80%

Maybe ®mNo =Yes

The above chart shows that most students (70.76%) said that metal detectors would
deter people from carrying knives, 9.94% felt that metal detectors would not deter
people from carrying knives and the remaining 19.39% were unsure.
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Q23. Do you think students would avoid metal detectors?

Do you think students would avoid metal detectors?

36.00%

52.61%

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60%

Maybe mNo mYes

The above chart shows the most frequent answer to students thinking others would
avoid metal detectors (52.61%), 36% said yes and the remaining 11.39% said that
other students would not avoid metal detectors.

Q24. Are you worried about knife crime?

Are you worried about knife crime?

22.06%

51.52%

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60%

Maybe ®mNo =Yes

The above chart shows that just over half of students were worried about knife crime
(51.52%), 26.42% said that there were not worried about knife crime and 22.06%
said that they were unsure.
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Q25. Have you been affected by knife crime?

Have you been affected by knife crime?

8.97%
18.42%
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80%

Maybe ®mNo ®Yes

The above chart shows that a majority of students have not been affected by knife
crime (72.61%), 18.42% of students have been affected by knife crime and finally,
8.97% were unsure.

Q26. Do you or somebody you know carry/ have carried a knife?

Do you or somebody you know carry/ have carried a knife?

7.88%
18.18%
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80%

Maybe ®mNo ®Yes

The above chart shows that 73.94% of students do not carry or know someone that
carried a knife, 18.18% do carry a knife and the remaining 7.88% did not know.
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Q27. If you carried a knife, where would you dispose of it?

If you carried a knife where would you dispose of it?

11.88%
All
34.55%
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60%

EKeep it © Thow it (in a bush, river, woods etc) B The Police station A Weapon Amnesty Bin

The above chart shows that 48% of students would dispose of them at a police station,
34.55% would go use a weapon amnesty bin, 11.88% would throw it and the least
frequent answer was to keep it (5.58%).

Q28. Would you support metal detectors being introduced permanently at
your college?

Would you support metal detectors being introduced permanently at your

college?
26.00%
60.95%
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70%

Maybe ®mNo mYes

The chart shows that 60.95% of students would support metal detectors being

introduced permanently at your college, 13.06% would not support the idea and 26%
were unsure.
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Q29. Do you think metal detectors should be used routinely to screen
everyone, or used to randomly search anyone?

Do you think metal detectors should be used routinely to screen everyone, or
used to randomly search anyone?

All
62.31%

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70%

m Screen randomly Screen everyone

The above chart shows that the majority of students said that metal detectors should

be used to screen everyone (62.31%) and 37.69% said that screens should be used
randomly.

Q30. If you were choosing where to study, would you choose a college
using metal detectors or a college who does not use metal detectors?

If you were choosing where to study, would you choose a college using metal
detectors or a college who does not use metal detectors?

All

78.98%

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90%

® Not using metal detectors Using metal detectors

The above chart shows that students would be more likely to study at a college that

use metal detectors (78.98%), 21.02% said that they would be more likely to study
at a college that did not use metal detectors.
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Q31. What do you think would be the best way to reduce knife crime in

colleges?

Table 29: Themes for reduction of knife crime in college

Theme Percentage (%)
Metal Detector Implementation 48.86

Knife Crime Awareness Campaigns 25.11
Disciplinary and Enforcement Actions 21.22
Security Screening Procedures 2.90

Youth and Student Programs 1.91

The above table shows what students think would be the best way to reduce knife
crime within colleges. 49.76% said metal detector implementation, 25.61% said knife
crime awareness campaigns, 21.52% said disciplinary and enforcement actions,

2.96% said security screening procedures and finally 1.97% said youth and student
programs.

“Having talks about knife crime. Explaining the dangers of
carrying knives and showing alternatives (self-defence tools).
And promoting safety through kindness and support.”

Q32. Any final thoughts about safety at college?

Table 30: Themes of final thoughts on safety in college

Theme Percentage (%)
Campus Safety Improvement Needs 35.85
Weapon and Metal Detector Security 29.74
Personal Safety Perception 18.37
Crime and Violence Prevention 16.04

The above table shows the themes of the final thoughts of students on the project
and knife crime within education. The most frequent was Weapon and Metal Detector

“l think Sheffield college is definitely a safe place to learn and
I’m a nicer area than other schools.”
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Security (20.30%), Personal Safety Perception (18.37%), Campus Safety Concerns
16.04%), Crime and Violence Prevention (16.04%), Campus Safety Improvement
Needs (11.79%). The lesser frequent ones were Security Enhancement Measures
(9.44%) and Security Screening Impact (8.02%).

Q33. How was your experience with this project?

How was your experience with this project?

All 16.92%

. 2.86%

2.36%

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60%

mExcellent mGood © Okay mPoor mBad

The above chart shows that the majority of students had an excellent experience
while taking part in the project (54.10%), 23.76% said good, 16.92% said okay,
2.86% said poor and the least frequent answer was bad (2.36%).
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4.3 Age

Q1. Do you usually feel safe at college?

Do you usually feel safe at college? (Age)

B 5.33%
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B 11.90%
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25+ (1.56%)

20-24 (4.99%)

Al B °51%
I 90.49%
0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%

ENo ®mYes

The above chart shows that all age groups usually felt safe at college than not.
Students aged 25 and over felt the safest at college (94.12%) while those aged 20-
24 felt the least safe (11.90%).

Q2. If everyone entering the college had to walk through a metal detector,
would you feel safer?

If everyone entering the college had to walk through a metal detector, would
you feel safer? (Age)

11.76%
25+ (1.56%) HEEE 5.88%
e 82.35%

30.95%
20-24 (4.99%) N 19.05%

50.00%
34.14%
18-19 (30.80%) NN 13.08%
52.78%
37.22%
15-17 (62.65%) N 14.10%
48.68%
35.23%
Al N 13.76%
51.01%

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90%

Maybe ®No =Yes
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The above chart shows that all aged groups voted that they would feel safer if
everyone had to walk through a metal detector to enter college. Students aged 25
and over (83.35%) would feel safer if everyone walked through a metal detector while
entering the college out of the group. Meanwhile those aged 20-24 had the highest
score (19.05%) when looking at who would not feel safe. Ages 15-17 had the most
uncertainty within the group (35.23%).

Q3. Do you feel safe travelling to and from college?

Do you feel safe travelling to and from college? (Age)

B 5.88%
25+ (1.56%
>+ (1.56%) 94.12%
B 7.14%
20-24 (4.99%
0-24 (4.99%) 92.86%
B 10.98%
18-19 (30.80%
( 0) 89.02%
B 10.71%
15-17 (62.65%
( 2 89.29%
Al B 10.40%
89.60%

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

B No mYes

The above chart shows that all age ranges voted higher for feeling safe traveling to
and from college. Those aged 25 and over (94.12%) felt the safest while traveling to
and from college. Ages 18-19 (10.98%) did not feel safe.
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Q4. Do you think feeling safer helps you focus on your work?

Do you think feeling safer helps you focus on your work? (Age)

5.88%
25+ (1.56%) = 0.00%
94.12%
7.14%
20-24 (4.99%) I 11.90%
80.95%
15.20%
18-19 (30.80%) M 9.12%
75.68%
18.15%
15-17 (62.65%) M 8.83%
72.97%
15.78%
Al I 9.02%
75.20%

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

Maybe ®mNo ®Yes

The table shows that all age groups said that feeling safer helps them focus on their
work. Ages 25+ (94.12%) feel that feeling safer would help them to focus on their
work. Ages 20-24 (11.90%) felt that feeling safer would not help them focus on their
work and finally ages 15 — 17 (15.78%) was the group that was most unsure.

Q5. Do you think metal detectors would affect your learning?

Do you think metal detectors would affect your learning? (Age)

11.76%
25+ (1.56%) I 64.71%
23.53%
21.43%
20-24 (4.99%) N, 47 .62%
30.95%
17.63%
18-19 (30.80%) | 62.92%
19.45%
20.98%
15-17 (62.65%) |,  ©1.25%
17.77%
18.83%
Al 61.56%
19.62%
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70%

Maybe ®mNo ®Yes

The above chart shows all age groups felt that metal detectors would not affect
learning. Least affected by metal detectors were those aged 25+ (64.71%), those that
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felt that they would be most affect was aged 20-24 (30.09%), and finally the age
group that was most unsure was 20-24 (21.43%). Showing that the most affected
age range is 20-24.

Q6. Would entrance checks or queues cause you stress?

Would entrance checks or queues cause you stress? (Age)

23.53%
25+ (1.56%) I 52.94%
23.53%
19.05%
20-24 (4.99%) I,  238.57 %
52.38%
23.10%
18-19 (30.80%) NN 34.50%
42.40%
24.39%
15-17 (62.65%) I 32.33%
43.29%
22.77%
Al I 34.05%
43.18%
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60%

Maybe ®mNo ®Yes

The above chart shows that ages groups 15-27, 18-19 & 20-24 said that entrance
checks or queues would cause them stress, those aged 25+ said the opposite. The
group that would be most stressed was 20 — 24, the group least stressed was 20 - 24
(52.38%) and the group most unsure was 15 — 18.
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Q7. What impact would metal detectors have on the atmosphere in
college?

What impact would metal detectors have on the atmosphere in college? (Age)

11.76%
25+ (1.56%) NG 17.65%
70.59%
17.07%
20-24 (4.99%) I 14.63%
68.29%
21.15%
18-19 (30.80%) NG 16.02%
62.83%
20.70%
15-17 (62.65%) NN 15.67%
63.64%
21.76%
Al N 15.97%
62.27%
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80%

None m Negative m Positive

The above chart shows that all age ranges said the metal detectors would have a
positive impact in college. Those aged 24+ felt that metal detectors would most likely
have a positive (70.59%) and negative (17.65%) impact on the atmosphere within
college. Ages 18-19 felt that they would not have any impact (21.15%).

Q8. Would installing metal detectors build trust between you and your
college?

Would installing metal detectors build trust between you and your college?

(Age)
11.76%
25+ (1.56%) I 5.88%
82.35%
24.39%
20-24 (4.99%) I 19.51%
56.10%
28.30%
18-19 (30.80%) NN 15.24%
56.45%
28.82%
15-17 (62.65%) I 16.05%
55.13%
30.21%
Al I 15.39%
54.40%

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90%

Maybe ®mNo ®Yes
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The above chart shows that all age groups said that metal detectors would build trust
between them and the college. Those aged 25+ thought that metal detector would
build trust (82.35%) the most, ages 20 — 24 said that they would not build trust
(19.51%) and ages 15-17 was the highest group to say they were unsure (28.32%).

Q9. Do you think metal detectors could make some students feel judged?

Do you think metal detectors could make some students feel judged? (Age)

47.06%
25+ (1.56%) NN 23.53%
29.41%
29.27%
20-24 (4.99%) I 17.07%
53.66%
27.06%
18-19 (30.80%) NN 22.86%
50.08%
30.37%
15-17 (62.65%) NN 20.89%
48.74%
29.17%
Al I 21.76%
49.07%
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60%

Maybe ®mNo m=Yes

The above chart shows that age groups 15-17, 18-19 & 20-24 said that metal detectors
would make some students feel judged, whereas those that were aged 25+ were
unsure. Ages 20 — 24 (53.66%) thought that metal detectors would make students
feel judged, Ages 25+ (23.53%) thought the opposite. Additionally, ages 25+
(47.06%) were unsure.
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Q10. Did you walk through the metal detector?

Did you walk through the metal detector? (Age)

. 35.299
25+ (1.56%) 35-29%

64.71%
20-24 (1.c00) N 7.7
1810 (30.80) N 335% ok
1517 (6265 N 1.71% L
N 35 5% e
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80%

mNo mYes

The above chart shows that age groups 15-16, 16-17 & 25+ walked through the metal
detector, only age group 20-24 did not. Ages 15 — 17 got the highest percentage of
students that went through the metal detector (68.47%). Ages 20-24 had the highest
percentage of students that did not go through the metal detector.

Q11. Did the metal detector activate?

Did the metal detector activate? (Age)

I i8.18°
25+ (1.56%) 18.18%

81.82%

I 26.67°
20-24 (4.99%) 26.67%

73.33%

I 34.749
18-19 (30.80%) 34.74%

65.26%
I 39.14%
15-17 (62.65%
>~17(62.65%) 60.86%
N 36.91%
Al 63.09%

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90%

mNo mYes

The above chart shows that the majority of all age groups alerted the metal detector
with the age group of 25 and over doing it 81.82% of the time. The age group that
was least likely to set off the metal detector was the age group 15 to 17 doing this
39.14% of the time.
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Q12. Do you think metal detectors would enhance feelings of safety in
college?

Do you think metal detectors would enhance feelings of safety in college? (Age)

5.88%
25+ (1.56%) M 5.88%
88.24%
19.51%
20-24 (4.99%) I 9.76%
70.73%
20.49%
18-19 (30.80%) M 8.20%
71.31%
21.10%
15-17 (62.65%) I 9.74%
69.17%
21.33%
Al N 9.09%
69.58%

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

Maybe mNo mYes

The above chart shows all age groups voted highest that metal detectors would
enhance feelings of safety within college. Students aged 25+ thought that metal
detectors would enhance the feeling safety in college (88.24%), ages 20-24 said the
opposite (9.76%), ages 15-17 by only 0.2% behind (9.74%). Although all age groups
said that metal detectors would enhance the feeling of safety around college.
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Q13. Do you think metal detectors would deter people from carrying
knives?

Do you think metal detectors would deter people from carrying knives? (Age)

5.88%
25+ (1.56%) M 5.88%
TR, 88.24%

21.95%
20-24 (4.99%) I 14.63%
T 63.41%

18.36%
18-19 (30.80%) M 10.82%
I 70.82%

20.69%
15-17 (62.65%) I 8.72%
I, 70.59%

19.39%
Al I 9.94%
i, 70.67%

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

Maybe ®mNo mYes

The above chart shows that all age group though that metal detectors would deter
people from carrying knives. Ages 25+ voted that the highest (88.24%). Ages 20-24
voted the opposite the highest (14.63%), they were also the highest group that were
unsure.

Q14. Do you think students would avoid metal detectors?

Do you think students would avoid metal detectors? (Age)

35.29%
25+ (1.56%) NN 17.65%
I 47.06%

29.27%
20-24 (4.99%) N 12.20%
s, 580549,

36.39%
18-19 (30.80%) NN 12.30%
I 51.31%

36.31%
15-17 (62.65%) I 9.74%
. 53.96%

36.00%
Al I 11.39%
IR 52.61%
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70%

Maybe ®mNo ®Yes
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The above chart shows that all age groups said that students would avoid metal
detectors. Ages 20-24 (58.54%) voted the highest. Ages 25+ said they would be least
likely (17.65%). Finally, ages 18-19 said that they were unsure (36.39%), with the
age group 15-17 only 0.08% behind (36.31%).

Q15. Are you worried about knife crime?

Are you worried about knife crime? (Age)

5.88%
25+ (1.56%) M 5.88%
88.24%

9.76%
20-24 (4.99%) I 14.63%
75.61%

21.97%
18-19 (30.80%) NG 26.72%
51.31%

25.15%
15-17 (62.65%) INNEENENGEGEGEEEEEN 27.59%
47.26%

22.06%
Al I 26.42%
51.52%

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

Maybe ®mNo m=Yes

The above chart shows all the age groups voted that they were worried by knife crime.
Ages 25+ were the most worried (88.24%). Ages 15 -17 said that thy were not worried
about knife crime the most (27.59%) followed by the ages group 18-19 (26.72%).
Ages 15-17 were the age group that were most unsure.
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Q16. Have you been affected by knife crime?

Have you been affected by knife crime? (Age)

0.00%
25+ (1.56%) I 76.47%
23.53%
9.76%
20-24 (4.99%) I 60.98%
29.27%
8.36%
18-19 (30.80%) NN 73.44%
18.20%
9.13%
15-17 (62.65%) I 72.01%
18.86%
8.97%
Al 72.61%
18.42%

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90%

Maybe ®mNo ®Yes

The above chart shows that all age groups said that they had mostly not been affected
by knife crime with ages 25+ having the highest percentage. Ages 20-24 were the
most affected (29.27%), they also were the most unsure (9.76%)

Q17. Do you or somebody you know carry/ have carried a knife?

Do you or somebody you know carry/ have carried a knife? (Age)

5.88%
25+ (1.56%) |,  B2..35%
11.76%
9.76%
20-24 (4.99%) |, 65.85%
24.39%
7.05%
18-19 (30.80%) N 75.41%
17.54%
8.72%
15-17 (62.65%) I, 73.23%
18.05%
7.88%
Al .  73.94%
18.18%

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90%

Maybe ENo mYes
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The above chart shows that all groups said that they did carry or know someone that
carried a knife. Ages 25+ had the highest percentage (82.35%), 20-24 had the highest
percentage of those that had or known someone to carry a knife (24.39%), this age
group were also the most that were unsure (9.76%).

Q18. If you carried a knife, where would you dispose of it?

If you carried a knife where would you dispose of it? (Age)

0.00% _ .
25+ (1.56%) S50 29.41%
64.71%
B 2.44% 10519,
20-24 (4.99%)  p——EEE 1 .46%
36.59%
m— 541%
18-19 (30.80%) Lo 50.49%
32.95%
m—6.29% ..
- . 0
15717 (62.65%)  —— S /.09%
32.25%
— 5.58%
Al 11.88%
48.00%
34.55%
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70%

mKeep it © Thow it (in a bush, river, woods etc) ®The Police station = A Weapon Amnesty Bin

The above chart shows that ages 25+ are more likely to use a weapon amnesty bin
to dispose of a knife. Ages 15-17, 18-19 and 20-24 were most likely to go to the police
station to dispose of a knife, ages 20-24 were also most likely to throw it and finally
ages 15-17 were most likely to keep the knife.
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Q19. Would you support metal detectors being introduced permanently at
your college?

Would you support metal detectors being introduced permanently at your
college? (Age)

5.88%
25+ (1.56%) I 5.88%
88.24%
20.51%
20-24 (4.99%) N 15.38%
64.10%
25.63%
18-19 (30.80%) NN 13.15%
61.21%
28.16%
15-17 (62.65%) N 13.25%
58.59%
26.00%
Al NN 13.06%
60.95%

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

Maybe mNo mYes

That chart shows that all the age groups support metal detectors being introduced
permanently at your college, with ages 25+ supporting them the most (88.24%). Ages
20 — 24 said they would not support them most frequently (15.38%) and age 15-17
were the most unsure age group (28.16%)

Q20. Do you think metal detectors should be used routinely to screen
everyone, or used to randomly?

Do you think metal detectors should be used routinely to screen everyone, or
used to randomly search anyone? (Age)

I 17.65%
o
25+ (1.56%) 82.35%

I 38.
20-24 (4.99%) 38.46%

61.54%
I 37.
18-19 (30.80%) S0 62.90%
I 3.
15-17 (62.65%) e 62.32%
. 0
N 37.69%
Al 62.31%

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90%

m Screen randomly Screen everyone

The above chart shows that all age groups said that metal detectors should be used
to screen everyone and not randomly. Ages 25+ said it most frequently out of the
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groups. Ages 20-24 said to screen everyone the highest (38.46%), although there was
only just over 1% difference between ages 15-17 (37.68%) and ages 18-19 (37.10%).

Q21. If you were choosing where to study, would you choose a college
using metal detectors or a college who does not use metal detectors?

If you were choosing where to study, would you choose a college using metal
detectors or a college who does not use metal detectors? (Age)

25+ (1560/0) - 5880/0 94 120/
. 0

I 0.
20-24 (4.99%) 20.51%

79.49%
I 0.
18-19 (30.80%) 19.50% 80.10%
. 0
I 21
15-17 (62.65%) Lo 78.47%
I 21.02%
All 78.98%

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

® Not using metal detectors Using metal detectors

The above chart shows that all ages would prefer to study at a college with metal
detectors, with ages 25+ being the most frequent (94.12%). Ages 15-17 were the
age group that said they would not study at a college with a metal detector (21.53%).

Q22. How was your experience with this project?

How was your experience with this project? (Age)

I  32.35%
I 11.76%
25+ (1.56%) 0.00%

I 5.88%
0.00%
48.72%
I 20.51%
20-24 (4.99%) 23.08%
I 5.13%
2.56%
54.30%
I 24.79%
18-19 (30.80%) 16.19%
M 2.36%
2.36%
53.42%
I 24.43%
15-17 (62.65%) 17.18%
B 2.90%
.07%
54.10%
I 23.76%
All 16.92%
B 2.86%
2.36%

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90%

EmExcellent mGood ' Okay mPoor ®Bad
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The above chart shows that all age groups said they had an excellent experience
during the project the most. The age group that had the highest poor / bad experience
was the 20-24 age group (7.69%).

4.4 Gender

Q1. Do you usually feel safe at college?

Do you usually feel safe at college? (Gender)

_ B 12.00%
Non-binary/Other (2.88%)
88.00%
B s
Male (38.94%)
91.33%
B o.94%
Female (58.17%)
90.06%
B osi%
All Genders
90.49%
0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%

B No mYes

The above chart shows that all gender mostly feels safe while at college, with males
feeling the safest (91.22%). Those students that were nonbinary / other felt unsafe
at college (12%).
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Q2. Ifeveryone entering the college had to walk through a metal detector,
would you feel safer?

If everyone entering the college had to walk through a metal detector, would
you feel safer? (Gender)

32.00%
Non-binary/Other (2.88%) | NN )4.00%
44,00%
29.48%
Male (38.94%) [N 15.90%
54.62%
39.20%
Female (58.17%) NG 11.85%
48.95%
35.23%
All Genders |GG 13.76%
51.01%
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60%

Maybe mNo mYes

The above chart shows all genders would feel safer if everyone passed through a
metal detector on the way into the college. Males would feel safer out of all the
genders (54.26%). Nonbinary / other said that they would not feel safer the most
(24%) and finally, females were the most unsure (39.20%).

Q3. Do you feel safe travelling to and from college?

Do you feel safe travelling to and from college? (Gender)

i I 20.009
Non-binary/Other (2.88%) 20.00%

80.00%
Male (38.04%) I 7.23% 92.77%
Female (58.17%) N 12.05% 87.95%
All Genders B 10.40% 89.60%

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

BNo mYes

The above chart shows that all genders feel safe traveling to and from college with
males being the highest (92.77%) and nonbinary/other saying they did not (20%).
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Q4. Do you think feeling safer helps you focus on your work?

Do you think feeling safer helps you focus on your work? (Gender)

16.00%
Non-binary/Other (2.88%) | N NG 2:.00%
60.00%
17.25%
Male (38.94%) [ 8.77%
73.98%
14.81%
Female (58.17%) [ 8.46%
76.73%
15.78%
All Genders - 9.02%
75.20%

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90%

Maybe ®mNo ®Yes

The above chart shows that all genders said that feeling safer would help them to
focus on their work. Females said the highest (76.73%). Males were most unsure
(27.35%) and nonbinary/other said that it would not help them (24%)

Q5. Do you think metal detectors would affect your learning?

Do you think metal detectors would affect your learning? (Gender)

28.00%
Non-binary/Other (2.88%) [ NN :2.00%
40.00%
18.71%
Male (38.94%) [N 56.73%
24.56%
18.46%
Female (58.17%) [N G6.15%
15.38%
18.83%
All Genders [ INNEGGEEEEE 61.56%
19.62%
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70%

Maybe ®mNo =Yes
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The above chart shows that metal detectors would not affect the leaning of males and
females, with females saying the most (66.15%). Nonbinary/other said that they
would be the most affected by it (40%), they were also the most unsure (28%)

Q6. Would entrance checks or queues cause you stress?
Would entrance checks or queues cause you stress? (Gender)

12.00%

Non-binary/Other (2.88%) | 16.00%
72.00%

21.05%

Male (38.94%) | 40.35%
38.60%

24.42%

Female (58.17%) | 30.77%
44.81%

22.77%

All Genders | IR 34.05%
43.18%

0.00% 10.00% 20.00% 30.00% 40.00% 50.00% 60.00% 70.00% 80.00%

Maybe mNo mYes

The above chart shows that both females and nonbinary/other said that entrance
checks or queues would cause stress with nonbinary/other being the highest of the
two (72%). Additionally, females were the most unsure (24.42%).
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Q7. What impact would metal detectors have on the atmosphere in
college?

What impact would metal detectors have on the atmosphere in college?

(Gender)
27.27%
Non-binary/Other (2.88%) HINININININININGEE 27.27%
45.45%
21.43%
Male (38.94%) NN 17.86%
60.71%
21.74%
Female (58.17%) NG 14.23%
64.03%
21.76%
All Genders |GGG 15.97%
62.27%
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70%

None m Negative m Positive

The above chart shows all genders felt that metal detectors would have a positive
impact on the atmosphere at college, while males being the highest (64.03%).
nonbinary/other were the highest to think that there would not be a change in the
atmosphere (27.27%) and having metal detectors would have a negative impact on
the atmosphere at college (27.27%).
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Q8. Would installing metal detectors build trust between you and your
college?

Would installing metal detectors build trust between you and your college?

(Gender)
36.36%
Non-binary/Other (2.88%) I 18.18%
45.45%
27.68%

Male (38.94%) NN 17.36%

54.46%
31.62%
Female (58.17%) [N 13.64%
54.74%
30.21%
All Genders I 15.39%

54.40%
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60%

Maybe mNo mYes

The above chart shows that all of the genders said that metal detectors would build
trust between the college and students, females the highest (54.74%) and males
fractionally behind (54.45%). Nonbinary/other said that metal detectors would not
build trust the most (18.18%) and they were the most unsure (36.36%) across the
genders.

Q9. Do you think metal detectors could make some students feel judged?

Do you think metal detectors could make some students feel judged? (Gender)

22.73%
Non-binary/Other (2.88%) [ 9.09%
68.18%
27.38%
Male (38.94%) HINIENINGNGEGE 23.581%
48.81%
30.63%
Female (58.17%) |GG 20.95%
48.42%
29.17%
All Genders |GG 21.76%
49.07%

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80%

Maybe ®mNo ®Yes
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All Genders said that metal detectors would make other students feel judged, with
nonbinary/other having the highest percentage (68.18%). Males said that students
would not feel judged most often (23.81%) and females were the most unsure
(30.63%)

Q10. Did you walk through the metal detector?
Did you walk through the metal detector? (Gender)

;I 50.00%

-hi 0,
Non-binary/Other (2.88% 50.00%

I 35.63°
Male (38.94%) 35.63%

64.37%
N 34.85%
0,
Female (58.17%) 65.15%
N 35.54%
All Genders 64.46%
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70%

ENo mYes

The above chart shows that the majority of males (64.36%) and females (65.25%)
walked through the metal detector, while only half of nonbinary/other did (50%).

Q11. Did the metal detector activate?

Did the metal detector activate? (Gender)

i . 27.27°
Non-binary/Other (2.88%) 27.27%

72.73%
I 37.74%
Male (38.94%) sl 62.26%
. 0
. 36.709
Female (58.17%) > 63.30%
. 0
I 36.910
All Genders oL 63.09%
. (o]

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80%

ENo ®mYes

The above chart shows that all genders set off the metal detector as they walked
through it with nonbinary/other doing this the most at 72.73%. The gender least likely
to activate the metal detector was the females at 36.70%.
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Q12. Do you think metal detectors would enhance feelings of safety in
college?

Do you think metal detectors would enhance feelings of safety in college?

(Gender)
30.00%
Non-binary/Other (2.88%) I 15.00%
55.00%
16.93%
Male (38.94%) [HIEEEE 10.03%
73.04%
23.87%
Female (58.17%) I 8.23%
67.90%
21.33%
All Genders I 9.09%
69.58%

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80%

Maybe mNo mYes

The above chart shows that all genders felt that metal detectors would enhance the
feeling of safety within the college, with the males getting the highest percentage
(73.04%). Nonbinary/other felt that they would not enhance feeling of safety.
Additionally, they were the highest group that were unsure.
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Q13. Do you think metal detectors would deter people from carrying
knives?

Do you think metal detectors would deter people from carrying knives?
(Gender)

10.00%

Non-binary/Other (2.88%) | | ENENNEIEGIGNGEGE 25.00%
S 65.00%

17.87%
Male (38.94%) | 9.40%
T 12.13%

20.78%
Female (58.17%) | 0.67%
i, 69.55%

19.39%

Al Genders [ o.94%
T 1067

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80%

Maybe ®mNo mYes

The above chart shows that all genders believed that metal detectors would deter
people from carrying knives, males believed this the most (72.73%). nonbinary/other
disagreed the most (25%), while females were the most unsure (20.78%).

Q14. Do you think students would avoid metal detectors?
Do you think students would avoid metal detectors? (Gender)

15.00%
Non-binary/Other (2.88%) @ 0.00%

R, #5.00%

37.30%
Male (38.94%) I 11.60%
I 51.10%
36.01%
Female (58.17%) I 11.73%
s 52.26%

36.00%
All Genders | 11.39%
e 52.61%

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90%

Maybe ®No =Yes
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The above chart shows that all genders believed that students would avoid metal
detectors, nonbinary/other felt that they would do this the most (85%), males were

the most unsure (37.30%) and females said they would be less likely to avoid them
(11.73%).

Q15. Are you worried about knife crime?

Are you worried about knife crime? (Gender)

10.00%
Non-binary/Other (2.88%) [ N 35.00%
55.00%
18.18%
Male (38.94%) [N 34.80%
47.02%
25.10%
Female (58.17%) I 20.55%
54.32%
22.06%
All Genders [ INENEGGG 26.42%
51.52%
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60%

Maybe ®mNo m=Yes

The above chart shows that all genders were worried about knife crime, with
nonbinary/other having the highest percentage (55%). nonbinary/other were also the
highest to say that were not worries about knife crime (35%), fractionally in front of
the males (34.80%). Females were the most unsure out of the genders (26.10%).
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Q16. Have you been affected by knife crime?

Have you been affected by knife crime? (Gender)

15.00%

Non-binary/Other (2.88%) | NN <5.00%
40.00%

8.46%

Male (38.94%) | 69.91%
21.63%

9.05%
Female (58.17%) | NN 75.51%

15.43%

8.97%

All Genders | 72.61%
18.42%

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80%

Maybe ®mNo ®Yes

The above chart shows that all genders had not been affected by knife crime, with
females having the highest percentage (75.51%). nonbinary/other was the most
affected (40%), additionally they were the most unsure group (15%).

Q17. Do you or somebody you know carry/ have carried a knife?

Do you or somebody you know carry/ have carried a knife? (Gender)

15.00%
Non-binary/Other (2.88%) | NENRNREHBIBEE 30.00%
55.00%
7.84%
Male (38.94%) [N 65.97%
23.20%
7.61%
Female (58.17%) [N 79.01%

13.37%

7.88%
All Genders [ INNENEGEGEGEEE  73.94%
18.18%

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80%  90%

Maybe ®mNo =Yes

The above chart shows that only nonbinary/other was the only gender to know more
people that carry a knife (55%), they were also the group to say that they were more
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unsure (15%). Females were least likely to know someone that carries a knife
(79.94%).

Q18. If you carried a knife, where would you dispose of it?

If you carried a knife where would you dispose of it? (Gender)

I 25.00%
5.00%

N binary Ot (2. 88 ) — 20.009%

50.00%
I 7.52%
. 13.79%
e (38 ) o 41.60%
36.99%
Bl 3.50%
0 10.91%
el (3. L) o — 53.29%
32.30%
B 5.58%
11.88%
All Genders 48.00%
34.55%
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60%

mKeep it © Thow it (in a bush, river, woods etc) ®The Police station = A Weapon Amnesty Bin

The above chart shows that both males and females were most likely to dispose of a
knife at a police station, females being more likely (53.29%). Nonbinary/other were
most likely to use a weapon amnesty bin (50%). Males were most likely to throw it
(13.79%) and those that would keep it (7.52%).
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Q19. Would you support metal detectors being introduced permanently at
your college?

Would you support metal detectors being introduced permanently at your
college? (Gender)

25.00%
Non-binary/Other (2.88%) | 20.00%
55.00%
22.58%
Male (38.94%) NN 17.74%
59.68%
28.27%
Female (58.17%) | 9.70%
62.03%
26.00%
All Genders I 13.06%
60.95%
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70%

Maybe ®mNo m=Yes

This chart shows that all Genders would support the college if they have a metal
detector, with females being the highest (62.03%). Females were also the most
unsure (28.27%). nonbinary/other were the most against the idea (20%).

Q20. Do you think metal detectors should be used routinely to screen
everyone, or used to randomly?

Do you think metal detectors should be used routinely to screen everyone, or
used to randomly search anyone? (Gender)

, N 30.00%

Non-binary/Other (2.88%

70.00%
N 40.97%
Male (38.94%) !
59.03%
I 35.86%
Female (58.17%) ’
64.14%
I 37.69%
All Genders 3 °
62.31%

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80%

B Screen randomly Screen everyone
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The above chart shows that all genders would rather that everyone was searched,
with nonbinary/other being the most (70%). Out of the genders males said random
screening the most (40.97%).

Q21. If you were choosing where to study, would you choose a college
using metal detectors or a college who does not use metal detectors?

If you were choosing where to study, would you choose a college using metal
detectors or a college who does not use metal detectors? (Gender)

, I 25.00%

Non-binary/Other (2.88%

75.00%
I 255
Male (38.94%) °
77.42%
I :o.33%
Female (58.17%) !
80.17%
I 21.02%
All Genders °
78.98%

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80%  90%

m Not using metal detectors Using metal detectors

The above chart shows that all genders would rather study at a college that has a
metal detector, females being the most likely (80.17%). Nonbinary/other were the
most likely not to attend (25%).

Q22. How was your experience with this project?

How was your experience with this project? (Gender)

35.00%
) I 15.00%
Non-binary/Other (2.88%) 30.00%

15.00%
5.00%

I  50.65%
—— 25.81%
Male (38.94%) 16.45%

I 3.55%
3.55%

I 57 .17 %
I 2?2.78%
Female (58.17%) 16.67%
M 1.90%
1.48%

I  54.10%
I 23.76%

All Genders 16.92%
Bl 2.86%
2.36%
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70%

EmExcellent mGood ' Okay mPoor ®Bad
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The above chart shows that all genders had an excellent experience most often, with
females having the highest (57.17%). Nonbinary/other were the gender that had a
poor (15%) or bad (5%) the highest.

4.5 Race

Q1. Do you usually feel safe at college?

Do you usually feel safe at college? (Race)

Mixed (7.27%) M—_9.23%

90.77%
B 5.97%
Other (7.49%) 94.03%
: N 11.30%
Asian (12.86%) g 88.70%
B 9.02%
Black (14.87%) ° 90.98%
. 0,
White (57.49%) WSS 9.73% 90.27%
M 9.51%
90.49%
0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%

B No mYes

The above chart shows that all races usually feel safe while at college, with mixed
being the most (94.03%). Out of all the race groups Asian students felt they did not
usually feel safe at college (11.30%).

Q2. If everyone entering the college had to walk through a metal
detector, would you feel safer?

If everyone entering the college had to walk through a metal detector, would
you feel safer? (Race)

. 36.92%
Mixed (7.27%) I 13.85%
49.23%
28.36%
Other (7.49%) I 13.43%
58.21%
) 31.30%
Asian (12.86%) I 16.52%
52.17%
34.59%
Black (14.87%) I 18.80%
46.62%
. 36.96%
White (57.49%) I 11.87%
51.17%
35.23%
All I 13.76%
51.01%
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70%

Maybe ®mNo ®Yes
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The above chart shows that all races would feel safer if everyone walked through a
metal detector, with other saying the most (58.21%). Black students said that they
would not feel safer (18%) and mixed students felt the most unsure (26.92%).

Q3. Do you feel safe travelling to and from college?

Do you feel safe travelling to and from college? (Race)

Mixed (7.27%) Memm-7.65%

92.31%
Other (7.49%) M 8.96% 91.04%
Asian (12.86%) WM 7.83% 92.17%
Black (14.87%) M 7.52Y% 92.48%
White (57.49%) N 12.26% 87.74%
A N 10.40%
89.60%

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

BNo ®mYes

The above chart shows that all races said they felt safe traveling to and from college,
with black students having the highest percentage (92.48%). White students felt the
most unsafe across the race groups (12.26%).

Q4. Do you think feeling safer helps you focus on your work?

Do you think feeling safer helps you focus on your work? (Race)

17.19%
Mixed (7.27%) I 4.69%
78.13%
19.70%
Other (7.49%) I 7.58%
72.73%
8.77%
Asian (12.86%) I 8.77%
82.46%
12.98%
Black (14.87%) I 7.63%
79.39%
17.38%
White (57.49%) I 10.16%
72.46%
15.78%
All I 9.02%
75.20%

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90%

Maybe ®mNo mYes

The above chart shows that all of the race groups thought that feeling safer would
help them focus on their work, with Asian students having the highest percentage
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(82.46%). White students said that feeling safer would not help them focus on their
work the most out of the race groups (10.16%). The students that identified as other
was the most unsure (19.70%).

Q5. Do you think metal detectors would affect your learning?

Do you think metal detectors would affect your learning? (Race)

18.75%
Mixed (7.27%) I ——— 67 .19%
14.06%
24.24%
Other (7.49%) I 50.00%
25.76%
18.42%
Asian (12.86%) I 53.51%
28.07%
16.79%
Black (14.87%) I 60.31%
22.90%
18.75%
White (57.49%) I 64.45%
16.80%
18.83%
Al I 61.56%
19.62%
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80%

Maybe ®mNo ®Yes

The above chart shows that all race groups thought that metal detectors would not
affect their learning, mixed students had the highest percentage (67.19%). Asian
students felt that metal detectors would affect their learning (28.07%), Students that
identified as other were the most unsure (24.24%).
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Q6. Would entrance checks or queues cause you stress?

Would entrance checks or queues cause you stress? (Race)

, 20.31%
Mixed (7.27%) I 35,04,

43.75%

27.27%
Other (7.49%) —33 230 39.39%
.33%

) 23.68%
Asian (12.86%) —36 8309.47%
.84%

20.61%
Black (14.87%) I 37.40%41 98%
. (o)

22.85%
White (57.49%) I 31.05%

46.09%

22.77%
Al I 34.05%
43.18%

0% 5% 10% 15% 20% 25% 30% 35% 40% 45% 50%

Maybe ®mNo ®Yes

The above chart shows that Mixed, Black and White race groups felt that entrance
queues would cause them stress, with white students having the highest percentage
(46.09%). Other and Asian race groups felt entrance check or queues would not cause
stress (39.47%). Other, were the most undecided race group (27.27%).

Q7. What impact would metal detectors have on the atmosphere in
college?

What impact would metal detectors have on the atmosphere in college? (Race)

21.67%
Mixed (7.27%) I 10.00%
68.33%
20.31%
Other (7.49%) N 18.75%
60.94%
18.92%
Asian (12.86%) I 16.22%
64.86%
22.22%
Black (14.87%) NN 14.29%
63.49%
22.47%
White (57.49%) N 16.70%
60.83%
21.76%
All I 15.97%
62.27%
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80%

None ® Negative ® Positive
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This chart shows that all of the race groups felt that metal detectors would have a
positive impact on the atmosphere, with Mixed having the highest percentage
68.33%). The Other group was the highest that said they would have a negative
impact (18.75%). Students that identified as white were the most unsure (22.47%).

Q8. Would installing metal detectors build trust between you and your
college?

Would installing metal detectors build trust between you and your college?

(Race)
. 28.33%
Mixed (7.27%) I 15.00%
56.67%
26.56%
Other (7.49%) I 20.31%
53.13%
. 26.13%
Asian (12.86%) I 13.51%
60.36%
30.16%
Black (14.87%) I 15.87%
53.97%
) 31.81%
White (57.49%) I 15.11%
53.08%
30.21%
All I 15.39%
54.40%
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70%

Maybe ®mNo ®Yes

All race groups felt that installing metal detectors would build trust between students
and the college, with Asian students having the highest percentage (60.36%). The
Other race group had the highest percentage of students that said that metal detectors
would not do this (20.31%). White students were the most unsure (15.11%).
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Q9. Do you think metal detectors could make some students feel judged?

Do you think metal detectors could make some students feel judged? (Race)

26.67%
Mixed (7.27%) I, 31.67 %
41.67%

35.94%
Other (7.49%) NN 20.31%
43.75%

27.03%
Asian (12.86%) I 2?2.52%
50.45%

24.60%
Black (14.87%) I 19.84%
55.56%

30.22%
White (57.49%) I 21.07%
48.71%

29.17%
Al I 21.76%
49.07%
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Maybe ®mNo =Yes

All race groups felt that students would feel judged if metal detectors were installed.
Black students agreed the most (55.56%). The Mixed group felt that they would not
feel judged, while the other group was the most unsure.

Q10. Did you walk through the metal detector?

Did you walk through the metal detector? (Race)

i I 35
Mixed (7.27%) 35.00%

65.00%
Other (7.49%,) N 32.81% ob 199%
Asian (12.86%) I 28.83% 1 17%
Black (14.87%) . 32.54% & 46%
White (57.49%) . 38.20% 618004
o,  35.54% 64 269
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80%
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All the race groups chose mostly to walk through the metal detector with Asian
students going through it the most (71.17%). White students decided not to walk
through the metal detector most often (38.20%).
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Q11. Did the metal detector activate?

Did the metal detector activate? (Race)

) . 1S
Mixed (7.27%) 18.42% 81.58%

I 50.00%

Other (7.49%) 50.00%

- I 33.
Asian (12.86%) 33.77%

66.23%

Black (14.87%) N 42.86% 57 14%

White (57.49%) N 55.57% 63.43%
Al I 36.91% £3.009%
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The above chart shows that the majority of the students in each race set off the metal
detector excluding the Other group. The race that activated the metal detector the
most were mixed at 81.5%. The race that activated the metal detector the least was
Asian at 33.77%.

Q12. Do you think metal detectors would enhance feelings of safety in
college?

Do you think metal detectors would enhance feelings of safety in college?

(Race)
_ 13.79%
Mixed (7.27%) HH 3.45%
82.76%
26.67%
Other (7.49%) I 6.67%
66.67%
_ 13.33%
Asian (12.86%) I 16.19%
70.48%
22.69%
Black (14.87%) NI 11.76%
65.55%
_ 22.98%
White (57.49%) I 7.87%
69.15%
21.33%
All I 9.09%
69.58%
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Maybe ®BNo mYes

All race groups mostly said that metal detectors would enhance feelings of safety with
the Mixed group having the highest percentage (82.76%). Asian students were the
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most to feel the opposite with 16.29% saying no. The other group was the most
unsure (26.67%).

Q13. Do you think metal detectors would deter people from carrying
knives?

Do you think metal detectors would deter people from carrying knives? (Race)

5.17%
Mixed (7.27%) I 10.34%
84.48%
20.00%
Other (7.49%) I 10.00%
70.00%
21.90%
Asian (12.86%) I 10.48%
67.62%
19.33%
Black (14.87%) I 10.08%
70.59%
20.50%
White (57.49%) I 9.73%
69.77%
19.39%
All I 9.94%
70.67%

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90%

Maybe mNo mYes

All race groups felt for the most part that metal detectors would deter people from
carrying knives. The mixed group had the highest percentage (84.48%). Asian
students said that they would not the most (10.48%). However, this is only a 0.5%
difference from the other groups. Asian students were also the most unsure (21.90%).
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Q14. Do you think students would avoid metal detectors?

Do you think students would avoid metal detectors? (Race)

29.31%
Mixed (7.27%) I 12.07%
58.62%
40.00%
Other (7.49%) I 3.33%
51.67%
32.38%
Asian (12.86%) NN 20.00%
47.62%
40.34%
Black (14.87%) I 9.24%
50.42%
36.02%
White (57.49%) I 10.35%
53.62%
36.00%
All I 11.39%
52.61%
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70%

Maybe ®mNo ®Yes

All age groups said they thought students would avoid the metal detector, with the
Mixed group saying it the most (58.62%). Asian students felt that they would not
avoid metal detectors the most (20%), with an 8% difference from the next group.
The black group was the most unsure (40.34%).

Q15. Are you worried about knife crime?

Are you worried about knife crime? (Race)

24.14%
Mixed (7.27%) I 27.59% 8.8
48.28%

18.33%
Other (7.49%) I 18.33% 63,339
.33%

16.19%
Asian (12.86%) I 23.81% £0.00°
.00%

20.17%
Black (14.87%) I 33.61% 6. b2
46.22%

24.02%
White (57.49%) I 26.09% 9.90°
49.90%

22.06%
Al I 26.42%
51.52%

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70%

Maybe ®mNo ®Yes

All of the race groups said that they were mostly worried about knife crime, with the
other group saying yes 63.33%. Black students said no 33.61% and Mixed students
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were the most unsure, answering maybe 24.14%, fractionally in front of white
students (24.09%)

Q16. Have you been affected by knife crime?

Have you been affected by knife crime? (Race)

_ 10.34%
Mixed (7.27%) I 65,54 %
24.14%
11.67%
Other (7.49%) I G667 %
21.67%
8.57%
Asian (12.86%) I 6557
22.86%
11.76%
Black (14.87%) I 6357 %
24.37%
7.87%
White (57.49%) I 7723 %
14.91%
8.97%
Al R 72.61%
18.42%

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90%

Maybe ®mNo =Yes

The above chart shows that race groups have rarely been affected by knife crime,
with white students being the least affected (77.23%). Black students have been
affected by knife crime the most (24.37%), followed by Mixed students (24.14%).
Black students were also the most unsure (11.76%).
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Q17. Do you or somebody you know carry/ have carried a knife?

Do you or somebody you know carry/ have carried a knife? (Race)

5.17%
Mixed (7.27%) I—— 67 .24%
27.59%
8.33%
Other (7.49%) IE— 7667 %
15.00%
11.43%
Asian (12.86%) I 71.43%
17.14%
8.40%
Black (14.87%) I 72.27%
19.33%
7.25%
White (57.49%) I 75.36%
17.39%
7.88%
Al I 73.94%
18.18%

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90%

Maybe ®mNo ®Yes

All of the race groups mostly said that they do not carry or know of anyone that carried
a knife. With the Other group being the least (76.67%). The mixed group is most

likely to carry of know someone (27.59%). Finally, Asian students were the most
unsure (11.43%).
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Q18. If you carried a knife, where would you dispose of it?

If you carried a knife where would you dispose of it? (Race)

I 6.90%

. 15.529%
Mixed (7.27%) - 43.10%
34.48%
W—8.33%
Other (7,400 ) o —— 60.00%
21.67%
W—8.57% o
Asian (12.86%) s 45.71%
29.52%
m—.72%
. 0
Black (14.87%) 42.86%
40.34%
- 14%
White (57.49%) A 48.86%
35.82%
. 5.58%
Al 11.88%
48.00%
34.55%
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70%

mKeep it © Thow it (in a bush, river, woods etc) ®The Police station = A Weapon Amnesty Bin

All race groups would dispose of a knife at the police station, with the Other group
choosing this option the most (60%). Black students are most likely to use a weapon
amnesty bin (40.34%), Asian students were the most likely to throw it (16.19%) or
keep it (8.57%).
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Q19. Would you support metal detectors being introduced permanently at
your college?

Would you support metal detectors being introduced permanently at your
college? (Race)

_ 24.14%
Mixed (7.27%) IEE—— 10.34%
65.52%
30.51%
Other (7.49%) I 18.64%
50.85%
_ 26.47%
Asian (12.86%) I 16.67%
56.86%
28.21%
Black (14.87%) I 1.82%
58.97%
_ 25.00%
White (57.49%) IEEES— 11.97%
63.03%
26.00%
Al I 13.06%
60.95%
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70%

Maybe ®mNo m=Yes

The above chart shows that all race groups mostly support metal detectors being
introduced within their college. Other students were most against the idea (18.64%),
they were also the most usure (30.51%).

Q20. Do you think metal detectors should be used routinely to screen
everyone, or used to randomly?

Do you think metal detectors should be used routinely to screen everyone, or
used to randomly search anyone? (Race)

. N 22.41%
Mixed (7.27%) 77.59%

I 33.
Other (7.49%) 33.90%

66.10%
. N G
Asian (12.86%) . 53.509%
RS
Black (14.87%) Se.20% 63.25%
. I 35
White (57.49%) 38.46% 61.54%
N 37.607%
Al 62.31%

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90%

B Screen randomly Screen everyone

All races believe that everyone should be searched, Asian students believe that
random searches should be done the most frequent (46.08%).
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Q21. If you were choosing where to study, would you choose a college
using metal detectors or a college who does not use metal detectors?

If you were choosing where to study, would you choose a college using metal
detectors or a college who does not use metal detectors? (Race)

- I 2.
Mixed (7.27%) 22.41%

77.59%
Other (7.49%) I 22.03% 77.97%
Asian (12.86%) I 17.65% 82.35%
Black (14.87%) I 25.64% 24.36%
White (57.49%) I 20.30% 29.70%
A T 21.02% 78.98%

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90%

m Not using metal detectors Using metal detectors

The above chart shows that all students would choose to go to a college with a metal
detector in use, all saying 70% and above. The race most likely was Asian students
(82.35%) and the race least likely was black students (25.64%).
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Q22. How was your experience with this project?

How was your experience with this project? (Race)

I 53.45%
|

_ 29.31%
Mixed (7.27%) 12.07%
. 1.72%
3.45%
47.46%
28.81%
Other (7.49%) 16.95%
. 5.08%
1.69%

I  55.88%
] I 20.59%
Asian (12.86%) 17.65%
0.00%
5.88%

I  54.70%
I— 20.51%
Black (14.87%) 18.80%
N 4.27%
1.71%

I  54.49%
) I 23.93%
White (57.49%) 16.88%

H 2.99%
1.71%

. 54.10%
I 23.76%
All 16.92%
N 2.86%
2.36%

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60%

mExcellent mGood © Okay mPoor mBad

All race groups had a mostly positive experience. The group that had the most
negative experience was Other with 6.77%. The group with the highest positive
experience was Mixed with 82.76%.
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4.6 Area

Q1. Do you usually feel safe at college?

Do you usually feel safe at college? (Areas)

7.81%
T

L S E——————

0,
S 1) S 50.91%

0,
S (1L ) ] 53.51%

_ 0,
52 (15.4%) 1190/_ 88.10%

I 90.49%
0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%

ENo ®mYes

This chart shows that all area codes felt safe at college with S13 being the safest
(84.29%). Those students from S2 felt most unsafe at college (11.90%).

Q2. If everyone entering the college had to walk through a metal detector,
would you feel safer?

If everyone entering the college had to walk through a metal detector, would
you feel safer? (Areas)

34.38%
S8(9.2%) I 20.31%
- 45.31%

31.43%
S13(10.1%) N 15.71%
. 52.86%

30.91%
S5(11.1%) N 20.00%
- 49.09%

36.36%
S12 (11.9%) I 6.49%
I 57.14%

33.93%
S2 (15.4%) N 13.69%
S I, 52.38%

35.23%
Al I 13.76%
e 51.01%

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60%

Maybe ®mNo ®Yes
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This chart shows that all area codes would feel safer if everyone walked through a
metal detector when entering. S12 was the area with the highest percentage
(57.14%), with 36.36%, S12 were also the most unsure. S8 was the area that felt the
must unsafe (20.31%), closely followed by S5 (20%).

Q3. Do you feel safe travelling to and from college?

Do you feel safe travelling to and from college? (Area)

58 (9.20/0) - 4-690/0

95.31%
I 15.71%
(o)
$13 (10.1%) 84.29%
I 13.64%
(o)
S5 (11.1%) 86.36%
Bl 6.49%
[0)
S12 (11.9%) 93.51%
I 10.12%
0,
S2 (15.4%) 89.88%
Al I 10.40%
89.60%
0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100% 120%

B No mYes

This chart shows that all area codes felt mostly safe when traveling to and from
college, with S8 had the highest percentage (95.31%) and S13 felt the most unsafe
(15.71%).
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Q4. Do you think feeling safer helps you focus on your work?

Do you think feeling safer helps you focus on your work? (Area)

14.06%
S8 (9.2%) I 4.69%
I, 81.25%

13.04%
S13 (10.1%) I 11.59%
D S

15.45%
S5(11.1%) N 13.64%
e 70.91%

18.42%
S12 (11.9%) I 7.89%
I 73.68%

17.86%
S2 (15.4%) I 8.33%
TR 7381

15.78%
Al I 9.02%
i 75.20%

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90%

Maybe ®mNo ®Yes

This chart shows that all area codes felt that feeling safer helps them to focus on their
work. S8 felt that they did think it helped them focus (81.25%), S5 felt the opposite
(13.64%) and S12 was the most unsure (18.42%).

Q5. Do you think metal detectors would affect your learning?

Do you think metal detectors would affect your learning? (Area)

15.63%
S8 (9.2%) —18 o 65.63%
. 18.75%

15.94%
S13(10.1%) I 68.12%
. 15.94%

20.00%
S5 (11.1%) * 57.27%
T 22.73%

14.47%
S12 (11.9%) | 67.11%
I 18.42%

22.02%
S2 (15.4%) .,  59.52%
I 18.45%

18.83%
Al I 61.56%
I 19.62%
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Maybe ®mNo ®Yes

Page 84 of 190

R n
r" WWW.ALWAYSANALTERNATIVE.ORG.UK



HTTPS://WWW.ALWAYSANALTERNATIVE.ORG.UK
file:///C:/Users/autho/Desktop/REPORT%20-%20KCIE/WWW.ALWAYSANALTERNATIVE.ORG.UK

This chart shows that all area codes felt that metal detectors would not affect learning.
S13 being the highest percentage area (68.12%). S5 believed that learning would be
affected (22.73%). S2 was the most unsure area (22.02%).

Q6. Would entrance checks or queues cause you stress?

Would entrance checks or queues cause you stress? (Areas)

23.44%
S8 (9.2%) | 40.63%
35.94%
27.54%
S13(10.1%) | 28.99%
43.48%
23.64%
S5 (11.1%) I 30.00%
46.36%
26.32%
$12 (11.9%) I 26.32%
47.37%
19.64%
S2 (15.4%) |,  39.88%
40.48%
22.77%
Al . 34.05%
43.18%

0% 5% 10% 15% 20% 25% 30% 35% 40% 45% 50%

Maybe ®mNo ®Yes
Areas S2, S12, S5 and S13 said that entrance checks or queues would cause them

stress, with S2 having the highest percentage (47.37%). S8 was the only area that
said that they would not cause stress (40.63%). S13 was the most unsure (27.54%).
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Q7. What impact would metal detectors have on the atmosphere in
college?

What impact would metal detectors have on the atmosphere in college? (Area)

23.81%
S8(9.2%) N 20.63%
e - 55.56%

23.53%
S13(10.1%) NN 13.24%
I 63.24%

24.30%
S5(11.1%) N 23.36%
- 52.34%

16.22%
S12 (11.9%) I 9.46%
I 74.32%

21.74%
S2 (15.4%) N 15.53%
e 62.73%

21.76%
Al I 15.97%
I 62.27%

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80%

None ®Negative ® Positive

This chart shows that all area codes felt that metal detectors would have a positive
impact within college. S2 felt this was the most (74.32%). S5 felt that they would
have a negative impact the most (23.36%), this area was also the most unsure
(24.30%).

Page 86 of 190

WWW.ALWAYSANALTERNATIVE.ORG.UK



HTTPS://WWW.ALWAYSANALTERNATIVE.ORG.UK
file:///C:/Users/autho/Desktop/REPORT%20-%20KCIE/WWW.ALWAYSANALTERNATIVE.ORG.UK

Q8. Would installing metal detectors build trust between you and your
college?

Would installing metal detectors build trust between you and your college?

(Area)
26.98%
S8 (9.2%) I 25.40%
47.62%
36.76%
S13 (10.1%) N 7.35%
55.88%
28.97%
S5(11.1%) I 24.30%
46.73%
27.03%
S12 (11.9%) I 14.86%
58.11%
33.54%
S2 (15.4%) I 11.80%
54.66%
30.21%
Al I 15.39%
54.40%
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70%

Maybe mNo mYes

This chart shows that all area codes felt that metal detectors would build trust between
the students and the college, S12 had the highest percentage (58.11%). S8 said that
they did not feel that it would build a relationship (25.40%). S2 were the most unsure
out of the areas (33.54%).
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Q9. Do you think metal detectors could make some students feel judged?

Do you think metal detectors could make some students feel judged? (Area)

31.75%
S8 (9.2%) I 3.51%
S 44.44%

23.53%
S13(10.1%) I 26.47%
I 50.00%

28.97%
S5(11.1%) I 18.69%
R, 52,34

24.32%
$12 (11.9%) I 20.27%
- 55.41%

30.43%
S2 (15.4%) N 21.12%
vz 48,45

29.17%
Al I 21.76%
I 49.07%
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Maybe ®mNo ®Yes

This chart shows that all area codes felt that metal detectors would make some
students feel justified. S12 was the most frequent area (55.41%). S13 felt that some
students would not feel judged the most (26.47%). S8 was the most unsure (31.75%).

Q10. Did you walk through the metal detector?

Did you walk through the metal detector? (Area)

I 28.57%
0,
S8 (02 T 71.43%

I 42.65%
0,
23 ) S 57.35%

I 4476 %
0,
2 ) S S 55.24%

I 36.49%
0,
312 () s S 63.51%

I 30.63%
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I 35.54%
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This chart shows that all area codes walked through the metal detectors most. Those
from S8 were more likely to go through (71.43%), while those from S5 were least
likely (44.76%).

Q11. Did the metal detector activate?

Did the metal detector activate? (Area)

N 53.33%
o)
58 (9.2%) 46.67%

I 38.
S13 (10.1%) 38.46%

61.54%
S5 (11.1%) MMNMMMSSSSSEEEEENEEEEEN 25.07%: 71.93%
612 (11,00 I 30./3% .
62 (15.47,) — 5O.64% .
- —— ool
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80%

ENo mYes

This chart shows that the majority of students from S13, S5, S 12, S2 activated the
metal detector most often. The area that did this the most was S5 with 71.93%. S8
was the only area that did not activate the metal detector the most with 53.33% of
students not activating it.
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Q12. Do you think metal detectors would enhance feelings of safety in
college?

Do you think metal detectors would enhance feelings of safety in college?

(Area)
18.33%
S8 (9.2%) N 18.33%
63.33%
25.00%
S13 (10.1%) I 7.81%
67.19%
25.51%
S5(11.1%) I 12.24%
62.24%
15.71%
S12 (11.9%) WM 4.29%
80.00%
18.59%
S2 (15.4%) I 3.97%
72.44%
21.33%
All I 9.09%
69.58%

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90%

Maybe mNo mYes

The above chart shows that all areas felt that metal detectors would enhance feelings
of saftey within college, with students from S12 answering yes the most frequently
(80%). S8 felt that this would not enhance feelings of saftey (18.33%). The most
usure was S5 as 25.51% of students answerd maybe.
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Q13. Do you think metal detectors would deter people from carrying
knives?

Do you think metal detectors would deter people from carrying knives? (Area)

18.33%
S8 (9.2%) NN 16.67%
65.00%
14.06%
S13 (10.1%) I 9.38%
76.56%
68.37%
S5 (11.1%) I 12.24%
68.37%
21.43%
S12 (11.9%) I 5.71%
72.86%
19.87%
S2 (15.4%) I 8.97%
71.15%
19.39%
Al N 9.94%
70.67%
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Maybe mNo mYes

The above chart shows that areas S2, S12, S13 & S8 said mostly that metal detectors
would deter people from carrying knives, with S13 believing that the most (76.56%).
S8 had the highest number of students that thought they would not deter people from
carrying knives. (16.67%). S5 was the only area of students that said metal detectors
would deter people from carrying knives and were unsure equally (68.37%).

Page 91 of 190

WWW.ALWAYSANALTERNATIVE.ORG.UK


HTTPS://WWW.ALWAYSANALTERNATIVE.ORG.UK
file:///C:/Users/autho/Desktop/REPORT%20-%20KCIE/WWW.ALWAYSANALTERNATIVE.ORG.UK

Q14. Do you think students would avoid metal detectors?

S8 (9.2%)

513 (10.1%)

S5 (11.1%)

S12 (11.9%)

S2 (15.4%)

All

Do you think students would avoid metal detectors? (Area)

33.33%
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Tis chart shows that all of the areas voted mostly that students would avoid metal
detectors, with S12 having the highest percentage (55.71%), closely followed but S2
(55.13%). S8 felt that they would not the highest (15%) and S13 was the most unsure
(35.94%), closely followed by S12 and S2.
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Q15. Are you worried about knife crime?

S8 (9.2%)

513 (10.1%)

S5 (11.1%)

S12 (11.9%)

S2 (15.4%)

All

Are you worried about knife crime? (Area)
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All areas said that they were mostly worried about knife crime, with the highest
percentage going to S2 with 55.23%. S5 was the least worried area as 32.65%
answered no. S13 was the most unsure with 28.13% of respondents answering

maybe.
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Q16. Have you been affected by knife crime?

Have you been affected by knife crime? (Area)

8.33%
S8 (9.2%) I ————  76.67%
15.00%
12.50%
S13(10.1%) I 71.88%
15.63%
10.20%
S5 (11.1%) I 73.47%
16.33%
5.71%
S12 (11.9%) I 78.57%
15.71%
10.26%
S2 (15.4%) I 67.31%
22.44%
8.97%
Al I 72.61%
18.42%

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90%

Maybe ®mNo ®Yes

All areas said they that had not being affected by knife crime the most out of the
answers, with S12 being the least affected (78.57%). The most affected area was S2
with 22.44% of students answering yes. S13 was the most unsure (12.50%).

Q17. Do you or somebody you know carry/ have carried a knife?

Do you or somebody you know carry/ have carried a knife? (Area)

1.67%
S8 (9.2%) I 83.33%
15.00%
6.25%
S13(10.1%) I 75.00%
18.75%
13.27%
S5 (11.1%) I 63.27%
23.47%
5.71%
S12 (11.9%) I 77.14%
17.14%
10.26%
S2 (15.4%) I 76.92%
12.82%
7.88%
Al I 73.94%
18.18%

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90%

Maybe ®mNo =Yes
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The above chart shows that all areas said that they did not or know of anyone that
carried a knife most often, with s8 having the highest percentage (83.33%). Students
from the S5 are most likely as 23.47% said yes. S5 were also the most unsure
(13.27%).

Q18. If you carried a knife, where would you dispose of it?

If you carried a knife where would you dispose of it? (Area)

B 6.67%
) 16.67%
S8 (0 ) o, 51.67°%
25.00%
B 6.25%
) 14.06%
313 (10, ) e 53.13%
26.56%
I 11.22%
) 11.22%
S L ) e 42 86%
34.69%
E— 4.29%
) 7.14%
S (L ) o /7 .14%
41.43%
. 4.49%
) 10.90%
S A . 46.15%
38.46%
B 5.58%
All 11.88%
N 48.00%
34.55%
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60%

mKeep it © Thow it (in a bush, river, woods etc) ®The Police station = A Weapon Amnesty Bin

The above chart shows that all the areas were more likely to dispose of a knife at a
police station, with S13 being the most likely of the areas (53.13%). S12 were most
likely to use a weapon amnesty bin (41.43%), S8 was most likely to throw it (16.67%)
and S8 was more likely to keep it (6.67%).
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Q19. Would you support metal detectors being introduced permanently at
your college?

Would you support metal detectors being introduced permanently at your
college? (Area)

23.33%
S8(9.2%) I 18.33%
I 58.33%

25.81%
S13 (10.1%) N 8.06%
IS, 66.13%

31.58%
S5(11.1%) NN 16.84%
T 51.58%

26.47%
S$12 (11.9%) Il 4.41%
. 69.12%

20.78%
S2 (15.4%) N 12.99%
- 66.23%

26.00%
Al N 13.06%
TS 60.95%

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80%

Maybe ®mNo m=Yes

All areas said that they would support metal detectors being introduced into college.
S12 had the highest percentage (69.12%). S8 was most against the idea (18.33%)
and S5 was the most unsure (31.58%).

Q20. Do you think metal detectors should be used routinely to screen
everyone, or used to randomly?

Do you think metal detectors should be used routinely to screen everyone, or
used to randomly search anyone? (Area)

I 3667 %
S 63.33%

I 40.32%
S ) 0 S 59.68%

I 3. 16%
5 ) S S 56,84%

I <2657
S () S s S 57.35%

I 39.61%
S s 60.39%

I 37.69%
Al 62.31%

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70%

B Screen randomly  ® Screen everyone
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All areas said that metal detectors should be used to screen everyone, with students
from S8 saying this most often (63.33%). Out of the areas, S5 felt that checks should
be done randomly the most (43.16%).

Q21. If you were choosing where to study, would you choose a college
using metal detectors or a college who does not use metal detectors?

If you were choosing where to study, would you choose a college using metal
detectors or a college who does not use metal detectors? (Area)

I 3.
S8 (9.2%) 23.33%

76.67%

513 (10.19) N 24.19% A a1

55 (11,17, N 27.37% 7y e

512 (11.9%) W 8.82% 91.18%

52 (15.49,) " 20.13% T.67%
) 21.02% 5589

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90%  100%

® Not using metal detectors Using metal detectors

The above chart shows that all areas said that they were more likely to study in a
college that had metal detectors, students from S12 believing this the most (91.18%).
Students from S5 were the most against the idea (27.37%)
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Q22. How was your experience with this project?

How was your experience with this project? (Area)

I 46.67 %
I —— 25.,00%
S8 (9.2%) 21.67%
I 5.00%
1.67%

I 4 5. 16
I 25.81%
S13 (10.1%) 20.97%
B 6.45%
1.61%

I  52.63%
I 27.37%
S5 (11.1%) 14.74%
B 3.16%
2.11%

.  55.88%
[—— 23.53%
S12 (11.9%) 17.65%
0.00%
2.94%

.  56.49%
I 22.08%
S2 (15.4%) 18.18%
1 0.65%
2.60%

N 54.10%
— 23.76%
All 16.92%
Il 2.86%
2.36%

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60%

mExcellent mGood © Okay mPoor ®Bad

This chart shows that all areas said that they had an excellent experience most
frequetly. Students from S13 had the most negativr time with 8.06% of studenrs
saying they had either a bad or poor experince. S5 had the best experincr with 80%
of students saying either exellent or good.
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4.7 Neuro status

Q1. Do you usually feel safe at college?

Do you usually feel safe at college? (Neuro)

. B o.73%
Neurotypical (71.71%
urotypical ( 0) 90.27%
. B 35.95%
N d t (28.29%
eurodivergent ( 0) 91.05%
Al B 051%
90.49%
0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%

mNo mYes

The above chart shows that both neuro statuses usually feel safe at college around
90%. Even so, neuro typical students felt slightly less safe by 0.78%

Q2. Ifeveryone entering the college had to walk through a metal detector,
would you feel safer?

If everyone entering the college had to walk through a metal detector, would
you feel safer? (Neuro)

35.32%
Neurotypical (71.71%) NN 12.56%
52.12%
35.02%
Neurodivergent (28.29%) NI 16.73%
48.25%
35.23%
Al N 13.76%
51.01%
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60%

Maybe ®mNo =Yes

The above chart shows that both neuro status would feel safer if everyone entering
the college had to walk through a metal detector, with neuro typical feeling slightly
safer (52.12%). Neuro divergent students felt less safe as 16.73% said no. Both
statuses were unsure around the 35% mark.
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Q3. Do you feel safe travelling to and from college?

Do you feel safe travelling to and from college? (Neuro)

_ B 8.95%

N t | (71.71%

eurotypical ( 0) 91.05%

. B 14.01%
N 28.29%
eurodivergent (28.29%) 85.99%,
Al I 10.40%
89.60%

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

ENo ®Yes

Both Neuro status said that they felt safe traveling to and from college. Nuro typical
students felt safer by 5.06%.

Q4. Do you think feeling safer helps you focus on your work?

Do you think feeling safer helps you focus on your work? (Neuro)

14.58%
Neurotypical (71.71%) | 9.35%
76.07%
18.75%
Neurodivergent (28.29%) I 8.20%
73.05%
15.78%
Al I 9.02%
75.20%

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80%

Maybe mNo mYes

The above chart shows that both neuro status felt that feeling safer helped them focus
on their work, neuro typical students had the highest percentage 76.07%. However,

neuro typical students also said opposite more often (9.35%). Neuro divergent
students where more unsure (18.75%).
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Q5. Do you think metal detectors would affect your learning?

Do you think metal detectors would affect your learning? (Neuro)

17.43%
Neurotypical (71.71%) | I EE 63.07%
19.49%

22.27%
Neurodivergent (28.29%) [N, 57.81%
19.92%

18.83%
Al 61.56%
19.62%

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70%

Maybe ®mNo mYes

The above chart shows that both neuro status felt that metal detectors would not
affect their learning most often. Both statuses were roughly the same at around 19%
for students that said it would affect their learning. Neuro diverse students were the
most unsure with 22.27% answering maybe.

Q6. Would entrance checks or queues cause you stress?

Would entrance checks or queues cause you stress? (Neuro)

23.77%
Neurotypical (71.71%) I 33.03%
38.19%
20.31%

Neurodivergent (28.29%) NG 04.22%
55.47%

22.77%
Al I, 34.05%
43.18%

0.00% 10.00% 20.00% 30.00% 40.00% 50.00% 60.00%

Maybe ®mNo =Yes

The above chart shows that entrance checks or queues would cause stress to neuro
divergent the most with 55.47% saying yes. 0.17% of Nuro typical students said that
they would cause stress than they said that they would not (38.03%). Neuro typical
students were also the most unsure (23.77%).
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Q7. What impact would metal detectors have on the atmosphere in
college?

What impact would metal detectors have on the atmosphere in college? (Neuro)

20.65%
Neurotypical (71.71%) | I 13.98%
65.37%
24.50%
Neurodivergent (28.29%) | INENINIEB 20.88%
54.62%
21.76%
Al N 15.97%

62.27%
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70%

None m® Negative ™ Positive

The above chart shows that both neuro status felt that metal detectors would have a
positive impact on the college, with neuro typical students thinking it the most
(63.37%). Neuro diverse students said that they would have a negative impact

(20.88%). This neuro status also felt that the metal detectors would not have an
impact on the atmosphere (24.50%).

Q8. Would installing metal detectors build trust between you and your
college?

Would installing metal detectors build trust between you and your college?

(Neuro)
28.46%
Neurotypical (71.71%) NN 14.63%
56.91%
34.54%
Neurodivergent (28.29%) I 17.27%
48.19%
30.21%
Al I 15.39%
54.40%
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60%

Maybe ®mNo ®Yes

The above chart shows that both neuro status felt that the installation of metal
detectors would build trust between them and the college, Neuro typical students said

this the most (56.91%). Neuro divergent students said the opposite most (17.27%),
they were also the most unsure (34.35%).
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Q9. Do you think metal detectors could make some students feel judged?

Do you think metal detectors could make some students feel judged? (Neuro)

29.76%
Neurotypical (71.71%) INIIINEG 23.25%
46.99%
27.71%
Neurodivergent (28.29%) NNININGNGgGgoON 18.07%
54.22%
29.17%
Al I 21.76%
49.07%
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60%

Maybe ®mNo mYes

The above chart shows that both neuro status felt that metal detectors would make
students feel judged, neuro divergent students said this more often (54.33%). Neuro
typical students said that other would not feel judged the most (23.25%), they were
also the most unsure (29.76%).

Q10. Did you walk through the metal detector?

Did you walk through the metal detector? (Neuro)

Neurotypical (71.71%) 34.48%

65.52%
- I 38.15%
N d t (28.29%
eurodivergent ( 0) 61.85%
I 35.54%

All

64.46%

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70%

mNo mYes

The majority of both groups walked through the metal detector, however, neuro

typical students did slightly more, having a percentage of 65.52%, next to
neurodivergent 61.85%.
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Q11. Did the metal detector activate?

Did the metal detector activate? (Neuro)

Neurotypical (71.71%) 36.78%

63.22%
. I 37.25%
N d t (28.29%
eurodivergent ( 0) 62.75%
. 36.919
Al 36.91%
63.09%
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70%

ENo ®Yes

The above chart shows that the majority of neurotypical and neutral divergent people
activated the metal detector. The least likely of the two was the neurotypical with only
a fractional margin underneath neurodivergent people (36.78%).

Q12. Do you think metal detectors would enhance feelings of safety in
college?

Do you think metal detectors would enhance feelings of safety in college?

(Neuro)
20.85%
Neurotypical (71.71%) I 8.03%
71.11%
22.50%
Neurodivergent (28.29%) [N 11.67%
65.83%
21.33%
Al I 9.09%
69.58%

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80%

Maybe ®mNo ®Yes

The above chart shows that both neuro status felt that metal detectors would enhance
the feeling of safety within college. 71.11% of neuro typical students said yes, the
most, Neuro divergent students said no the most (11.57) and also maybe (22.50%).
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Q13. Do you think metal detectors would deter people from carrying
knives?

Do you think metal detectors would deter people from carrying knives? (Neuro)

19.49%
Neurotypical (71.71%) | 9.23%
71.28%
19.17%
Neurodivergent (28.29%) G 11.67%
69.17%
19.39%
Al I 9.94%
70.67%

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80%

Maybe ®mNo ®Yes

The above chart shows that both neuro status felt that metal detectors would deter
people from carrying knives. Each status was remarkably close across the board.
Neurotypical students said yes 71.28% of the time with Neuro diverse students being
2.11% behind. Neuro diverse answered not the most (11.67%). Finally, more

neurotypical students said maybe (19.49%), with neurodiverse students being 0,32%
behind.

Q14. Do you think students would avoid metal detectors?

Do you think students would avoid metal detectors? (Neuro)

37.95%
Neurotypical (71.71%) IININENEGE 12.31%
49.74%
31.25%
Neurodivergent (28.29%) | ©.17%
59.58%
36.00%
Al I 11.39%
52.61%
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70%

Maybe ®mNo ®Yes

The above chart shows that both neuro status felt that students would avoid metal
detectors, with 59.58% of Neuro diverse students saying this. 12.31% of neurotypical
students felt like students would not avoid the metal detector. Neurotypical students
said that that were the most unsure (37.95%).
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Q15. Are you worried about knife crime?

Are you worried about knife crime? (Neuro)

22.74%
Neurotypical (71.71%) [ GG 6 .32%
50.94%
20.42%
Neurodivergent (28.29%) NG 06.67%
52.92%
22.06%
Al . 26.42%
51.52%
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60%

Maybe ®mNo mYes

The above chart shows that both neuro status felt worried about knife crime, neuro
divergent students saying it the most (52.92%), they were also the least worried about
knife crime (26.67%). Neuro typical students were the most unsure (22.74%).

Q16. Have you been affected by knife crime?

Have you been affected by knife crime? (Neuro)

9.23%
Neurotypical (71.71%) [ N /4.36%
16.41%
8.33%
Neurodivergent (28.29%) NG 63.33%
23.33%
8.97%
Al I 72.61%
18.42%

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80%

Maybe mNo mYes

The above chart shows that the majority of both neuro status have not been affected
by knife crime, with neurotypical students getting 74.36%. Neuro divergent students
answered yes 23.33%. Finally,9.34% of neurotypical students were most unsure.
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Q17. Do you or somebody you know carry/ have carried a knife?

Do you or somebody you know carry/ have carried a knife? (Neuro)

8.21%
Neurotypical (71.71%) [ NNEENEGEGE 76.41%
15.38%
7.08%
Neurodivergent (28.29%) [N G7.92%
25.00%
7.88%
Al I 73.94%
18.18%

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80%  90%

Maybe ®mNo mYes

The above chart shows that the majority of both neuro status do not or know of
someone that carries a knife. Out of the two, neurotypical students were less likely to
carry them as they said no 76.41%. However, 25% of neurotypical students said that
yes, they do and neuro typical students said maybe the most 8.21%

Q18. If you carried a knife, where would you dispose of it?

If you carried a knife where would you dispose of it? (Neuro)

B 5.47%
. 11.62%
Neurotypical (71.7190) S 40.23%
33.68%
E— 5.83%
. 12.50%
Neurodivergent (28.29%) 45.00%
36.67%
B 5.58%
Al 11.88%
N 4 3.00%
34.55%
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60%

mKeep it © Thow it (in a bush, river, woods etc) ®The Police station = A Weapon Amnesty Bin

The above chart shows that the majority of both neuro status said that they would
dispose of a knife at a police station, with neurotypical students more likely to do so.
Neurodiverse students were more likely to use a weapons bin (36.37%), throw it
(12.50%) and keep it (5.83%). However neurotypical students were only 0.35%
behind when answering to keep it.
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Q19. Would you support metal detectors being introduced permanently at
your college?

Would you support metal detectors being introduced permanently at your
college? (Neuro)

25.69%
Neurotypical (71.71%) N 11.98%
62.33%
26.75%
Neurodivergent (28.29%) [N 15.79%
57.46%
26.00%
Al N 13.06%
60.95%
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70%

Maybe ®mNo ®Yes

The above chart shows that the majority of both neuro status said that they would
welcome metal detectors being a permanent fixture at college, with neurotypical
students saying this the most (62.33%). 15.79% of neuro diverse students did not
support the idea (15.79%). They were also the most unsure (26.75%)

Q20. Do you think metal detectors should be used routinely to screen
everyone, or used to randomly?

Do you think metal detectors should be used routinely to screen everyone, or
used to randomly search anyone? (Neuro)

; I 38.02°
Neurotypical (71.71%) 38.02%

61.98%
. I 36.84%
0,
Neurodivergent (28.29%) 63.16%
. 37.69%
Al 62.31%
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70%

m Screen randomly Screen everyone

The above chart shows that the majority of both neuro status said that everyone
should be searched on entry, 63.31% of neurodiverse students said this, while 38.02%
of neurotypical students said that random searches should happen.
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Q21. If you were choosing where to study, would you choose a college
using metal detectors or a college who does not use metal detectors?

If you were choosing where to study, would you choose a college using metal
detectors or a college who does not use metal detectors? (Neuro)

Neurotypical (71.71%) 18.92%

81.08%
: I 26.32%
0,
Neurodivergent (28.29%) 73.68%
I 21.02%
All 78.98%

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90%

m Not using metal detectors Using metal detectors

The above chart shows that the majority of both neuro status said that they would
choose a college with a metal detector to study. Neurotypical students agreed with
those the most (81.08%), while neurodiverse studies said they would not 25.32%.

Q22. How was your experience with this project?

How was your experience with this project? (Neuro)

.  56.08%
25.00%
Neurotypical (71.71%) 14.58%
M 1.91%
2.43%

I 49.12%
I—— 20.61%
Neurodivergent (28.29%) 22.81%

I 5.26%
2.19%

I 54.10%
I 23.76%
All 16.92%
Bl 2.86%
2.36%

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60%

EmExcellent mGood ' Okay mPoor ®Bad

The above chart shows that the majority of both neuro status said that they had an
excellent experience. Neurodiverse students scored the highest for bad and poor
experiences (7.45%). Neurotypical students had the higher excellent and good
experience (81.08%).
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4.8 Campus

Q1. Do you usually feel safe at college?

Do you usually feel safe at college? (Campus)

I 40.
Other (1.3%) 40.00%

60.00%
. I 6.37%
Hillsborough (29.87%) 93.63%
. I 10.37%
City (69.02%) 89.63%
A” _ 9-510/0
90.49%
0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%

mNo mYes

The above chart shows that the majority of students that go to all campuses usually
feel safe at college, with those students at Hillsborough feeling the safest (93.63%).
The students that attend Other campuses felt the most unsafe (40%).

Q2. Ifeveryone entering the college had to walk through a metal detector,
would you feel safer?

If everyone entering the college had to walk through a metal detector, would
you feel safer? (Campus)

30.00%
Other (1.3%) I 0.00%
50.00%
_ 35.58%
Hillsborough (29.87%) IEEE————— 11.99%
52.43%
. 35.17%
City (69.02%) I 14.4)%
50.41%
35.23%
Al I 13.76%
51.01%
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60%

Maybe mNo mYes

The above chart shows that the majority of students that go to all campuses would
feel safer if everyone entering the college had to walk through a metal detector, with
students from Hillsborough college feeling the safest (52.43%). Students from this
campus were the most unsure (35.58%), but only fractionally in front of those at the
City campus (35.17%). Students that attend Other campus felt the opposite more
often (20%)
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Q3. Do you feel safe travelling to and from college?

Do you feel safe travelling to and from college? (Campus)

I 20.
Other (1.3%) 20.00%

80.00%
Hillsborough (29.87%) . 10.11% 89.89%
i 0,
City (69.02%) I 10.37% 89.63%
A” _ 10.400/0
89.60%

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

ENo ®Yes

The above chart shows that the majority of students that go to all campuses felt safe
travelling to and from college. Hillsborough and City both nearing 90% (89.89%,
89.63%). Students that attend the Other campuses felt the least safe by almost 10%
(20%).

Q4. Do you think feeling safer helps you focus on your work?

Do you think feeling safer helps you focus on your work? (Campus)

20.00%
Other (1.3%) I 20.00%
60.00%
13.58%
Hillsborough (29.87%) MEEEE 7.92%
78.49%
16.67%
City (69.02%) IEEEEE 9.31%
74.02%
15.78%
Al I 9.02%
75.20%

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90%

Maybe ®mNo ®Yes

The above chart shows that the majority of students that go to all campuses felt that
feeling safe would help them to focus on their work, students from Hillsborough had
the highest percentage (78.49%). Students from the Other campuses felt the opposite
as 20% answered no. This group was also the most unsure (20%).
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Q5. Do you think metal detectors would affect your learning?

Do you think metal detectors would affect your learning? (Campus)

10.00%
Other (1.3%) NG 50.00%
40.00%
22.26%
Hillsborough (29.87%) I 54.72%
23.02%
17.48%
City (69.02%) NG 64.71%
17.81%
18.83%
Al I 61.56%
19.62%
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70%

Maybe ®mNo m=Yes

The above chart shows that the majority of students that go to all campuses said that
metal detectors would not affect their learning, with the City campus having the
highest percentage of students (64.71%), almost 10% higher than students from
Hillsborough college. Students that attend the Other campus, was the highest group
to think that metal detectors would affect their leaning (40%). Students from
Hillsborough college were the most unsure (22.26%).

Q6. Would entrance checks or queues cause you stress?

Would entrance checks or queues cause you stress? (Campus)

20.00%
Other (1.3%) NG 20.00%
60.00%
49.43%
Hillsborough (29.87%) I 27.92%
49.43%
22.88%
City (69.02%) INININEGEGEEEEN 36.93%
40.20%
22.77%
Al I 34.05%
43.18%
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70%

Maybe ENo mYes

The above chart shows that the majority of students that go to Other campuses and
City said that entrance checks or queues would cause them stress, with students that
attend the Other campuses having the highest percentage (60%). Students from
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Hillsborough college said that they could cause stress and students that were uncertain
was equal at (49.43%). Students from City college said that it would not cause stress
the most (36.93%).

Q7. What impact would metal detectors have on the atmosphere in
college?

What impact would metal detectors have on the atmosphere in college?

(Campus)
12.50%
Other (1.3%) NG 25.00%
62.50%
21.54%
Hillsborough (29.87%) I 18.85%
59.62%
21.98%
City (69.02%) NG 14.60%
63.42%
21.76%
Al I 15.97%
62.27%
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70%

None mNegative m Positive

The above chart shows that the majority of students that go to all campuses felt that
metal detectors would have a positive impact on the atmosphere, with City college
having the highest percentage (63.42%). Students that attend Other campuses had
the highest percentage that thought it would have a negative impact (25%).
Hillsborough campus had the highest percentage of students that said it would have
no impact on the atmosphere at college (21.98%).
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Q8. Would installing metal detectors build trust between you and your
college?

Would installing metal detectors build trust between you and your college?

(Campus)
37.50%
Other (1.3%) @ 0.00%
62.50%
31.92%
Hillsborough (29.87%) I 16.15%
51.92%
29.36%
City (69.02%) NG 15.27%
55.37%
30.21%
Al I 15.39%
54.40%
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70%

Maybe ®mNo ®Yes

The above chart shows that the majority of students that go to all campuses said that
metal detectors would help build trust between them and the college, with students
that attend Other campuses agreeing the most (62.50%). This group was also the
most unsure (37.50%). Hillsborough campus had the highest percentage of students
that said no (16.15%). Although both City and Hillsborough were close for all of the
answers.

Q9. Do you think metal detectors could make some students feel judged?

Do you think metal detectors could make some students feel judged? (Campus)

37.50%
Other (1.3%) NG 25.00%
37.50%
28.08%
Hillsborough (29.87%) NG 2 1.54%
50.38%
29.53%
City (69.02%) NG 21.81%
37.50%
29.17%
Al I 21.76%
49.07%
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60%

Maybe ®mNo =Yes

The above chart shows that the majority of students from Hillsborough and City
thought that metal detectors would make people feel judged, with Hillsborough being
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the highest by 12.88% (50.38%). Students from City college said that they would not
feel judged the most frequent (21,81%), but only 0.27% ahead of Hillsborough.

Q10. Did you walk through the metal detector?
Did you walk through the metal detector? (Campus)

N 25.009
Other (1.3%) 25-0%

75.00%

|,  50.38%

Hillsb h (29.87%
illsborough ( o 49.62%

City (69.02%) 29.17%

70.83%

I, 35.54°
Al 35.54%

64.46%
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80%

mNo mYes

Both students from Other campus (75%) and City (70.83%) mostly walked through
the metal detectors. More of the students from Hillsborough chose not to walk through
it (50.38%).

Q11. Did the metal detector activate?
Did the metal detector activate? (Campus)

I 33.33¢
Other (1.3%) 33-33%

66.67%
. N 39.37%
Hillsb h (29.87%
illsborough ( 0) 60.63%
. I 36.219
City (69.02%) -l 63.79%
I 36.91%
Al
63.09%

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80%

ENo ®mYes

The majority of students from all campuses activated the metal detector with those
students that attend Other campuses doing it more often at 66.67%. The students
from the Hillsborough campus were more likely to activate the metal detector.
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Q12. Do you think metal detectors would enhance feelings of safety in
college?

Do you think metal detectors would enhance feelings of safety in college?

(Campus)
50.00%
Other (1.3%) NG 12.50%
37.50%
24.00%
Hillsborough (29.87%) I 8.80%
67.20%
19.75%
City (69.02%) N 9.17%
71.08%
21.33%
Al I 9.09%
69.58%

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80%

Maybe ®mNo ®Yes

The above chart shows that the majority of students from Hillsborough campus
(67.20%) and City campus (71.08%) believe that metal detectors would enhance the
feeling of safety in their college. Students that attend the Other campuses felt the
opposite (12.50%) these students were also the most unsure (50%).

Q13. Do you think metal detectors would deter people from carrying
knives?

Do you think metal detectors would deter people from carrying knives?

(Campus)
25.00%
Other (1.3%) I 12.50%
62.50%
20.40%
Hillsborough (29.87%) I 11.60%
68.00%
18.87%
City (69.02%) I 9.17%
71.96%
19.39%
Al I 9.94%
70.67%

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80%

Maybe ®mNo mYes

The above chart shows that the majority of all students from all campuses believe that
metal detectors would deter people from carrying knives with City campus having the
highest percentage of 71.96%. The students from the Other campuses were the
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highest to say metal detectors would not deter people from carrying knives with
12.50%, this group also was the most unsure with 25% of students saying this.

Q14. Do you think students would avoid metal detectors?

Do you think students would avoid metal detectors? (Campus)

37.50%
Other (1.3%) = 0.00%
36.00%
Hillsborough (29.87%) I 10.40%
53.60%
35.98%
City (69.02%) I 11.99%
52.03%
36.00%
Al I 11.39%
52.61%
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60%

Maybe ®mNo m=Yes

62.50%

70%

The above chart shows that the majority of students from all campuses believe that
students would avoid metal detectors with students from Other campuses voting the
highest at 62.5%, this group was also the most unsure with 37.5%. The group that
felt that students would not avoid metal detectors the most was the City College at

11.99% but fractionally behind them was Hillsborough college at 10.40%.

Q15. Are you worried about knife crime?

Are you worried about knife crime? (Campus)

12.50%
Other (1.3%) NG 12.50%

20.00%
Hillsborough (29.87%) NG 23.40%
51.60%
23.10%
City (69.02%) NG 05 75%
51.15%
22.06%
Al I 26.42%
51.52%

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70%

Maybe ®mNo =Yes
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The above chart shows that the majority of students from all campuses are worried
about knife crime with the students from Other campuses being the most worried at
75%. The most unsure was City at 23.10%. The least worried out of the campuses
was Hillsborough at 28.40%.

Q16. Have you been affected by knife crime?

Have you been affected by knife crime? (Campus)

12.50%

Other (1.3%) N 50.00%
37.50%
8.40%
Hillsborough (29.87%) I 72.00%
19.60%
9.17%
City (69.02%) I 73.19%
17.64%
8.97%
Al | — 72.61%
18.42%

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80%

Maybe ®mNo mYes

The above chart shows that the majority of all campuses have not been affected by
no crime with both Hillsborough and City scoring above 70% the least of the three
was the students at the Other campus which scored 50%. The college that had been
most affected by night crime was the Other campuses with 37.50%, this group was
also the most unsure with 12.5%.
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Q17. Do you or somebody you know carry/ have carried a knife?

Do you or somebody you know carry/ have carried a knife? (Campus)

0.00%
Other (1.3%) NG 75.00%
25.00%
7.20%
Hillsborough (29.87%) NG 69.60%
23.20%

8.29%

City (69.02%) NG 75.84%
15.87%

7.88%

Al I 73.94%
18.18%

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80%

Maybe ®mNo m=Yes

The above chart shows that the majority of all campuses did not carry or know
somebody that carried the knife with City College having the highest percentage of
75.84%. The campus that did or knew somebody that carried a knife was the Other
group with 25%. City campus had the most students that were unsure with 8.29%.

Q18. If you carried a knife, where would you dispose of it?

If you carried a knife where would you dispose of it? (Campus)

— 25.00%
. 0
Other (1.3%)  —— e ——— 5).00%
12.50%
m— 5.20%
. . 0
Hillsborough (2987 ) e 5 .6(0%
34.00%
W— AT
. . 0
City (69.02%) 46.38%
35.10%
B 5.58%
Al 11.88%
R 45007
34.55%
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60%

mKeep it © Thow it (in a bush, river, woods etc) ®The Police station = A Weapon Amnesty Bin

The above chart shows that the majority of all campuses would use the police station
to dispose of a knife. The campus most likely to use a weapon amnesty was City with
35.10% however Hillsborough was closely behind with 34.00%. The campus most
likely to throw it was City campus at 13.05%. And finally, the campus most likely to
keep it was the Other campuses at 25%.
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Q19. Would you support metal detectors being introduced permanently at
your college?

Would you support metal detectors being introduced permanently at your
college? (Campus)

25.00%
Other (1.3%) NG 25.00%
50.00%
27.35%
Hillsborough (29.87%) I 15.92%
56.73%
25.41%
City (69.02%) NN 11.62%
62.98%
26.00%
Al N 13.06%
60.95%
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70%

Maybe ®mNo ®Yes

The majority of all of the campuses said that they would support metal detectors being
introduced permanently into their college, with City being most behind the idea at
62.98%. The campuses that were most against this idea was the Other campus at

25%. The campuses that is most unsure about this idea was Hillsborough with
27.35%.

Q20. Do you think metal detectors should be used routinely to screen
everyone, or used to randomly?

Do you think metal detectors should be used routinely to screen everyone, or
used to randomly search anyone? (Campus)

I 75.00%
Other (1.3%) 25.00% 0
. 0

, N 52.65%

Hillsborough (29.87%

67.35%
N 39.38%
City (69.02%
b ( °) 60.62%
7 0
Al 37.69%
62.31%

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80%

m Screen randomly Screen everyone

The above chart shows that students from Hillsborough campus (67.35%) and City
campus (60.62%) felt that everyone should be screened with metal detectors. The
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students from the Other campuses felt like random screen searching should be done
(75%).

Q21. If you were choosing where to study, would you choose a college
using metal detectors or a college who does not use metal detectors?

If you were choosing where to study, would you choose a college using metal
detectors or a college who does not use metal detectors? (Campus)

, I 25.00%

Other (1.3%

75.00%
I 23.27%
Hillsborough (29.87%) °
76.73%
I 19.96%
City (69.02%
o ( °) 80.04%
I 9
Al 21.02%
78.98%

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90%

® Not using metal detectors Using metal detectors

The above chart shows that the majority of all students across all campuses would
prefer to study at a college that has metal detectors the highest being City College
students. Out of the different campuses the Other campuses had the highest
percentage when studying at a college that does not have a metal detector.
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Q22. How was your experience with this project?

Other (1.3%)

Hillsborough (29.87%)

City (69.02%)

All

How was your experience with this project? (Campus)

N, /5.00%

0.00%

12.50%
0.00%

12.50%

I 5 1.43%
I 22.86%

18.37%
B 4.08%
3.27%

I, 54.99%
I 24.50%
16.33%
B 2.36%
1.81%

I  54.10%
I 23.76%
16.92%
M 2.86%
2.36%

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60%

mExcellent mGood © Okay mPoor mBad

70% 80%

The above chart shows that the majority of all students from all campuses had an
excellent experience during this project. The compass that had the most negative
experience was the other (12.50%) and the campus that had the most positive
experience was City (79.49%).
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4.9 Department

Q1.

Do you usually feel safe at college?

Do you usually feel safe at college? (Department)

Automotive and Engineering (1.39%)
Alternative Provision (2.39%)

Travel, Tourism, and Aviation (2.49%)
Performing Arts and Music (2.89%)

Animal Care and Land-based Studies (2.99%)
IT and Computing (4.18%)

Catering and Hospitality (5.58%)

Foundation Studies (5.68%)

Hair and Beauty (6.77%)

Creative and Design Arts (8.37%)

Business, Accounting & Prof Studies (8.47%)
Construction and Building Trades (10.26%)
Science, Dental, and Pharmacy (11.65%)
Health, Education, and Care (26.89%)

All

0%

I 21.43%

78.57%
0.00%
00 00%
M 4.17%

e 5,83%
I 18.52%

81.48%
I 17.86%

82.14%
BN 10.81%

89.19%

I 11.76%
I 88.24%
I 4.00%

I e6,.00%
I 15.63%

84.38%
M 3.90%
6. 10%
Bl 6.67%

T 93.33%

B 12.94%
87.06%

Bl 5.83%
I 94.17%

I 10.08%

89.92%

I 9.51%
90.49%
20% 40% 60% 80% 100%

mNo mYes

The above chart shows that the majority of all the departments usually feel safe at
college. The department that felt the safest was the alternative provision with 100%.
The department that felt the least safe was automotive and engineering (21.43%).
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Q2.

would you feel safer?

If everyone entering the college had to walk through a metal detector,

If everyone entering the college had to walk through a metal detector, would

you feel safer? (Department)

. . . 35.71%
Automotive and Engineering (1.39%) m———_ 14.29%
50.00%
33.33%
Alternative Provision (2.39%) s 14.29%
rnativ ( 0) 9% 52 38%
33.33%
Travel, Tourism, and Aviation (2.49%) m— 3.339
rav uri viation ( o) 8.33% 58.33%
29.63%
Performing Art: d Music (2.89%) e 11.119
erforming Arts and Music ( o) 11.11% 50.26%
46.43%
Animal C d Land-based Studies (2.99% .00%
nimal Care and Land-base ( o) 0.00% 53,5704
43.24%
IT and Computing (4.18%) m—— 13.51%
puting (4.18%) 3:21% 43.24%
33.33%
Cateri d Hospitality (5.58%) . 9.80%
atering and Hospitality ( 0) 9.80% 56.86%
38.00%
Foundation Studies (5.68%) m— 12.00%
oun ( 0) 00% 50.00%
45.31%
Hair and Beauty (6.77%) | 9.38%
v (6.77%) 9:38% 45.31%
38.96%
Creati d Design Arts (8.37%) I ?3.38°
reative and Design Arts ( 0) 23.38% 37 66%
30.67%
Busi A ting & Prof Studies (8.47%) NE———— 339
usiness, Accounting ( 0) 17.33% 52.00%
32.94%
Construction and Building Trades (10.26%) I -—— .659
J (10.26%) 1:05% 49.41%
. 32.04%
Science, Dental, and Pharmacy (11.65%) = 13.59%
54.37%
. 33.19%
Health, Education, and Care (26.89%) m—— 13.03%
53.78%
35.23%
Al — 13,769
13,76% 51.01%
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70%

Maybe ®mNo =Yes

The above chart shows that the majority of students from most of the departments
felt that they would feel safer if everybody went through a metal detector. The
departments that did not feel mostly safe were IT and computing who said that they
were safe and unsure 50/50 (43.24%), hair and beauty split 50/50 between saying
yes and maybe (45.31%). The department that felt least safe if this were to happen
was creative design. Additionally, the majority our students from all of the
departments said maybe between 30% and 45%.
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Q3. Do you feel safe travelling to and from college?

Do you feel safe travelling to and from college? (Department)

Automotive and Engineering (1.39%) ettt — 02.86%

Alternative Provision (2.39%) W 4.76%

95.24%
Travel, Tourism, and Aviation (2.49%) W 12.50% 87.50%
Performing Arts and Music (2.89%) SEEEEEEN—N 29.63% 70.37%
Animal Care and Land-based Studies (2.99%) BN 14.29% 85.71%
IT and Computing (4.18%) M. 16.22% 83.78%
Catering and Hospitality (5.58%) -588%— 94.12%
Foundation Studies (5.68%) M _10.00% 90.00%
Hair and Beauty (6.77%) M. 14.06% 85.94%
Creative and Design Arts (8.37%) -909%— 90.91%
Business, Accounting & Prof Studies (8.47%) -667%_ 93.33%
Construction and Building Trades (10.26%) ™®_5.88% 94.12%
Science, Dental, and Pharmacy (11.65%) -971%_ 90.29%
Health, Education, and Care (26.89%) W 10.52% 89.08%
Al 10.40% 89.60%

0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%  120%

ENo mYes

The above chart shows that the majority of all departments feel safe travelling to and
from college, with students attending the alternative provision feeling the safest at
95.24%. The department that felt the least safe was the performing arts and music
with 29.63% of students saying no they did not feel safe travelling to and from college.
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Q4. Do you think feeling safer helps you focus on your work?

Do you think feeling safer helps you focus on your work? (Department)

) ) ) 23.08%
Automotive and Engineering (1.39%) = 0.00%
s, 76.92%

] o 14.29%
Alternative Provision (2.39%) HH 4.76%
I 80.95%

) o 12.50%
Travel, Tourism, and Aviation (2.49%) W 4.17%
S I 83.33%

) ] 25.93%
Performing Arts and Music (2.89%) I 7.41%
I 66.67%

) ) 10.71%
Animal Care and Land-based Studies (2.99%) H 3.57% 5 b1oe
s, ()

) 16.22%
IT and Computing (4.18%) I 13.51%
70.27%
16.00%

Catering and Hospitality (5.58%) I 4.00%
d Py () e —— £0.00%

. . 14.00%
Foundation Studies (5.68%) I 14.00%

72.00%
) 14.06%
Hair and Beauty (6.77%) I 14.06%
71.88%
] ) 13.16%
Creative and Design Arts (8.37%) I 13.16%
73.68%
) ) ) 22.67%
Business, Accounting & Prof Studies (8.47%) I 6.67%
70.67%
] o 25.00%
Construction and Building Trades (10.26%) I 14.29% 60.71%
. 0

) 12.62%
Science, Dental, and Pharmacy (11.65%) I 5.83%
I 81.55%

) 12.77%
Health, Education, and Care (26.89%) I 8.09%
79.15%

15.78%
Al EEEE 9.02%
75.20%

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90%

Maybe ®mNo ®Yes

This chart shows that the majority of all of the departments felt that feeling safer
helped them focus on their work with animal care and land based having the highest
percentage of 85.71%. 14.06% of hair and beauty said no they did not feel that feeling
safer would help them focus on their work. The department that was most unsure was
construction and building trades with 25%.
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Q5. Do you think metal detectors would affect your learning?

Do you think metal detectors would affect your learning? (Department)

) ) ) 23.08%
Automotive and Engineering (1.39%) 46.15%
30.77%
] . 23.81%
Alternative Provision (2.39%) 61.90%
14.29%
) o 16.67%
Travel, Tourism, and Aviation (2.49%) 62.50%
20.83%
) ) 33.33%
Performing Arts and Music (2.89%) 59.26%
7.41%
) ) 25.00%
Animal Care and Land-based Studies (2.99%) 57.14%
17.86%
) 32.43%
IT and Computing (4.18%) 48.65%
18.92%
) o 18.00%
Catering and Hospitality (5.58%) 48.00%
34.00%
) ) 16.00%
Foundation Studies (5.68%) 58.00%
26.00%
. 20.31%
Hair and Beauty (6.77%) 64.06%
15.63%
) ) 21.05%
Creative and Design Arts (8.37%) 51.32%
27.63%
] . ) 20.00%
Business, Accounting & Prof Studies (8.47%) 64.00%
16.00%
] o 17.86%
Construction and Building Trades (10.26%) 63.10%
19.05%
) 20.39%
Science, Dental, and Pharmacy (11.65%) 60.19%
19.42%
) 12.77%
Health, Education, and Care (26.89%) 70.64%
16.60%
18.83%
All 61.56%
19.62%

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80%

Maybe ®mNo =Yes

The above chart shows that the majority of all departments felt that metal detectors
would not affect their learning with hair and beauty having the highest percentage of
64.06%. The department that felt that metal detectors would affect their learning
more was catering and hospitality with 34% of their students saying no. The most
unsure department was performing arts and music with 33.33% saying maybe.
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Q6. Would entrance checks or queues cause you stress?

Would entrance checks or queues cause you stress? (Department)

) ) ) 23.08%
Automotive and Engineering (1.39%) I 338.46%
38.46%

) o 14.29%
Alternative Provision (2.39%) IS 33.10%
47.62%
) o 20.83%
Travel, Tourism, and Aviation (2.49%) I 29.17%
50.00%
. ) 25.93%
Performing Arts and Music (2.89%) I ?5.93%
48.15%
) . 25.00%
Animal Care and Land-based Studies (2.99%) I 10.71% 64.D9%
. (o]

) 24.32%
IT and Computing (4.18%) I 40.54%
35.14%

) o 18.00%
Catering and Hospitality (5.58%) I ?3.00%
54.00%

. . 26.00%
Foundation Studies (5.68%) I 24.00%
50.00%

. 26.56%
Hair and Beauty (6.77%) IEEES— S.13%
45.31%

) . 19.74%
Creative and Design Arts (8.37%) I 28.95%
51.32%

] ) ) 24.00%
Business, Accounting & Prof Studies (8.47%) I 38.67%
37.33%

] o 17.86%
Construction and Building Trades (10.26%) IS 46.43%
35.71%

) 26.21%
Science, Dental, and Pharmacy (11.65%) I 38.83%
34.95%

. 22.98%
Health, Education, and Care (26.89%) I 35.32%
41.70%

22.77%
All I 34.05%
43.18%

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70%

Maybe ®mNo ®Yes

The above chart shows that not all of the departments felt that entry checks or queues
would cause stress, the department that said that they would not cause stress were
alternative provision, tourism travel and aviation, performing arts and music, animal
care and land-based studies, catering and hospitality, foundation studies, hair and
beauty and creative design and arts. Out of those departments animal care and land-
based studies students said that it would not cause stress the most at 64.29%. IT and
computing business accounting and professional studies, construction and trades,
science dental and pharmacy, all felt that that entry checks or queues would cause
stress the most. Automotive and engineering department both said that they would
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and they would not cause stress equally at 38.46%. The department that was the
most unsure was hair and beauty with 26.65% of students answering maybe.

Q7. What impact would metal detectors have on the atmosphere in
college?

What impact would metal detectors have on the atmosphere in college?
(Department)

) ) ] 16.67%
Automotive and Engineering (1.39%) I 8.33%
75.00%
) o 15.00%
Alternative Provision (2.39%) I 20.00%
65.00%
) o 0.00%
Travel, Tourism, and Aviation (2.49%) I 13.04%
86.96%
) ) 34.62%
Performing Arts and Music (2.89%) I 34.62%
30.77%
. ) 17.86%
Animal Care and Land-based Studies (2.99%) I 14.29%
67.86%

45.95%

IT and Computing (4.18%) I 13.51%
40.54%

) o 20.83%
Catering and Hospitality (5.58%) I 16.67%
62.50%

) ) 22.45%
Foundation Studies (5.68%) I 14.29%
63.27%

. 28.57%
Hair and Beauty (6.77%) I 12.70%
58.73%

) ) 23.29%
Creative and Design Arts (8.37%) I 31.51%
45.21%

21.92%
Business, Accounting & Prof Studies (8.47%) I 13.70% °
64.38%

17.07%
Construction and Building Trades (10.26%) I 15.85%0
67.07%

) 16.83%
Science, Dental, and Pharmacy (11.65%) I 15.84%
67.33%

) 21.40%
Health, Education, and Care (26.89%) I 11.79%
66.81%

21.76%
All NS 15.97%
62.27%

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

None m® Negative ® Positive

This chart shows that the majority of students at all the departments apart from
performing arts and music mostly said that metal detectors would have a positive
effect in college with tourism travel tourism and aviation department having the
highest percentage of children staying positive at 86.96%. The performing arts
department said that 34.6% of students said that it would have a negative impact
which is the most amongst the departments. The department which was the most
unsure with 45.95% of students saying maybe, was the IT and computing.
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Q8. Would installing metal detectors build trust between you and your
college?

Would installing metal detectors build trust between you and your college?

(Department)
) ) . 25.00%
Automotive and Engineering (1.39%) I 8.33%
66.67%
) . 15.00%
Alternative Provision (2.39%) I 75.00%
60.00%
) o 13.04%
Travel, Tourism, and Aviation (2.49%) I 8.70%
78.26%
) ) 46.15%
Performing Arts and Music (2.89%) I 19.23%
34.62%
. . 28.57%
Animal Care and Land-based Studies (2.99%) B 7.14%
64.29%
) 37.84%
IT and Computing (4.18%) I 18.92%
43.24%
. o 43.75%
Catering and Hospitality (5.58%) I 6.25%
50.00%
i . 20.41%
Foundation Studies (5.68%) I 12.24%
67.35%
. 28.57%
Hair and Beauty (6.77%) I 14.29%
57.14%
) ) 24.66%
Creative and Design Arts (8.37%) I 3?.88%
42.47%
) ) ) 35.62%
Business, Accounting & Prof Studies (8.47%) I 12.33%
52.05%
) o 28.05%
Construction and Building Trades (10.26%) I 18.29%
53.66%
. 33.66%
Science, Dental, and Pharmacy (11.65%) I 12.87%
53.47%
. 29.69%
Health, Education, and Care (26.89%) I 13.97%
56.33%
30.21%
All I 15.39%
54.40%

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90%

Maybe mNo mYes

This chart shows that the majority of students from all departments felt that installing
metal detectors would build trust between themselves and the college, with students
from the travel tourism and aviation department saying yes, the highest. The
department that did not believe that it would build trust the most was creative and
arts department with 32.88% of students answering no. The department which was
most unsure was the performing arts and music department with 46.15% of their
students answering maybe.
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Q9. Do you think metal detectors could make some students feel judged?

Do you think metal detectors could make some students feel judged?
(Department)

41.67%

Automotive and Engineering (1.39%) I 16.67%
41.67%

. . 15.00%
Alternative Provision (2.39%) I 40.00%
45.00%

. . 26.09%
Travel, Tourism, and Aviation (2.49%) I 30.43%
43.48%

) ) 38.46%
Performing Arts and Music (2.89%) I 6.92%
34.62%

39.29%

Animal Care and Land-based Studies (2.99%) I 14.29%
46.43%

) 21.62%
IT and Computing (4.18%) I 21.62%
56.76%

. o 29.17%
Catering and Hospitality (5.58%) I 12.50%
58.33%

. ) 32.65%
Foundation Studies (5.68%) I 14.29%
53.06%

41.27%

Hair and Beauty (6.77%) I ??.22%
36.51%

) . 23.29%
Creative and Design Arts (8.37%) I ?3.79%
53.42%

) ) . 30.14%
Business, Accounting & Prof Studies (8.47%) I ?3.729%
46.58%

. . 28.05%
Construction and Building Trades (10.26%) I 18.29%
53.66%

. 35.64%
Science, Dental, and Pharmacy (11.65%) I 14.85% 49.50%
. (0]

. 24.02%
Health, Education, and Care (26.89%) I )6.64%
49.34%

29.17%
All NN 21.76%
49.07%

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70%

Maybe ®mNo ®Yes

The above chart shows that the majority of students from most of the departments
apart from the performing arts and music department and the automotive and
engineering department felt that metal detectors could make some students feel
judged. The department with the most students feeling this way was catering and
hospitality with 58.33%. Forty percent of the students that attended the alternative
provision said that metal detectors would not make some students feel judged. The
department that was more unsure about this question was the automotive and
engineering department as 41% of students answered maybe. This was the same
amount as they felt the students would feel judged.
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Q10. Did you walk through the metal detector?

Did you walk through the metal detector? (Department)

Automotive and Engineering (1.39%) I 16.67%

83.33%
Alternative Provision (2.39%) - 288822
Travel, Tourism, and Aviation (2.49%) I 30.43% 69.57%
Performing Arts and Music (2.89%) ? 80.77%
Animal Care and Land-based Studies (2.99%) T — 388822
IT and Computing (4.18%) T —— 45'95;/2_050/0
Catering and Hospitality (5.58%) TR 0?.92% 27.08%
Foundation Studies (5.68%) I 32.65% 67.35%
Hair and Beauty (6.77%) - 14.29% B5.71%
Creative and Design Arts (8.37%) w 63.01%
Business, Accounting & Prof Studies (8.47%) — Rl 59.72%
Construction and Building Trades (10.26%) BN 2.63% 70.37%

) I 30.
Science, Dental, and Pharmacy (11.65%) 30.69% 69.31%

) I
Health, Education, and Care (26.89%) 30.26% 69.74%

I 35.54%
Al 64.46%

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90%

mNo mYes

The above chart shows that not all of the departments decided to go through the
metal detector, the departments with the most students going through the metal
detector was hair and beauty with 85.71%. The alternative provision and animal care
and land-based studies had 50% each. Finally, performing arts and music and creative
and design arts for students mostly did not go through the metal detector we are
performing arts and music having the highest percentage of 80.77% of students
choosing not to go through it.
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Q11. Did the metal detector activate?

Did the metal detector activate? (Department)

Automotive and Engineering (1.39%) 50.00%

50.00%
Alternative Provision (2.39%) 1000%_ 20.00%
Travel, Tourism, and Aviation (2.49%) T 7p-00%
Performing Arts and Music (2.89%) ? 80.90%
Animal Care and Land-based Studies (2.99%) I 5571 64.29%
IT and Computing (4.18%) — R 73.68%
Catering and Hospitality (5.58%) M 25.00% 75.00%
Foundation Studies (5.68%) I 33.33% 66.67%
Hair and Beauty (6.77%) — R 62.96%
Creative and Design Arts (8.37%) M 5.05 % 74.07%
Business, Accounting & Prof Studies (8.47%) _431841106/2/0
Construction and Building Trades (10.26%) I 29.82% 70.18%
Science, Dental, and Pharmacy (11.65%) I 41.18% 58.82%
Health, Education, and Care (26.89%) I 51.01% 68.99%
Al I 36.91% 63.09%

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

mNo mYes

The above chart shows that 9 out of the 14 departments made the metal detector
activate mostly, with catering and hostility being the highest (75%). This department
was closely followed by creative and design arts, IT and computing, and construction
and building trades, all with 70% and above activation rates. The alternative provision
was the department that active the metal detectors the least (90% did not activate),
while the automotive and engineering department was 50/50.
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Q12. Do you think metal detectors would enhance feelings of safety in

college?

Do you think metal detectors would enhance feelings of safety in college?

(Department)
. . . 33.33%
Automotive and Engineering (1.39%) I 8.33%
58.33%
. . 10.53%
Alternative Provision (2.39%) I 10.53%
78.95%
. . 8.70%
Travel, Tourism, and Aviation (2.49%) I 8.70%
82.61%
) ) 41.67%
Performing Arts and Music (2.89%) I 12.50%
45.83%
) ) 32.14%
Animal Care and Land-based Studies (2.99%) M 3.57%
64.29%
. 18.75%
IT and Computing (4.18%) E 6.25%
75.00%
) o 34.78%
Catering and Hospitality (5.58%) HEH 4.35%
60.87%
) ) 14.89%
Foundation Studies (5.68%) I 8.51%
76.60%
. 24.59%
Hair and Beauty (6.77%) B 4.92%
70.49%
) ) 21.74%
Creative and Design Arts (8.37%) I 18.84%
59.42%
i . . 24.29%
Business, Accounting & Prof Studies (8.47%) MM 7.14%
68.57%
) o 18.18%
Construction and Building Trades (10.26%) HEEE 9.09%
72.73%
) 22.45%
Science, Dental, and Pharmacy (11.65%) I 9.18%
68.37%
. 16.89%
Health, Education, and Care (26.89%) I 9.59%
73.52%
21.33%
All W 9.09%
69.58%
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90%
Maybe mNo mYes

The above chart shows that the majority of students from all departments felt that
metal detectors would enhance feelings of safety in college, with students from the
travel tourism and aviation department voting the most with 82.61%. The department
that did not feel metal detectors would enhance the safety in college was creative and
design arts with 18.84% of students answering no. Finally, the most unsure
department was performing arts and music with 41.67% of students answering
maybe.
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Q13. Do you think metal detectors would deter people from carrying

knives?

Do you think metal detectors would deter people from carrying knives?

(Department)
) ) . 16.67%
Automotive and Engineering (1.39%) I 8.33%
75.00%
) - 5.26%
Alternative Provision (2.39%) I 15.79%
78.95%
) o 13.04%
Travel, Tourism, and Aviation (2.49%) Bl 4.35%
82.61%
. ) 29.17%
Performing Arts and Music (2.89%) I 12.50%
58.33%
. . 25.00%
Animal Care and Land-based Studies (2.99%) B 7.14%
67.86%
. 18.75%
IT and Computing (4.18%) E 6.25%
75.00%
) o 26.09%
Catering and Hospitality (5.58%) I 13.04%
60.87%
) ) 12.77%
Foundation Studies (5.68%) I 6.38%
80.85%
. 24.59%
Hair and Beauty (6.77%) I 11.48%
63.93%
) ) 24.64%
Creative and Design Arts (8.37%) I ?1.74%
53.62%
] ) ) 22.86%
Business, Accounting & Prof Studies (8.47%) M 5.71%
71.43%
) o 23.38%
Construction and Building Trades (10.26%) M 5.19%
71.43%
) 20.41%
Science, Dental, and Pharmacy (11.65%) I 8.16%
71.43%
) 14.16%
Health, Education, and Care (26.89%) I 11.42%
74.43%
19.39%
All W 9.94%
70.67%

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90%

Maybe mNo mYes

The majority of students from all of the departments felt that metal detectors would
deter people from carrying knives with travel tourism and aviation department having
the most students saying yes with 82.61%. The department that did not think metal
detectors would deter people and carrying knives the most was the creative and design
arts with 21.74% of students answering no. The department that was most unsure
was performing arts and music with 29.17% of students answering maybe.
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Q14. Do you think students would avoid metal detectors?

Do you think students would avoid metal detectors? (Department)

) ) ] 16.67%
Automotive and Engineering (1.39%) I 8.33%
75.00%
) o 26.32%
Alternative Provision (2.39%) I 21.05%
52.63%
) o 34.78%
Travel, Tourism, and Aviation (2.49%) I 13.04%
52.17%
. . 29.17%
Performing Arts and Music (2.89%) I 16.67%
54.17%
) ) 57.14%
Animal Care and Land-based Studies (2.99%) I 7.14%
35.71%
) 34.38%
IT and Computing (4.18%) I 9.38%
56.25%
) o 41.30%
Catering and Hospitality (5.58%) B 4.35%
54.35%
. . 29.79%
Foundation Studies (5.68%) I 10.64%
59.57%
. 36.07%
Hair and Beauty (6.77%) I 9.84%
54.10%
. . 31.88%
Creative and Design Arts (8.37%) I 11.59%
56.52%
_ ) ) 41.43%
Business, Accounting & Prof Studies (8.47%) I 11.43%
47.14%
] o 31.17%
Construction and Building Trades (10.26%) I 7.79%
61.04%
) 40.82%
Science, Dental, and Pharmacy (11.65%) I 11.22%
47.96%
) 35.62%
Health, Education, and Care (26.89%) I 14.16%
50.23%
36.00%
All I 11.39%
52.61%

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80%

Maybe ®mNo =Yes

The above chart shows that the majority of most students in each department think
that students would avoid metal detectors. The department that thought this the most
was automotive and engineering with 75% saying yes. The only department that did
not think students would avoid metal detectors was animal care and land-based
studies with 57.14% of students saying maybe. The department that felt students
would not avoid the metal detectors was performing arts and music with 16.67%
saying so.
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Q15. Are you worried about knife crime?

Are you worried about knife crime? (Department)

) ) ) 25.00%
Automotive and Engineering (1.39%) = 0.00%
75.00%
) o 26.32%
Alternative Provision (2.39%) I 21.05%
52.63%
) o 21.74%
Travel, Tourism, and Aviation (2.49%) I 34.78%
43.48%
] 29.17%
Performing Arts and Music (2.89%) I 16.67%
54.17%
) ) 10.71%
Animal Care and Land-based Studies (2.99%) I 3?.14%
57.14%
. 15.63%
IT and Computing (4.18%) I 31.25%
53.13%
) o 28.26%
Catering and Hospitality (5.58%) I ?1.74%
50.00%
] ) 25.53%
Foundation Studies (5.68%) NI ?3.40%
51.06%
) 18.03%
Hair and Beauty (6.77%) I 26.23%
55.74%
) ) 15.94%
Creative and Design Arts (8.37%) I 43.48%
40.58%
) ) 18.57%
Business, Accounting & Prof Studies (8.47%) I 32.36%
48.57%
] o 25.97%
Construction and Building Trades (10.26%) I 33.77%
40.26%
. 30.61%
Science, Dental, and Pharmacy (11.65%) I 17.35%
52.04%
. 20.09%
Health, Education, and Care (26.89%) I ??.83%
57.08%
22.06%
All I 26.42%
51.52%

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80%

Maybe ®mNo =Yes

The above chart shows that the majority of students from all of the departments were
worried about knife crime with 75% of the automotive and engineering students
answering yes. The department that was the least worried about knife crime was
creative and design arts with 43.48% of students answering no. The department that
was the most unsure about knife crime was science dental and pharmacy with 30.61%
of students saying maybe.
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Q16. Have you been affected by knife crime?

Have you been affected by knife crime? (Department)

Automotive and Engineering (1.39%)

Alternative Provision (2.39%)

Travel, Tourism, and Aviation (2.49%)

Performing Arts and Music (2.89%)

Animal Care and Land-based Studies (2.99%)

IT and Computing (4.18%)

Catering and Hospitality (5.58%)

Foundation Studies (5.68%)

Hair and Beauty (6.77%)

Creative and Design Arts (8.37%)

Business, Accounting & Prof Studies (8.47%)

Construction and Building Trades (10.26%)

Science, Dental, and Pharmacy (11.65%)

Health, Education, and Care (26.89%)

All

The above chart shows that the majority of the students from all departments had not
been affected by knife crime with the alternative provision being least affected as
89.47% of students answered no. The department with the highest number of
students affected by knife crime was automotive and engineering with 41.67% of
students answering yes. The department that was most unsure if they had been
affected by knife crime was business accounting and professional studies with 17.17%

of students answering maybe.

8.33%
50.00%
41.67%
5.26%
5260/— 89.47%
.26%
8.70%
69.57%
21.74%
8.33%
75.00%
16.67%
3.57%
67.86%
28.57%
9.38%
78.13%
12.50%
6.52%
73.91%
19.57%
4.26%
74.47%
21.28%
9.84%
67.21%
22.95%
7.25%
76.81%
15.94%
17.14%
70.00%
12.86%
10.39%
59.74%
29.87%
10.20%
72.45%
17.35%
8.22%
77.17%
14.61%
8.97%
72.61%
18.42%
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Maybe ®mNo =Yes
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Q17. Do you or somebody you know carry/ have carried a knife?

Do you or somebody you know carry/ have carried a knife? (Department)

Automotive and Engineering (1.39%)

Alternative Provision (2.39%)

Travel, Tourism, and Aviation (2.49%)

Performing Arts and Music (2.89%)

Animal Care and Land-based Studies (2.99%)

IT and Computing (4.18%)

Catering and Hospitality (5.58%)

Foundation Studies (5.68%)

Hair and Beauty (6.77%)

Creative and Design Arts (8.37%)

Business, Accounting & Prof Studies (8.47%)

Construction and Building Trades (10.26%)

Science, Dental, and Pharmacy (11.65%)

Health, Education, and Care (26.89%)

All

0.00%

I 50.00%
50.00%
5.26%
84.21%
10.53%
4.35%
78.26%
17.39%
4.17%
75.00%
20.83%
7.14%
75.00%
17.86%
12.50%
71.88%
15.63%
6.52%
73.91%
19.57%
6.38%
72.34%
21.28%
11.48%
80.33%
8.20%
8.70%
68.12%
23.19%
7.14%
68.57%
24.29%
14.29%
61.04%
24.68%
9.18%
78.57%
12.24%
5.48%
78.54%
15.98%
7.88%
73.94%
18.18%

10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90%

Maybe ®mNo =Yes

The above chart shows that the majority of students apart from automotive and
engineering said that they had not or did not know somebody that carried a knife,
with the alternative provision having the more students saying no at 84.21%. The
department that did carry or knew somebody that carried a knife the most was the
automotive and engineering department where 50% of their children answered yes.
The department that was most unsure about the question was construction and
building trades with 14.29% of their students answering maybe.
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Q18. If you carried a knife, where would you dispose of it?

If you carried a knife where would you dispose of it? (Department)

Automotive and Engineering (1.39%)
Alternative Provision (2.39%)

Travel, Tourism, and Aviation (2.49%)
Performing Arts and Music (2.89%)

Animal Care and Land-based Studies (2.99%)
IT and Computing (4.18%)

Catering and Hospitality (5.58%)

Foundation Studies (5.68%)

Hair and Beauty (6.77%)

Creative and Design Arts (8.37%)

Business, Accounting & Prof Studies (8.47%)
Construction and Building Trades (10.26%)
Science, Dental, and Pharmacy (11.65%)
Health, Education, and Care (26.89%)

All

m Keep it

0%

0.00%
8.33%
50.00%
I 41.67%
Bl 5.26%
10.53%
47.37%

T 36.84%
0.00%

4.35%

I 65.22%
I 30.43%

I 8.33%
8.33%
70.83%
e 12.50%
M 3.57%

3.57%

I 42.86%
. 50.00%
I 9.38%

6.25%
I 46.88%
e 37.50%

I 8.70%

6.52%
N 45.65%
e 39.13%

I 6.38%

2.13%
I 53.19%
I, 38.30%

Il 6.56%

11.48%

42.62%
e 39.34%
B 4.35%

11.59%

47.83%
. 36.23%
I 8.57%
12.86%
47.14%
e 31.43%
Il 5.19%
20.78%

33.77%
T 40.26%
Bl 5.10%

21.43%
44.90%
[ 28.57%
Bl 4.57%

10.96%

52.05%
e 32.42%
Il 5.58%

11.88%
I 48.00%
. 34.55%

10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80%

Thow it (in a bush, river, woods etc) ®The Police station = A Weapon Amnesty Bin
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The above chart shows how students from each department would dispose of a knife,
the majority of departments would use a police station with the performing arts and
music students voting this 70.83%. Animal care and land-based studies and
construction and building trade would rather go to a weapon amnesty. The
department that was most likely to throw it was the construction and building trades
with 20.78% of their students answering maybe. And finally, the department most
likely to keep the knife was IT and computing with 9.38% of their students answering
that they would keep it.
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Q19. Would you support metal detectors being introduced permanently at
your college?

Would you support metal detectors being introduced permanently at your
college? (Department)

. . . 16.67%
Automotive and Engineering (1.39%) I 8.33%
75.00%
) o 21.05%
Alternative Provision (2.39%) HE 5.26%
73.68%
) o 17.39%
Travel, Tourism, and Aviation (2.49%) Bl 4.35%
78.26%
. ) 28.57%
Performing Arts and Music (2.89%) I ?3.81%
47.62%
. . 25.00%
Animal Care and Land-based Studies (2.99%) M 3.57%
71.43%
) 40.00%
IT and Computing (4.18%) I 13.33%
46.67%
) o 35.56%
Catering and Hospitality (5.58%) I 17.78%
46.67%
) ) 22.22%
Foundation Studies (5.68%) I 27.22%
55.56%
. 26.67%
Hair and Beauty (6.77%) I 8.33%
65.00%
) ) 23.53%
Creative and Design Arts (8.37%) IS )/.94%
48.53%
] ) ) 17.39%
Business, Accounting & Prof Studies (8.47%) I 15.94%
66.67%
) o 27.40%
Construction and Building Trades (10.26%) I 13.70%
58.90%
. 27.55%
Science, Dental, and Pharmacy (11.65%) I 11.22%
61.22%
. 26.76%
Health, Education, and Care (26.89%) I 8.45%
64.79%
26.00%
All T 13.06%
60.95%

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90%

Maybe mNo mYes

The majority of all of the students across all of the departments said that they would
support metal detectors being introduced permanently to their college, with travel
tourism and aviation students saying this the most at 78.26%. The department that
was least in support of this idea was performing arts and music department with
23.81% of their students answering no. The department that was the most unsure of
this idea was IT and computing with 40% of their students answering maybe.
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Q20. Do you think metal detectors should be used routinely to screen
everyone, or used to randomly search anyone?

Do you think metal detectors should be used routinely to screen everyone, or
used to randomly search anyone? (Department)

Automotive and Engineering (1.39%) 33.33% 66.67%

Alternative Provision (2.39%) 31.58%

68.42%
Travel, Tourism, and Aviation (2.49%) —47.3%6/1(70/0
Performing Arts and Music (2.89%) T .86 57.14%
Animal Care and Land-based Studies (2.99%) I 28.57% 71.43%
IT and Computing (4.18%) — KRR 56.67%
Catering and Hospitality (5.58%) TS 35.56% 64.44%
Foundation Studies (5.68%) S 37 .78 62.22%
Hair and Beauty (6.77%) M 3>.00% 65.00%
Creative and Design Arts (8.37%) SR 33 .82 66.18%
Business, Accounting & Prof Studies (8.47%) I 3.3 66.67%
Construction and Building Trades (10.26%) ——— YR 57.53%

: |
Science, Dental, and Pharmacy (11.65%) 38.78% 61.22%

. ]
Health, Education, and Care (26.89%) 38.50% 61.50%

N 37607
Al 62.31%

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80%

m Screen randomly Screen everyone

The majority of students across most of the departments apart from travel tourism
and aviation said that metal detectors should be used to screen everybody, with
71.43% of students studying animal care and land-based studies choosing this option.
Travel tourism and aviation students said that they should be used to screen randomly
with 52.17% of students saying this.
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Q21. If you were choosing where to study, would you choose a college
using metal detectors or a college who does not use metal detectors?

If you were choosing where to study, would you choose a college using metal

detectors or a college who does not use metal detectors? (Department)

Automotive and Engineering (1.39%) B 16.67% 83.33%
Alternative Provision (2.39%) TS 26.32% 73.68%
Travel, Tourism, and Aviation (2.49%) W 4.35% 95.65%
Performing Arts and Music (2.89%) ————ERR 66.67%
Animal Care and Land-based Studies (2.99%) B 7.14% 92.86%
IT and Computing (4.18%) M. 23.33% b6.67%
Catering and Hospitality (5.58%) M 22.22°% 77.78%
Foundation Studies (5.68%) M 22.22% 77.78%
Hair and Beauty (6.77%) M 15.00% 85.00%
Creative and Design Arts (8.37%) I 35.29% 64.71%
Business, Accounting & Prof Studies (8.47%) M 18.84% 81.16%
Construction and Building Trades (10.26%) B2 1.52% 78.08%
Science, Dental, and Pharmacy (11.65%) M 16.33% 83.67%
Health, Education, and Care (26.89%) — PR 77.93%
A N 21.02%
78.98%
0% 20% 40% 80% 100%  120%

m Not using metal detectors

Using metal detectors

The majority of students from all of the departments said that they would rather study
in a college that was using metal detectors with travel tourism and aviation department
saying this the most 95.65%. The department that was most against this idea was
creative and design arts with 35.29% of students saying that they would not go to a
college with a metal detector.
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Q22. How was your experience with this project?

How was your experience with this project? (Department)

58.33%
. . . I 75.00%
Automotive and Engineering (1.39%) 16.67%

63.16%
) . I 21.05%
Alternative Provision (2.39%) 10.53%

69.57%
]
Travel, Tourism, and Aviation (2.49%) 253.70 Yo

I  33.33%
Performing Arts and Music (2.89%) '81%

.17_ 53.57%
Animal Care and Land-based Studies (2.99%) 17.

53.33%
. I 23.33%
IT and Computing (4.18%) o 20.00%

46.67%
. o I 17.78%
Catering and Hospitality (5.58%) 26.67%

64.44%
. . I 20.00%
Foundation Studies (5.68%) 15.56%

63.33%
) 21.67%
Hair and Beauty (6.77%) 8.33%
El 5.00%
1.67%

36.76%
) ) I 16.18%
Creative and Design Arts (8.37%) 30.88%
. 10.29%
5.88%

57.97%
_ ) ) I 21.74%
Business, Accounting & Prof Studies (8.47%) 14.49%
M 2.90%
2.90%

]
. o I ?7.40%
Construction and Building Trades (10.26%) 23.29%
1 1.37%
4.11%

43.84%

47.96%
. I 31.63%
Science, Dental, and Pharmacy (11.65%) 17.35%
1 1.02%
2.04%

61.03%
. I 26.29%
Health, Education, and Care (26.89%) 11.74%
1 0.47%
0.47%
54.10%
I ?3.76%
All 16.92%
M 2.86%
2.36%

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80%

EExcellent mGood ' Okay mPoor ®Bad
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The majority of students in each department voted highest for having an excellent
experience on this project. The department that had the most negative experience
was creative design and arts, 16.17% of its students chose poor or bad. While the
department that had the most positive experience was Health, Education and Care
with 87.32% of students choosing excellent or good.

5 Discussion

5.1 All Students

Overall Perceptions of Safety at College

The findings show that most students feel safe within the
college environment, with 90% reporting feeling safe (Question “Feels a safe
1). The most frequent themes underpinning this were safety
perception and awareness, security infrastructure, and the
visible presence of security personnel, suggesting that the
college's existing security provision is already contributing
positively to how safe students feel. However, 1 in 10 students reported feeling
unsafe, and the main theme here was negative peer behaviour and social conduct,
including bullying and intimidation, verbal abuse, threatening behaviour, and a lack of
respect towards staff and peers. This is an important finding, as it suggests that
physical security measures alone are not sufficient to make all students feel safe. A
complementary, behavioural approach is likely to be needed, incorporating
behavioural education, clear expectations and consequences, the development of
positive relationships, staff training, supportive and accessible reporting systems, and
genuine opportunities for student voice.

place”

A similar pattern was found in relation to travel to and from college (Question 5).
Nearly 90% of students felt safe during their commute, largely due to confidence in
their mode of transport, whether public transport or their own vehicle. The remaining
10% showed concerns about the behaviour of other passengers and general safety
concerns. Again, this points to a need for education and support around managing
other people's negative behaviour, rather than purely infrastructural solutions.

These safety perceptions appear to have a partly meaningful, relationship with
academic engagement. Just over 75% of students agreed that feeling safer would
help them focus on their work (Question 7), while 15% were unsure and under 10%
disagreed. This suggests that safety is a contributing factor to concentration and
engagement, but not the only one; other, unmeasured factors are also likely to
influence students' ability to focus. This is reinforced by the finding that almost 80%
of students said they would choose to attend a college with a metal detector in place
(Question 30), indicating that safety is a significant, though not the sole, priority when
students consider where to study.
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Attitudes Towards Metal Detectors

Perceived safety benefits and deterrent effect

Attitudes towards metal detectors were mostly positive. Over 50% of students felt
that metal detectors would increase safety, mostly because they would make it harder
to bring knives onto the premises (Question 3).

A further 35% were unsure. However, even among this group there was general
agreement that detectors would improve safety, but concerns remained about
practical effectiveness: the process would be time-consuming or inconvenient, that
determined individuals could still find ways to bring knives in, and that the process
itself could cause alarm or distress.

These concerns could plausibly be mitigated through student education about the
purpose and process of screening, an efficient and well-managed screening procedure,
and a broader effort to build trust between students and college security measures.

This pattern was repeated in relation to the deterrent
effect specifically (Question 22): over 70% of students
believed metal detectors would deter people from
carrying knives into college, strengthening the idea that
visible security measures have a preventative function.
Around 1 in 5 students (19.39%) were unsure, reflecting
a belief that while some individuals may be deterred, others might seek alternative
ways of bringing weapons onto campus, and that wider social and behavioural issues
cannot be addressed through physical security alone. Only 9.94% felt metal detectors
would not function as a deterrent, favouring instead interventions such as mentoring,
education, and support services. Taken together, almost 30% of students expressed
some doubt about the deterrent effect on its own, strengthening the fact that metal
detectors are best understood as one part of a layered approach that should also
include knife crime education, mental health support, intervention programmes, and
positive staff-student relationships.

“Less people
carrying knives”

A similar pattern was found around whether students would attempt to avoid the
detectors altogether (Question 23). Over half of students believed others would try to
avoid metal detectors, showing concerns about peer behaviour and the possibility that
alternative, routes could be found to enter / exit the college. A further 36% were
unsure, and only 11.39% felt avoidance was unlikely. This strengthens the earlier
point that detectors alone cannot guarantee safety unless students are also reassured
that alternative means of bringing knives onto the premises are addressed.

Support for metal detectors as a permanent fixture was similarly strong (Question 28):
most students were in favour, while 26% remained unsure and a small minority did
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not support the idea, once more suggesting that detectors alone are unlikely to fully
resolve concerns around knife crime for all students. When asked how screening
should be applied (Question 29), most students felt that everyone should be required
to go through the metal detector, with 37.69% preferring a random selection
approach. The rationale for universal screening centred on eliminating profiling and
reducing the likelihood of knives entering the college undetected.

Trust, stigma and the student-college relationship

47 The relationship between metal detectors and trust
was more mixed. Just over half of students felt that
metal detectors would help build trust between
themselves and the college, suggesting recognition
that the college's aim is to keep them safe (Question
12). Around 30% said "maybe," acknowledging the
reasoning behind the measure while doubting it
would be sufficient on its own to build trust, and the
remaining 15.39% felt it would not build trust at all,
pointing to wider issues that may need to be
resolved first.

This is intricately linked to concerns about stigma (Question 13). Just under half of
students felt that installing metal detectors would make people feel judged, with
themes such as feeling suspected of wrongdoing, stigma and labelling, negative peer
perceptions, and a reduced sense of belonging. This is a considerable finding, as it
suggests that despite the likely benefits of metal detectors in reducing knife-related
risk, their introduction could also strain the relationship between students and the
college if not carefully managed. A further third of students were unsure, again
balancing recognition of the safety benefits against the risk of harm to the student-
college relationship, while only a minority felt they would not feel judged. Overall, this
indicates that metal detectors should not be implemented in isolation but accompanied
by clear communication and education to reduce feelings of suspicion or stigma.

Consistent with this, 69.58% of students felt that metal detectors would enhance
feelings of safety in college overall (Question 21), while 21.33% were unsure and
9.09% disagreed. Yet again the idea that metal detectors are unlikely to fully resolve
safety concerns for all students is strengthened. Also, complementary approaches
such as education and support remain necessary.

Impact on learning, wellbeing and college atmosphere

The findings around academic impact was more divided. Around 61.56% of students
felt metal detectors would not negatively affect their learning, but 19.52% disagreed,
raising concerns about increased anxiety, stress, and a potential drop in achievement,
while 18.83% were unsure (Question 8). Nearly half of students (48.65%) did not
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believe metal detectors would have a positive impact on learning which is a high
proportion when considered alongside some of the other findings. It suggests that this
may be linked to concerns about timing and emotional stress rather than a rejection
of the measure itself.

This project highlights concern around timing which were reflected directly in feelings
towards checks and queues (Question 9). The majority of students felt that checks
and queues would cause them stress as many students were likely to draw
comparisons to other forms of security screening: airport security. Around 22.77%
were unsure, suggesting a degree of uncertainty when weighing waiting time against
the value of the additional security measure. 34.05% did not believe it would cause
stress, suggesting these students had already weighed the inconvenience against the
low probability of another student carrying a knife. As only a minority felt reassured,
this points to a clear need for education, empowerment, and trust-building measures,
alongside an efficient screening process, to reduce anticipated stress.

Attitudes towards the overall atmosphere
created by metal detectors were more
positive than negative, despite concerns.
safer and prevent crime” Just over 62% of students felt that metal
detectors would create a positive
atmosphere, associating them with
security enhancement and improved perceptions of campus safety (Question 10).
Around 16% felt the atmosphere would be negatively affected, mentioning
psychological stress and queuing issues consistent with the concerns raised above.
The remainder were unsure, this could suggest that clear communication about the
reasoning behind screening, and the screening process itself, could help shift this
group towards a more positive mindset.

“Would make everyone feel

Experience of the Security Screening Process

The direct experience that the students had with the screening process provided useful
context for the attitudinal findings above. Around 65% of students chose to walk
through the metal detector as part of the project. Over half of this group reporting a
positive experience, associating it with security assurance and an openness to the
screening procedure (Question 14). This suggests that an open mindset, combined
with reassurance, increases the likelihood of a positive experience. Around 32% felt
neutral, mentioning nervousness or anxiety alongside general unfamiliarity with the
process. However, for some students, this reflected familiarity gained through
repeated exposure during the project. A further 19% reported a negative experience,
which again was linked to nervousness, anxiety, and unfamiliarity with the procedure.

35.54% of students chose not to go through the detector at all, which is worth further
consideration in terms of participation barriers. Due to the overlap in themes between
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neutral and negative responses, processes such as including establishing a visible
support for students, help it feel routine, encourage peer-led engagement, and
providing education on coping strategies for anxiety.

Of those students that passed through the metal detector, it activated for 63.09% of
students (Question 16). Positive experiences for those students that set the alert off
were linked to confidence, reassurance, and positive interactions with staff.
Highlighting the importance of a knowledgeable, approachable team with effective
communication skills. Neutral responses were largely from students who knew they
were not carrying anything of concern. On the other hand, negative responses were
driven by an emotional reaction to the activation itself. This suggests that initiative-
taking, reassuring communication, would help reduce negative emotional responses.
Such as clarifying that activation can be triggered by a wide range of everyday items
and not just weapons.

This is supported by the findings on what caused activation (Question 18), which was
mostly jewellery or metal components on lanyards. A simple recommendation from
this is that students could be asked to place lanyards with their bags before going
through the metal detector. However, this would not be as easy with jewellery, so
additional time should be included for a second search.

The secondary search process itself (Question 19) saw a large shift in experiences
compared with the initial screening: positive responses fell by 19.07%, negative
responses fell by 6.68%, and neutral responses rose by 25.74%. For both positive and
negative shifts, an emotional response was the primary driver. For some of the
students their earlier negative emotions appeared to have been resolved after their
experience with the primary section of the search process. While the remaining
students may have had a negative time due to discomfort as a result of the way in
which the second search was conducted; a handheld device requiring students to
stand with arms apart). The rise in neutral responses could possibly be explained by
students having already been through the initial detector and accordingly feel less
apprehensive about the process overall.

Awareness of and Exposure to Knife Crime

Past attitudes to metal detectors specifically, the findings point to a meaningful level
of concern about knife crime among students. Just over half (51.52%) said they were
worried about knife crime, with a further 22.06% saying "maybe," and only 26.23%
stating they were not worried (Question 24). This relatively high level of concern
underlines the need for continued awareness-raising through a combination of security
measures, education, and support.

Positively, the majority of students reported not having been personally affected by
knife crime (Question 25), though 8.97% said "maybe," which may reflect a lack of
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trust to disclose such information. Almost 1 in 5 students indicated some degree of
personal impact, which is a considerable proportion and strengthens the earlier finding
that a meaningful minority of students do not feel entirely safe at college. Similarly, a
pattern was found in relation to knowledge of knife-carrying (Question 26): almost
75% of students said they neither carried nor knew someone who carried a knife.
7.88% were unsure, these strengths the previous idea around the lack of trust that
the students have. Finally, 18.18% of students confirmed that they did, or knew
someone who did carry a knife. Again, this represents close to 1 in 5 students,
suggesting a visible impact on the wider student community's feelings and experiences
around knife crime.

When asked what they would do if they found a
knife (Question 27), most students said they would
take it to a police station, followed by placing it in a
weapon amnesty bin, with throwing it away or
keeping it being the least common responses. While
these last two responses were a minority, they point
to a gap in understanding around safety and the
consequences associated with knife possession. It is
also worth noting a practical limitation with the most
common response, students would dispose of a
knife at a police station. This is due to many police
stations no longer have front desks, meaning students who intend to hand in a weapon
this way may be unable to do so in practice. This is an issue that should be addressed
through clearer guidance on reporting routes.

Student-Led Recommendations for Improving Safety

When asked directly what should be done to reduce knife crime in colleges (Question
31), the most frequently cited theme was additional security measures, particularly
metal detectors. Followed by knife crime awareness campaigns, strengthening the
idea that metal detectors need to be complimented with education and support to
make the biggest impact. Disciplinary and enforcement actions were the third most
common theme, with students expecting those that carry knife getting the adequate
consequence. The least mentioned themes were security screening procedures and
youth or student programmes. Again, strengthening the overall picture that while
metal detectors may reduce knife-related incidents, their impact is likely to be far
greater when combined with education and support. Additionally, Disciplinary and
enforcement actions in particular should be communicated clearly to students,
especially in the aftermath of any incidents, to reinforce transparency and trust.

These thoughts were repeated in final open comments on safety at college (Question
32), where the most frequent theme was around how safety could be improved more
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broadly (35.85%), followed by weapon and metal detector security specifically
(29.74%), personal safety perception (18.37%), and crime and violence prevention
(16.04%). Overall, their concluding thoughts were aimed to more towards
constructive suggestions: further security measures, and education around knife
crime.

Reflections on the Research Project
Finally, it is worth noting that
participation in the research process
itself was well received. Most students
people’s intentions are so if (94.78%) reported an "okay" to
there are ways to avoid do so.” | "excellent" experience taking part in
the project, with only 5.22% reporting
a negative experience (Question 33),
which may be linked to the emotional responses to screening discussed above. This
elevated level of participant satisfaction suggests the project was successful in
providing a valuable and largely positive experience for participants, which also lends
confidence to the reliability of the attitudinal data collected.

“Good but never know what

5.2 Age

This section investigates how student
perceptions of safety, and attitudes
towards the introduction of metal
detectors, varied across four age
groups: 15-17, 18-19, 20-24, and supportive, and secure.”
25+. While there was a lot of
consistency across all of the age groups
on most questions, with all age groups largely favourable towards safety measures
and generally feeling safe at college, several reoccurring patterns became known.
Mostly, the 20—24 age group consistently stood out amongst the other age groups as
the most prominent across almost every question for priority, and the 15-17 age group
also required attention on a smaller number of measures.

“| feel safe in college because
the environment is friendly,

General Safety Across Age Groups

All age groups reported feeling safe at college overall, with over 90% agreement in
every group except 20-24, suggesting this group should be prioritised for further
support. A similar level of consistency was found when looking at travel safety: all age
groups reported feeling safe travelling to and from college, with the 25+ group
reporting the highest confidence and the 18-19 group reporting marginally lower
confidence, although the difference between groups was small and the overall trend
stayed the same.
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The relationship between safety and academic focus varied slightly by age. While all
groups agreed that feeling safer would help them focus on their work, the 20-24
group was the only age group to disagree with this. The 15-17 group was the most
uncertain. This suggests the link between safety and concentration may be less
straightforward for these two groups than for the rest of the cohort.

Attitudes Towards Metal Detectors by Age

Support for metal detectors stayed mostly the same across age groups, but with
differences in strength of feeling. All groups agreed they would feel safer if every
student walked through a metal detector, though the oldest group showed the
strongest agreement while the youngest group (15-17) showed the weakest
agreement and were also the most unsure, suggesting younger students may need
more reassurance about the purpose and process of screening.

This pattern continued when looking at trust: all groups felt metal detectors would
help build trust between students and the college, but the 20-24 group had the
greatest number of students that felt the opposite, the 15-17 age group was the most
unsure. A similar pattern was found around whether the permanent use of metal
detectors would enhance feelings of safety, where the 25+ group agreed most
strongly, the 20—24 group had the greatest number of students that disagreed, and
the 15-17 group was most unsure, again pointing to these two groups needing
particular consideration.

Attitudes towards atmosphere followed the same pattern as all age groups felt metal
detectors would have a positive impact on the atmosphere within college, with the
25+ group showing the highest agreement. However, it differed slightly as this same
group also had the highest proportion believing it would have a negative impact,
suggesting more polarised views within this group specifically. The 18-19 group was
the most unsure overall.

Concerns about stigma were shared across
the 3 younger age groups, with 15-17, 18-19
“They make students fear | and 20-24 all showing that metal detectors

being interrogated.” could make students feel judged. The 25+
group had the highest proportion of students
who did not feel this way, although this group
also showed the highest uncertainty. This may suggest that the concern was not
completely absent even among older students.

All age groups agreed that metal detectors would deter knife-carrying, with one of the
older age groups showing the strongest agreement. The 20-24 group was the most
doubtful that metal detectors would achieve this effect and they were also the most
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unsure overall, again strengthening the need to prioritise this group. This wider
pattern was repeated again in relation to permanent installation and the approach to
screening: the 25+ group showed the highest support, the 20-24 group the strongest
opposition, the 15-17 group the most uncertainty, and the 20-24 group was also the
most likely to suggest random rather than universal screening on entry.

Experience of the Screening Process by Age

Willingness to take part in the screening process during the project varied a lot by
age. More students in the 15-17, 18-19 and 25+ groups chose to walk through the
metal detector than chose not to, with the 15—-17 group the most willing. By contrast,
the 20-24 group was the only group where the majority chose not to walk through
the detector, with almost 75% opting out. This suggests a disconnect between this
group's stated views on metal detectors and their willingness to personally experience
screening, reinforcing the case for prioritising this age group in future engagement.

Beliefs about whether other students would try to avoid the metal detectors followed
the wider patter in that all groups felt this was likely to some degree. However, the
20-24 group believed this most strongly, while the 25+ group was least likely to
believe students would attempt to avoid screening. The 18—-19 group was the most
unsure, though closely matched by the 15-17 and 25+ groups.

Knife Crime Awareness and Behaviour by Age

Concern about knife crime was present across all age groups, with the 25+ group
reporting the highest worry and the 15-17 group reporting the lowest concern and
the highest uncertainty. This suggests that awareness-raising should be targeted
particularly at younger students. In terms of personal exposure, all groups most
frequently reported not having been affected by knife crime, with the 25+ group
reporting this most strongly, while the 20-24 group reported the highest levels of
being affected and was also the most unsure. A similar pattern became known around
knowing someone who carries a knife: the 25+ group was least likely to know such a
person, while the 20-24 group was both the most likely to know someone and the
most unsure.

Differences by age were also shown in how students said they would respond if they
found a knife. The 25+ group was the most likely to use a weapon amnesty bin, while
the remaining groups were more inclined to take it to a police station. Notably, the
20-24 group was more likely to say they would throw the weapon away, and the 15—
17 group was the most likely to say they would keep it. These last two responses are
of grave concern, suggesting a lack of understanding of safe and appropriate weapon
disposal. This shows that both groups should be prioritised for targeted education on
this issue.
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Willingness to Attend and Overall Project Experience by Age

Most age groups said they would be more likely to attend a college with metal
detectors in place, although students from the 15—-17 age group said this the least in
comparison to other groups. This view may be shaped by other priorities alongside
safety.

Students across all age groups were generally happy with their experience of taking
part in the project. However, consistent with the patterns identified throughout this
analysis, the 20—24 age group reported the lowest enjoyment, mirroring its position
as the most frequently identified group in need of prioritisation across almost every
question analysed.

Summary of Age-Based Findings

Taken as a whole, the findings

show an elevated level of
a”, ¢
Personalised help for people who consistency in overall attitudes

are carrying knives rather than across the student population,

judgment/harsh punishment, ” with the majority of students in
every age group feeling safe and
supportive of enhanced security
measures. However, the 20-24 age group emerged repeatedly stood apart from the
rest the least likely to feel safe overall, the most sceptical about the benefits of metal
detectors, the most likely to opt out of the screening process despite the project's
voluntary framing. Finally, the group reporting the least positive experience of the
project overall.

The 15-17 age group also appeared as a group requiring particular attention, though
in a unique way when being compared to the 20-24 age group. The 15-17 age group
showed higher uncertainty across questions, lower concern about knife crime, and
was the age group most like to keep a knife instead of using a safe way to dispose of
it.

These findings suggest that if metal detectors were to be implemented, this should be
accompanied by tailored education and support specific to students in the age groups
20-24 and 15-17. Keeping in mind that a broadly supportive approach should be
implemented for the wider student population.

5.3 Gender

This section investigates how student perceptions of safety, and attitudes towards the
introduction of metal detectors, varied across gender groups: male, female, and
nonbinary/other. While the overall direction of opinion was largely similar across all
three groups, several consistent differences came to light, mostly that nonbinary/other
students reported comparatively lower confidence in their own safety and in the
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benefits of metal detectors across almost every question, with female students also
standing out on fewer occasions.

General Safety Perceptions by Gender

# The large majority of students across all gender
groups reported feeling safe at college, with male
students reporting the highest level of agreement
(91.33%), followed by female students (90.06%)
and nonbinary/other students (88%). Although
these figures are all high, it is worth noting that
around 1 in 10 students overall did not feel safe,
regardless of gender, suggesting that any work
undertaken to improve safety at college should be
applied across all gender groups rather than
targeted at one alone.

Similarly, this was found when looking at travel safety, where all groups reported
feeling safer more than unsafe travelling to and from college, with male students
reporting the highest confidence (92.77%). On the other hand, nonbinary/other
students reported the lowest confidence, with around 20% indicating they did not feel
safe while travelling. This suggests that this group in particular would benefit from
targeted support around travel safety.

The link between safety and academic focus also varied by gender. Female students
showed the strongest agreement that feeling safer would help them focus on their
work (76.73%), while 24%nonbinary/other students disagreed with this, and male
students were the most uncertain (17.25%). This suggests that nonbinary/other
students may need the most attention when considering how improvements to safety
could translate into improved focus and engagement.

Attitudes Towards Metal Detectors by Gender

Support and perceived safety benefit

All gender groups agreed that they would feel safer if every student were required to
walk through a metal detector, though male students showed the strongest agreement
(54.62%), followed by female students (48.95%) and nonbinary/other students
(44.00%), who disagreed with the question the most. Female students answered
“maybe" the most to this question. This suggests that further work is needed to
understand what would help this group feel more confident that universal screening
would improve their safety, in addition to the more clearly indicated need to prioritise
nonbinary/other students.
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This pattern continued when students were asked whether the permanent use of
metal detectors would enhance feelings of safety: male students agreed the most,
with female students close behind, while nonbinary/other students said that they
agreed the least and were the most unsure. Similarly, when asked about permanent
introduction of metal detectors specifically, female students showed the strongest
support (62.03%) and the highest proportion answering "maybe" (28.27%), while
nonbinary/other students were the least supportive with 20% of them saying no.

Deterrence and screening approach

Across all gender groups, the majority believed metal detectors would deter students
from carrying knives. 72% of male students agreed, making them the most, while
female students only narrowly behind. However, nonbinary/other students were
considerably more doubtful, with 25% saying metal detectors would not function as a
deterrent, compared with under 10% of male and female students. 20% of female
students were the most unsure on this question.

A related pattern

vy . X became known when
“l feel like if people are having searches or students were asked

getting stolen from if searches were in whether they believed
place I think it would make people more other students would
try to avoid metal
detectors  altogether.
85% of
nonbinary/other students were by far the most to believe this would happen, as a
large majority answered yes and none answering no. On the other hand, male and
female students were split roughly evenly, with around half agreeing and roughly 1 in
10 disagreeing. This suggests nonbinary/other students hold a stronger expectation
that peers would seek to avoid screening.

required to carry a knife for protection.”

When asked how screening should be applied, the majority across all groups favoured
screening every student rather than random checks, with nonbinary/other students
showing the strongest preference for universal screening. A majority of male students
were in favour of a random approach instead, with 40.97% disagreeing with universal
screening. Overall, the findings were that if metal detectors were introduced, they
should be used to screen all students rather than at random.

Trust, stigma and atmosphere

All gender groups agreed that installing metal detectors would help build trust between
students and the college, with male and female students giving similar responses.
Nonbinary/other students disagreed the most with 18.81% answering no, they were
the students that answer “maybe” most frequently. This indicates that this group
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should be a particular priority when considering how to build trust through any future
safety interventions.

Concerns about stigma were also more distinct among nonbinary/other students,
68.17% of them felt that metal detectors could make some students feel judged,
compared with just under half of male and female students, who gave broadly similar
responses to one another across all answers to the question. Given that the majority
of every gender group expressed this concern, it is recommended that this issue be
treated as a priority across all gender groups and not just one group alone.

A similar picture emerged regarding the impact of metal detectors on the college
atmosphere: while all gender groups felt the overall impact would be positive,
nonbinary/other students said that it would have either a negative or no impact on
the atmosphere. Again, suggesting that this group should be given priority if looking
at future engagement.

Experience of the Screening Process by Gender

Willingness to take part in the screening process during the project also varied by
gender. Around 65% of both male and female students chose to walk through the
metal detector, showing strong engagement. Nonbinary/other students were evenly
split, with only half choosing to do so, showing a considerably higher rate of opting
out compared with the other two groups. This shows as a further indication that this
group should be prioritised in efforts to build confidence in the screening process.

Detector activation rates were largely the same between male and female students.
However, nonbinary/other students activated the detector approximately 10% more
frequently than the other groups. This warrants further research to understand the
specific factors contributing to activation within this group.

Knife Crime Awareness and Behaviour by Gender

Concern about knife crime
was largely the same across
all gender groups, with female
and nonbinary/other students
reporting the highest levels of worry, at around 55% each. Nonbinary/other students
also had a comparatively high proportion who were not worried (35%), closely
followed by male students (34.80%), suggesting more divided views within this group
specifically. Taken together, female students appear to show the most consistent level
of concern about knife crime across the groups.

“Metal detectors should be essential.”

When looking at personal impact, the majority of students across all groups reported
not having been affected by knife crime, with 75.51% of female students reporting
this, making them the strongest. Nonbinary/other students reported the highest rate
of personal impact with 40%, and they also answered maybe most frequently (15%).
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This suggests that this group has experienced a disproportionately higher level of
exposure to knife crime.

This same pattern was shown in response to knowing someone who carries a knife:
male and female students overwhelmingly said no, with female students showing the
highest rate (79.01%), The majority of nonbinary/other students, 55% said yes. This
group was also the group with the highest portion of student that said maybe. This
suggests nonbinary/other students are considerably more likely than their peers to
carry a knife themselves or know someone who does.

When asked what they would do if they found a knife, male and female students
mostly said they would take it to a police station, while nonbinary/other students were
more likely to say they would use a weapon amnesty bin. As both police stations and
weapon amnesty bins represent safe disposal routes, this is a broadly reassuring
finding; nonetheless, it would be worth ensuring all gender groups are equally aware
of, and confident using, both options.

Attendance and Overall Project Experience

When asked whether they would choose to attend a college with metal detectors, the
majority of students in every gender group said they would. A quarter of
nonbinary/other students said that they would not. Although, the difference between
groups was reasonable, at around 2 in 10 students overall.

Finally, students across all gender groups reported an incredibly positive experience
of taking part in the project, with "excellent" the most common rating. This suggests
students generally felt the project was worthwhile and that their input was valued and
needed.

Summary of Gender-Based Findings

Across nearly every question, nonbinary/other students consistently reported lower
rates of participation in screening, lower feelings of safety, greater scepticism about
the benefits of metal detectors, higher perceived stigma, and a greater likelihood of
personal exposure to knife crime, when being compared with male and female
students. At the same time, this group also showed dedicated support for protective
measures such as universal rather than random screening, suggesting their concerns
may come from less from opposition to safety measures themselves and more from a
heightened sense of vulnerability and possible need for reassurance.

Female students also highlighted the need for specific attention in a smaller number
of areas, particularly those around uncertainty over how metal detectors would make
them feel, and their higher levels of worry about knife crime.

male students were generally the most confident and the least likely to express
concern across the groups.
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These findings suggest that any strategy to build trust and support around the
implementation of metal detectors and wider safety measures should give particular
thought to the experiences of nonbinary and other gender-diverse students, while
remaining responsive to the

specific areas of uncertainty “It's good that somethings being

expressed by female students, ’ .
Xpr y Tem 1 done because there's a knife culture
rather than adopting a uniform

- . - ”
approach across all gender in this generation.
groups.

5.4 Race

This section investigates how
“| feel safe with my friends and I've student perceptions of safety,
and attitudes towards the

never been put in danger here. _ :
introduction of metal detectors,

varied across race groups:
White, Black, Asian, Mixed, and students who identified as "other." Unlike some of the
other demographic breakdowns considered elsewhere in this report, no single race
group emerged as a consistent outlier across every question. Instead, diverse groups
showed elevated concern or distinct behaviour on specific issues, suggesting that any
response to these findings should be tailored to the area of need for each group,
rather than assuming one group requires broader or more widespread support than
the others.

General Safety Perceptions by Race

The large majority of students across all race groups reported feeling safe at college,
with agreement ranging narrowly between 88.7% and 90.98%. Asian students
reported the lowest level of agreement, with 11.30% saying that they did not feel
safe. While these figures are mostly positive, it is worth noting that up to 1 in 10
students across some race groups did not feel safe, which may warrant further
attention regardless of race.

A similarly in relation to travel safety, the majority of every race group reported that
they felt safe travelling to and from college. White students reported comparatively
the lowest confidence, although the difference between groups was fair overall.

The relationship between safety and academic focus was more visible by race. 82.46%
of Asian students showed the strongest agreement that feeling safer would help them
focus on their work, while 10.16% of White students disagreed. The students
identifying as "other" were the ones to answer "maybe” the most frequently. Despite
these differences, the large majority of students across every race group agreed that
feeling safer would help them focus.
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Attitudes Towards Metal Detectors by Race

Support and perceived safety benefit

The majority of all race groups said that they would feel safer if every student were
required to walk through a metal detector, although Black students disagreed the most
(18.8%), Mixed-race students were the most unsure. When "maybe" and "no"
responses were combined, the groups had more of an even split, suggesting that
metal detectors alone may not be sufficient to make students from these groups feel
considerably safer, and that complementary measures should also be considered.

The mixed reactions continued when students were asked whether metal detectors
would enhance feelings of safety generally: all groups agreed the same for the most
part, with Mixed-race students showing the strongest agreement, Asian students
disagreed most frequently, while students identifying as "other” were the most unsure.
The students support for permanent introduction followed a similar pattern, with the
majority of every race group in favour, with students identifying as "other" opposing
and being unsure the most. This suggests that this group in particular would benefit
from further engagement on the topic.

Deterrence and screening approach

The majority of students
across all race groups
believed metal detectors
knives being brought in would be safer” | would deter knife-carrying,
with over 80% of mixed-
race students showing
strong agreement. On the other hand, 10.48% of Asian students disagreed, making
them the most amongst the groups. However, this was this was only marginally higher
than the lowest level of the other groups (9.73%), indicating shared feeling on this
point across race groups.

“Knowing that there won’t be any

A similar question asked whether students believed their peers would try to avoid
metal detectors. The majority of Mixed-race students believed that this would happen,
additionally, Black students also showed an elevated level of agreement (40%). Asian
students disagreed the most with 20% saying that they did not believe students would
attempt to avoid screening. Overall, the majority of students across all race groups
believed some avoidance would occur, highlighting thought to go in the design if
implemented.

When asked whether screening should apply to everyone or be conducted at random,
the majority of every race group favoured screening all students. However, Asian
students favoured random screening instead, suggesting that if metal detectors were
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introduced, targeted communication about the justification for universal screening
may be particularly useful for this group.

Trust, stigma and atmosphere

All race groups agreed that metal detectors would help build trust between students
and the college, with Asian students showing the strongest agreement. Students
identifying as "other" disagreed the most, and finally, White students were the most
unsure with 31% answering "maybe”.

The concerns about stigma were shared across all race groups, with the majority in
every group agreeing that metal detectors could make students feel judged. Students
that were in strongest agreement with this concern were black students. Mixed-race
students disagreed the most, while 35.94% of students identifying as "other" were
unsure, making them the highest amongst the groups. Mixed-race students provided
the narrowest gap between "yes" and "no" responses. This could suggest that more
divided views were present within this group specifically. However, this concern was
shared with the majority of students across all groups. Therefore, attention needs to
be given across all race groups rather than being isolated to one.

A similar pattern became known when looking at the impact of metal detectors on
college atmosphere: the majority of every race group believed a positive impact would
be created. Students identifying as "other" felt that there would be a negative impact.
Finally, white students felt that there would be non-change, marginally ahead of Black
students.

Impact on learning and stress

“., , The majority of students across all race groups felt
& that metal detectors would not negatively affect
their learning, with 67.19% of Mixed-race students
showing the strongest agreement. 28.07% of Asian
students believed that metal detectors would affect
their learning he highest of the groups. Finally,
students identifying as "other" were the most
unsure.

Attitudes towards entrance checks and queues were
more divided. All race groups except those
identifying as "other" felt that checks and queues would cause them stress, with 46%
of White students expressing this most strongly. Students identifying as "other" were
the only group that disagreed mostly with 39.39% saying no, this group was also the
most uncertain, with 27.27% answering “maybe”. As responses were closely split for
most groups, with White students showing the largest gap between "yes" and "no," it
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suggests that stress related to entrance checks and queues should be treated as a
priority across all race groups rather than any specifically.

Experience of the Screening Process by Race
Willingness to take part in the

screening process was high
across all race groups, with “Didn’t feel like it mattered either way”

Asian students showing the

highest participation rate and

the lowest proportion opting out, with only 28.83% not participating. On the other
hand, White students had the highest proportion who chose not to walk through the
detector with 38.20% not participating. Even though the overall gap between the
highest and lowest participation rates was relatively close.

Detector activation was common across all race groups except those identifying as
"other," with Mixed-race students showing the highest activation rate. Students
identifying as "other" were evenly split between activation and non-activation, the
highest rate of non-activation recorded among any group. Overall, the majority of
students across all race groups experienced activation when passing through the
detector.

Knife Crime Awareness and Behaviour by Race

Concern about knife crime was widespread, with the majority of every race group
expressing worry. Students identifying as "other" reported the highest level of
concern, while 33.61% Black students said that there were not worried, and the
majority of Mixed-race students were the most unsure.

When looking at personal impact, the majority of every race group reported not having
been affected by knife crime. However, Black students reported the highest level of
personal impact with 24.37% saying yes, closely followed by Mixed-race students at
24.14%. Black students also answered maybe the most frequently, suggesting that
Black and Mixed-race students may be disproportionately affected by knife crime
compared with their peers, making them extremely vulnerable.

A related pattern came to light when looking into the knowledge of knife-carrying:
while the majority of every race group said they neither carried nor knew someone
who carried a knife, Mixed-race students said yes, the most at almost 30% and Asian
students were the most unsure of the groups. This again points to Mixed-race students
as a group that may benefit from targeted prevention work.

When asked what they would do if they found a knife, the majority of students across
all race groups said they would take it to a police station. Black students were the
most likely to say they would use a weapon amnesty bin instead, which, like a police
station, represents a safe disposal route. However, the majority of Asian students said
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that they would just throw the weapon away, and students that identified as "other”
said that they would keep it most frequently amongst the groups — both of which are
unsafe responses. This suggests that targeted education on safe and appropriate
weapon disposal would be particularly valuable for these two groups.

Attendance and Overall Project Experience

When asked whether they would choose to study at a college with metal detectors,
the majority of every race group said they would. Black students was the group that
wanted the presence of metal detectors the most. The overall preference for metal
detectors was shared broadly across all race groups.

Finally, the experience of taking part in the project was positive across all race groups,
with "excellent" the most common rating overall and every group scoring around 80%
or higher for a positive experience. Asian students reported the most positive
experience, while Black students reported the most negative experience relative to the
other groups, though this remained an extremely small proportion overall.

Summary of Race-Based Findings

Unlike the patterns seen in the other demographics, no single race group was seen as
the one that stood out amongst the others. Rather, each group showed their own
areas of concern:

Black students had the strongest preference for metal detectors being present at their
college, they reported higher exposure to knife crime and, alongside a quite negative
experience of the project itself.

Asian students showed a greater preference for random rather than universal
screening, more concern about the potential impact of metal detectors on their
learning and were the most likely to report they would dispose of a found knife
unsafely by throwing it away.

Mixed-race students showed the highest awareness of knife-carrying among
themselves or their peers and also the strongest belief that other students would try
to avoid screening.

Students identifying as "other" showed a pattern that frequently occurred of greater
doubt towards metal detectors overall, including greater anticipated impact on
atmosphere, higher perceived stress from entrance checks, lower trust and were the
most likely to say they would keep rather than report a found weapon.

These findings suggest that a single, uniform communication or education strategy is
unlikely to address the full range of concerns identified with this demographic. Any
response to this research should be tailored to the specific, and largely distinct, needs
of each race group rather than assuming shared priorities across all groups.
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5.5 Area

This section investigates how student perceptions of safety, and attitudes towards the
introduction of metal detectors, varied across the different areas represented in the
survey (S2, S5, S8, S12, and S13). While the overall direction of opinion was broadly
consistent across areas, with the majority of students in every area supportive of
safety measures, one area in particular, S5, emerged repeatedly as an outlier across
a wide range of questions, with S13 also standing out on several measures.

General Safety Perceptions by Area
The large majority of students

across all areas reported

feeling safe at college, with | feel safe because of my friends
most areas scoring above | afways being with me whenever I need
90%. However, students from them and stavina awav from peovle. |
S2 reported the lowest level of ying Y people,

agreement, with  11.90% don’t feel comfortable being near.”

saying they did not feel safe.

While these figures are broadly positive, it is worth noting that around 1 in 10 students
across some areas did not feel safe, suggesting that some further work on this issue
should be considered across all areas rather than being limited to one.

A similar pattern became known in that the majority of students in every area reported
feeling safe travelling to and from college. The difference came from S13 reported the
lowest confidence, closely followed by S5, suggesting these two areas should be
prioritised for further work on travel safety specifically.

The relationship between safety and academic focus also differed by area. Students
from S8 showed the strongest agreement that feeling safer would help them focus on
their work, while students from S5, followed by S13, were the most likely to disagree,
leaving students from S12 the most unsure. This suggests that, although safety is
clearly linked to focus for most students, it is not the only factor at play, and this link
may be weaker for students in S5 and S13.

Attitudes Towards Metal Detectors by Area

Support and perceived safety benefit

The majority of all students across all areas agreed that they would feel safer if every
student were required to walk through a metal detector, with students from S12
showing the saying yes, the most frequently, this area also answered maybe the most.
Students from S5 felt the least safe as 20% of students from that area said no. When
combining the responses "maybe" and "no" they approached almost half of all
students overall, suggesting that metal detectors alone are unlikely to be sufficient to
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reassure a substantial proportion of students in all areas, and that further work is
needed alongside their introduction.

This picture of cautiousness continued when students were asked whether metal
detectors would enhance feelings of safety more generally: the majority of every area
agreed, though students from S8 disagreed the most. Students from S5 and S13 were
most unsure, with a small difference between the two areas. This suggests that while
metal detectors are expected to enhance feelings of safety, additional provisions are
likely to be needed to fully address safety concerns. Similarly, support for permanent
introduction followed the pattern, with the majority of all areas in favour. However,
S8 the least supportive and S5 the most unsure, again pointing to a continued need
to build trust in these two areas.

Deterrence and screening approach

o The majority of students across all areas believed
. metal detectors would deter people from carrying
knives, disagreed mostly by students from S8.
Students from S5 were the most unsure, with
68.37% of them answering “maybe”, which is an
extremely high rate when being compared to other
areas. This suggests that while the deterrent effect
of metal detectors is universally accepted, this
cannot be treated as a sole solution, and students in
S5 may benefit from clearer information on this
point.

A linked question asked whether students believed their peers would try to avoid metal
detectors. The majority of students in every area believed this would happen, with
students form S8 being the highest of the groups to disagree. All areas scored similarly
for "maybe" responses. This suggests that metal detectors were mostly seen as
deterrents.

When asked whether screening should apply to everyone or be conducted at random,
the majority of every area favoured screening all students, with S5 the most likely to
favour random screening instead. Suggesting that if metal detectors were introduced
communication about the risks associated with random rather than universal screening
may be particularly useful for students in S5.

Trust, stigma and atmosphere

The large majority of students in every area agreed that metal detectors would help
build trust between students and the college, although S8 was the area disagreed the
most, while S13 was the most undecided of all the areas. This suggests that, while
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metal detectors are broadly expected to build trust, they are unlikely to achieve this
fully on their own, and other approaches should also be explored.

Worries about stigma were shared across all areas, with the majority of students in
every area agreeing that metal detectors could make some students feel judged.
Students from S13 were the least likely to hold this view. As this worry was broadly
shared, it is recommended that work to address the mindset and thinking behind this
issue be conducted across all areas, given the potential impact on the relationship
between students and the college.

A related pattern was found in relation to atmosphere: the majority of students across
all areas believed metal detectors would have a positive impact, though S5 was the
area that felt that there may be a negative atmosphere created if any at all (S5 also
had the highest percentage to say this it would have no impact). This suggests that
beyond addressing knife crime specifically, other measures to support a positive
college atmosphere should also be considered.

Impact on learning and stress

The majority of students
“Cause people will be later to lessons if | 3cToss all areas felt that
metal detectors would not
negatively  affect  their
stressful for girls and boys with learning, although students

personal belongings.” from S5, followed by S8, said
that it most frequently,

line go outrageously long and it will be

Leaving the students from
S12 being the most unsure. This shows that while metal detectors are not generally
expected to affect learning, other factors likely play a more significant role for some
students.

Attitudes towards entrance checks and queues were looked upon more negatively
across the areas. The majority of students from S13, S5, S12 and S2 all felt entrance
checks and queues would cause them stress, and S8 was the only area where the
majority did not feel this way. Given how large this concern was shared, it is
recommended that managing stress associated with entrance checks and queues be
treated as a priority across all areas.

Experience of the Screening Process by Area

Willingness to take part in the screening process was high overall, with the majority
of students across all areas choosing to walk through the metal detector; S8 showing
the highest rate of participation. S5 and S13 showed the lowest rates of participation,
at 44.76% and 42.65%, respectively. This suggests that further work is needed with
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students from S5 and S13 to understand their reasons for not taking part, and to help
them see the potential benefit of doing so.

Detector activation followed a similar pattern to participation, with students from all
areas apart form S8 activating the metal detector more than not. Overall, the majority
of students who walked through the detector across all areas triggered an activation.

Knife Crime Awareness and Behaviour by Area

The worries about knife crime were widespread, with the majority of students in every
area reporting that they were worried. Students from S5 were the least worried, and
students from S13 were the most unsure. This strengthens the case for continued
education and preventative work around knife crime across all areas.

In terms of personal impact, the large majority of students in every area reported not
having been affected by knife crime, although students from S5 reported the highest
level of impact. Every area recorded a similar rate of impact, falling between roughly
15% and 16.5%, suggesting this is a consistent issue across the college as a whole
rather than one isolated to a particular area, and one that could meaningfully affect
the social dynamic and sense of safety among students.

A linked pattern in relation to knowledge of knife-carrying: while the majority of
students in every area said they neither carried nor knew someone who carried a
knife, S8 reported the highest rate of "yes" responses, closely followed by S12 and
S13, with some areas approaching 2 in 10 students. This suggests a considerable
proportion of the student population and suggests knives may be present on campus
more often than the overall low base rate might initially suggest.

When asked what they would do if they found a knife, the majority of students across
all areas said they would take it to a police station. Students from S12 were the most
likely to say they would use a weapon amnesty bin instead, which, like a police station,
is a safe disposal route. However, students from S8 said that they would throw it away
the most frequent. Additionally, S8 had the highest percentage to say that they would
keep it. While it is positive that the large majority of students across all areas would
not choose either of these unsafe options, this suggests that further work on the safety
implications of keeping or discarding a weapon would be particularly valuable for
students in S8 and S13.

Attendance and Overall Project Experience

The majority of students in every area said they would prefer to study at a college
with metal detectors rather than one without. The area with the most students that
prefer a college without them was S5. Although this preference for metal detectors
was strong overall, roughly 1 in 4 students would not necessarily choose a college on
this basis. This suggests that further trust-building work is needed across areas to
bring this proportion down.
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Finally, the experience of taking part in the project was positive overall, with the
majority of students across all areas rating it as excellent. Students from S5 reported
the most negative experience relative to the other areas, though the overall
experience for students across all areas remained mostly positive.

Summary of Area-Based Findings

Taken as a whole, this shows that while attitudes towards safety and metal detectors
were broadly positive and consistent across most areas, S5 emerged repeatedly as an
area of particular concern: students from this area were among the least to feel safe
travelling to college, showed the lowest confidence that metal detectors would help
them focus or improve create a positive atmosphere, had among the lowest
participation rates walking through the metal detectors, expressed the highest levels
of uncertainty when asked if metal detectors would act as a deterrent, and reported
both the highest impact from knife crime and the most negative experience of the
project overall.

Often S13 also emerged as area of concern, specifically in relation to travel safety,
participation in walking through the metal detector and unsafe attitudes towards
weapon disposal.

Students from S8, were less concerned about stress from entrance checks and less
likely to activate the detector, they were more doubtful than other areas about
whether metal detectors would act as a deterrent of build trust and was also more
likely to report unsafe disposal behaviour, suggesting a more independently doubtful
attitude towards the measure overall rather than a lack of engagement with the topic.

These findings suggest that any implementation of metal detectors, and any
accompanying communication or education strategy or support should prioritise
targeted engagement with students from S5 and S13 in particular. Additionally, work
around addressing the specific scepticism expressed by students from S8 maybe useful
instead of adopting a singular and uniformed approach across all areas.

5.6 Neuro status

This section investigates how student perceptions of safety, and attitudes towards the
introduction of metal detectors, varied between neurotypical and neurodivergent
students. While broadly similar views were shared overall in both groups, with the
majority in each group feeling safe and supportive of enhanced security measures, a
consistent pattern emerged across almost every question. However, neurodivergent
students reported comparatively lower confidence in their own safety, greater stress
and doubt around the screening process, and a higher likelihood of exposure to knife
crime, compared with their neurotypical peers.

General Safety Perceptions
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The majority of both neurotypical and neurodivergent
students reported feeling safe at college at around
90%. Around 9% of students from both groups
reported a feeling of unsafety. This suggests that
around 1 in 10 students overall, regardless of neuro-
status, do not feel safe at college, indicating this is a
shared concern rather than one specific to either

group.

The difference between the two groups stated
become known when asked about travel safety,
where 91.05% of neurotypical students reported feeling safe travelling to and from
college, compared to 85.99% of neurodivergent students. Although the roughly 5%
difference is gap is reasonable, it shows that neurodivergent students feel less safe
while travelling than their neurotypical peers.

Both groups have strong views when looking at the link between safety and academic
focus, with the majority in each agreeing that feeling safer would help them focus on
their work. However, neurotypical students showed a marginally higher rate of
disagreement (9.35%) than neurodivergent students, suggesting that, neurodivergent
students associate safety with their ability to focus slightly more strongly than their
neurotypical peers.

Attitudes Towards Metal Detectors

Support and perceived safety benefit

When asked if they would feel safer if every student walked through a metal detector,
overall, both groups were similar in their response. Close to half of each group said
yes and around a third saying "maybe." However, 4% neurodivergent students said
no. This suggests that this group had a slightly higher level of unease about their
views on this process when compared to neurotypical students.

When asked whether metal detectors would enhance feelings of safety, the gap
between the two groups continued. 5% more of neurotypical students agreed when
compared to their peers. Neurodivergent students also disagreed more and were more
unsure of the two groups. While metal detectors look like they will enhance safety for
the majority of students, the difference within the two groups suggests that
neurodivergent students may need additional support to feel the same benefit as their
neurotypical peers.

Similarly, support for the permanent introduction of metal detectors followed a
pattern. While the majority of both groups were in favour, out of the two groups
neurodivergent students said they would not support permanent introduction the
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most. Overall, neurotypical students were fractionally more welcoming of a permanent
introduction.

Deterrence and screening approach

Around 70% of both groups agreed that metal detectors would deter students from
carrying knives. 2% of neurodivergent students disagreed. This suggests that a slightly
lower level of confidence in the deterrent effect among this group, although the
difference was small.

A related question asked whether students believed their peers would try to avoid
metal detectors. The majority of both groups believed this would happen, however,
10% more neurodivergent students agreed. This suggests neurodivergent students
may hold a stronger expectation that avoidance behaviour would occur in practice.

When asked whether screening should apply to everyone or be conducted at random,
both groups strongly favoured universal screening over random checks. With a 1%
difference between the who groups this is one of the few questions where the two
groups were in close alignment.

Trust, stigma and atmosphere

Both neurotypical and neurodivergent students largely agreed that installing metal
detectors would help build trust between students and the college, with neurotypical
students being most in agreement. As neurodivergent students agreed less than their
peers it suggests that this group may need additional reassurance and engagement
to feel the same level of confidence in this outcome.

Worries about stigma were shared by both
groups but were more pronounced among “It could make people feel

neurodivergent students, where 9% more . ”
of neurodivergent students agreed that Judgea/uncomiortable:

metal detectors could make some students
feel judged. 23.25% of Neurotypical agreed with this, suggesting neurodivergent
students may be more sensitive to, or more worried about, the risk of judgment
associated with the screening process.

Similarly, a divide regarding atmosphere was seen. While the majority of both groups
anticipated a positive impact from metal detectors, neurodivergent students thought
that there would be more of a negative impact (20.88%), or no impact at all. This
suggests additional support may be needed for neurodivergent students specifically,
given they were the group most behind the impact being negative.

Impact on learning and stress

The majority of both groups felt that metal detectors would not affect their learning,
with both groups showing a similar proportion. This proportion was also mirrored with
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around 19% of students from both groups that felt they would affect their learning.
While the overall pattern was mostly consistent between groups, this suggests worries
about the potential impact on learning are shared to a similar degree by both
neurotypical and neurodivergent students.

A far greater difference became known in
“Cos It would make us feel relation to entrance checks and queues.
There was a 17% gap between the two
groups with only 38.19% of neurotypical
students felt these would cause them stress
and 55.47% of neurodivergent students.
This clearly shows that neurodivergent students are considerably more likely to
become stressed by entrance checks and queuing.

like prison is in a place
we're trying to learn.”

Experience of the Screening Process

Willingness to take part in the screening process during the project was high across
both groups, with the majority choosing to walk through the metal detector. 3% more
of neurodivergent students did not walk through when being compared to their peers.
This suggests a marginally low difference; however, it could signify some difficulties
that neurodiverse students had. Metal detector activation rates were remarkably
similar between the two groups, at around 62—-63% for both, showing no meaningful
difference in this respect.

Knife Crime Awareness and Behaviour

Worries about knife crime was widespread and remarkably similar across both groups,
with over half of students in each group saying they were worried, and around 26%
of each group saying they were not. This suggests that awareness-raising and
preventive work around knife crime is needed for both neurotypical and
neurodivergent students in a similar capacity.

However, clearer differences became known in relation to personal impact. While the
majority of both groups reported not having been affected by knife crime, 23.33% of
neurodivergent students reported having been affected, a higher rate than their
neurotypical peers. Similarly, a pattern was found in relation to knowledge of knife-
carrying.

67.92% of neurodivergent students said they neither carried nor knew someone who
carried a knife, which is relatively high when being compared to the 76.41% of
neurotypical students. As 25% of neurodivergent students confirmed that they did or
knew someone who did. This suggests that neurodivergent students may be
disproportionately exposed to knife crime, and that any prevention work should
prioritise this group.
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This pattern of increased risk was also seen in
responses about knife disposal. While the majority
of both groups said they would take a knife to a
police station, neurodivergent students were more
likely to say they would use a weapon amnesty bin
but were also more likely to say they would throw
the weapon away or keep it, the two least safe
options available. This indicates that targeted
education on the safe disposal of weapons would be
particularly valuable for neurodivergent students.

Attendance and Overall Project Experience

When asked whether they would choose to study at a college using metal detectors,
the majority of both groups said they would. Around 6% more of Neurodivergent
students would prefer a college without metal detectors, suggesting that neurodiverse
students may oppose the idea out of the two groups.

Finally, the experience of taking part in the project was positive overall for both
groups. The majority in each rating it as excellent. Neurodivergent students scored
higher on the proportion reporting a bad or poor experience, though the overall
experience for both groups remained largely positive.

Summary of Findings by Neuro-Status

As a whole, this shows a consistent pattern across almost every question. The pattern
shows that although neurotypical and neurodivergent students share broadly similar
overall attitudes towards safety and metal detectors, neurodivergent students
repeatedly reported lower confidence in the values of metal detectors, higher levels
of stigma, greater stress around queuing and entrance checks, and a greater chance
of both personal exposure to knife crime and unsafe attitudes towards weapon
disposal. Additionally, on average they had less participation walking through the
metal detector, less supportive of permanent introduction, and reported a less positive
experience of the project overall. These findings suggest that neurodivergent students
represent a group requiring attention in the design and communication on the
implication of metal detector, specifically: reducing the stress associated with the
physical screening process, addressing concerns around stigma and judgment, and
ensuring targeted education on knife crime and safe weapon disposal reaches this
group effectively.

5.7 Campus

This section investigates how student perceptions of safety, and attitudes towards the
introduction of metal detectors, varied across the three campuses represented in the
survey: City, Hillsborough and a group of Other campuses. While the overall direction
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of opinion was broadly positive across all three, students from the Other campuses
group emerged repeatedly as the most concerned or sceptical across a wide range of
questions, with Hillsborough also standing out on one specific measure relating to
participation in the screening part of the project.

General Safety Perceptions

The majority of students across all campuses
reported feeling safe at college, with students from
Hillsborough reporting the highest levels of safety
and students from the Other campus group
reporting the lowest. Similarly, a pattern was found
when asked about travel safety. The majority of
students across all campuses felt safe travelling to
and from college, again students from the Other
campuses group felt least safe. Overall, while the
majority of students felt safe, around 1 in 10 did not,
showing this is a shared concern across all campuses

not an isolated case.

The link between safety and academic focus also varied by campus. Over 70% of
students at both Hillsborough and City agreed that feeling safer would help them focus
on their work. On the other hand, only 60% of students at the Other campuses felt
the same, showing that the Other campuses disagreed, making them the majority
(20%). This suggests that the majority of students across all campus showed that
safety had a clear link to focus, the link may be weaker, or influenced by other factors,
for students at the Other campuses group.

Attitudes Towards Metal Detectors

Support and perceived safety benefit

Over half of students at every campus agreed that they would feel safer if every
student were required to walk through a metal detector, though students from the
Other campuses group disagreed with this the most. Around 35% of students at both
Hillsborough and City were unsure, suggesting that, while metal detectors are
expected to make more students feel safer, further work would be needed to fully
reassure students, particularly at the Other campuses.

Similarly, though slightly divided, a pattern became known when students were asked
whether metal detectors would enhance feelings of safety in college. The majority of
students at Hillsborough and City agreed, however, half of students at the Other
campuses answered "maybe," suggesting this group would benefit from additional
support to understand and feel confident in the potential benefits of metal detectors.
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The majority of students across all campuses

were in favour of the permanent introduction
of metal detectors. Students at the Other
campuses were the least likely to support this, students, especially in
with 25% saying no. This follows the same terms of mental health.”
pattern, showing that metal detectors alone
are unlikely to be viewed as a complete
solution to knife crime by all students.

“More support given to

Deterrence and screening approach

The majority of students across all campuses believed metal detectors would deter
people from carrying knives, though students from the Other campuses group showed
the least confidence in this, with 12.5% disagreeing and a further 25% unsure. This
suggests that, even though the metal detectors are seen mostly as a deterrent, there
are other factors leading some students to doubt this, particularly at the Other
campuses.

A related question asked whether students believed their peers would try to avoid
metal detectors. The majority of students across all campuses believed this would
occur, with comparatively low rates of disagreement at both City (11.99%) and
Hillsborough (10.40%). This was viewed as a positive finding, since a strong
expectation that students carrying weapons would avoid the detectors supports the
case for their deterrent value.

When asked whether screening should apply to everyone or be done at random,
students at Hillsborough and City largely favoured screening everybody. Following the
pattern, students at the Other campuses opted more towards random screening. This
suggests that students at the Other campuses may benefit from further discussion
around the potential risks associated with random screening.

Trust, stigma and atmosphere

The majority of students across all campuses agreed that installing metal detectors
would help build trust between students and the college, with only a small proportion
of Hillsborough students (1%) disagreeing more than the Other campuses. While this
shows great confidence in building trust, it also suggests that other approaches will
likely be needed to build trust fully across the student population.

Worries about stigma were shared across campuses, with the majority of students at
both Hillsborough and City agreeing that metal detectors could make some students
feel judged. Students at the Other campuses were more evenly split between "yes"
and "maybe", this shows that the risk of students feeling judged by the screening
process is a shared concern across all campuses.
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Again, the pattern discussed earlier became known once again around the impact of
metal detectors and atmosphere. The majority of students at City, Hillsborough, and
the Other campuses group all felt metal detectors would have a positive impact on the
college atmosphere. However, a quarter of students at the Other campuses felt that
it would have a negative impact, a higher proportion than the other two campuses.
This suggests that this group was the most uncertain of the campuses, this may need
attention.

Impact on learning and stress

The majority of students across all campuses felt that
metal detectors would not affect their learning, with
City College students showing the strongest
to learn in.” agreement. Students at the Other campuses disagreed
the most with 40% believing metal detectors would
affect their learning, a significantly higher proportion than at the other two campuses,
suggesting this concern should be prioritised for this group.

“Safer for people

A clear incline was also found in relation to entrance checks and queues causing stress.
60% of students at the Other campuses agreed this would cause them stress
compared with 49% of students from Hillsborough and 40% of students from City.
This shows a consistent pattern across the three campus groups, with City students
the least concerned, Hillsborough in the middle, and the Other campuses group the
most concerned. Suggesting that stress related to entrance checks and queues should
be addressed with particular attention at the Other campuses, while remaining a
consideration for all.

Experience of the Screening Process

Willingness to take part in the screening process of the project showed differences by
campus. The majority of students at both the Other campuses and City chose to walk
through the metal detector, whereas the majority of students at Hillsborough chose
not to. This suggests that despite Hillsborough students reporting some of the most
positive safety perceptions overall, they were the least likely of the three groups to
engage with the screening process itself. Although it may show the need for further
work to understand and address this specific gap between attitude and participation,
as the project happened at dinner time, students from Hillsborough may have simply
been in a rush.

Detector activation was common across all three campuses, with the majority of
students in each group triggering the detector. This suggests that, if implemented
more widely, a substantial proportion of students would be stopped by the detector,
which would need to be factored into planning around the time required for entry.
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Knife Crime Awareness and Behaviour

4 EB The worries about knife crime were widespread,
with the majority of students across all campuses
saying they were worried, and 75% of students at
the Other campuses expressed the highest level of
concern. 28.4% of Hillsborough students were the
least worried, with no worries. This suggests that
prevention work around knife crime should be
implemented across all campuses, with particular
attention paid to the Other campuses group given
their heightened level of worry.

In terms of personal impact, the majority of students at Hillsborough (72%) and City
(73.19%) reported not having been affected by knife crime. However, only 50% of
students at the Other campuses said the same, indicating this group has been
considerably more affected by knife crime than their peers at the other two campuses.

This pattern continued in relation to knowledge of knife-carrying. The majority of
students across all campuses said they neither carried nor knew someone who carried
a knife. Between 15% and 25% of students said they did, with students at the Other
campuses and Hillsborough the most likely to know someone or carry a knife
themselves.

When asked what they would do if they found a knife, the majority of students across
all campuses said they would take it to a police station, and around 35% of students
at both Hillsborough and City said they would use a weapon amnesty bin. Students at
the Other campuses were the most likely to say they would throw the weapon away
and were also the most likely to say they would keep it. This suggests that targeted
intervention work around the safe disposal of weapons should be prioritised for
students at the Other campuses.

Attendance and Overall Project Experience

When asked whether they would choose to study at a college using metal detectors,
a large majority of students overall said they would prefer to do so, highlighting the
importance students place on safety when deciding where to study.

Finally, the experience of taking part in the project was positive overall, with the
majority of students across all campuses rating it as excellent. Students at the Other
campuses reported the most negative experience, while students at City reported the
most positive experience. This follows the pattern that has weaved through this
demographic.
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Summary of Campus-Based Findings

This research shows that students at the Other campuses group consistently reported
lower confidence in the benefits of metal detectors, higher levels of exposure to knife
crime, less safe attitudes towards weapon disposal, greater concern about their impact
on learning and stress, and the least positive experience of the project overall. This
group emerged as the clearest priority for further engagement, education, and
reassurance regarding both knife crime and the introduction of metal detectors.

Hillsborough presented a more unique but clear pattern. Despite reporting some of
the most positive safety perceptions of the three campus groups, students here were
the least likely to take part in the screening process itself, indicating that positive
attitudes towards a safety measure do not necessarily translate into willingness to
personally engage with it. These findings suggest that any implementation of metal
detectors should include campus-specific engagement, with a particular focus on
addressing doubt and heightened risk among students at the Other campuses, while
also exploring the specific barriers to participation seen at Hillsborough.

5.8 Department

This section investigates how student perceptions of safety, and attitudes towards the
introduction of metal detectors, varied across the college's 14 subject departments.
Unlike some of the other demographic breakdowns considered elsewhere in this
report, no single department was uniformly the most positive or most negative across
every question. Instead, several departments emerged as areas of specific concern on
different measures: Creative Design and Arts stood out most consistently as the most
sceptical department overall, Performing Arts and Music as the department reporting
the lowest sense of safety. IT and Computing, Automotive and Engineering, and
Science, Dental and Pharmacy each showing their own areas of concern around knife
crime exposure or unsafe disposal behaviour.

General Safety Perceptions
The majority of students across all

“The co Ilege takes the departments reported feeling safe at
college, with students from Alternative

necessary steps to make Provision reporting complete agreement
sure the campus is safe.” (100%). Performing Arts and Music was the
department reporting the lowest sense of

safety, with almost 2 in 10 students saying
they did not feel safe. This suggests that while safety is a positive overall picture,
targeted work is needed within this department specifically.

A similar and stronger pattern became known in relation to travel safety. While the
majority of students in every department felt safe travelling to and from college, 30%
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of students from Performing Arts and Music they did not feel safe: the lowest
confidence, with up to saying almost double the next closest department. This
reinforces Performing Arts and Music as a priority department for further safety-
focused engagement.

The link between safety and academic focus also varied by department. While the
majority across all departments agreed that feeling safer would help them focus on
their work, IT and Computing and Hair and Beauty were the departments that
disagreed the most. Construction and Building Trades showed the highest proportion
of uncertainty a quarter of the students answering "maybe", suggesting these three
departments should be considered a priority for further exploration of this link.

Attitudes Towards Metal Detectors

Support and perceived safety benefit

The majority of most departments agreed that requiring every student to walk through
a metal detector would make them feel safer, although IT and computing, Hair and
Beauty were evenly split between "yes" and "maybe". Creative Design and Arts were
the only department where the majority did not answer yes most as a large number
of students (30-45%) answered "maybe" instead.

A linked and more positive picture was found in relation to whether metal detectors
would enhance feelings of safety, with the majority of every department agreeing,
with students from Travel, Tourism and Aviation showed the strongest agreement
(82.61%). 20% of Creative Design and Arts students agreed the most, making them
the least confident, indicating that some other factors beyond metal detectors alone
are likely needed to fully reassure this group.

When asked about the permanent introduction of metal detectors, a similar trend was
noticed. The majority of every department were in favour, with Travel, Tourism and
Aviation showing the highest support (78.26%). However, the Creative Design and
Arts were the department least behind the idea of metal detectors being introduced
permanently. This suggests that additional support and awareness-raising be provided
for students who feel this way, across whichever department they belong to.

Deterrence and screening approach

The majority of students across all departments believed metal detectors would deter
people from carrying knives. Following the pattern, students from the Creative Design
and Arts department disagreed with this the most. This suggests that alongside metal
detectors other initiatives would be needed to address knife-carrying. The Creative
Design and Arts should be considered a priority department when developing these.

A linked question asked whether students believed their peers would try to avoid metal
detectors. The majority of every department agreed, with the exception of Performing
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Arts and Music, where more students answered "maybe" than "yes." This indicates
that Performing Arts and Music students may hold a less certain view of how effective
metal detectors would be as a deterrent and should be given priority for further
discussion on this point.

When asked whether screening should apply to everyone or be done at random, the
majority of most departments favoured universal screening. Travel, Tourism and
Aviation was the only department that favoured random screening, even though this
department showed some of the strongest support for metal detectors across the
dataset. This suggests students may be aware both of the risk of students feeling
unfairly targeted by random searches, and of the increased likelihood of weapons
entering college undetected if screening is not applied universally, and that this
specific preference is worth exploring further with this department.

Trust, stigma and atmosphere

The majority of students across all
departments agreed that installing metal “It's good that we know
detectors would help build trust between
students and the college, with students from
Travel, Tourism and Aviation agreeing most
frequently. 32.88% of students from the weapons however | would
Creative Design and Arts department feel like the college don't
disagreed, this department had the highest
percentage of students against the idea.

that students and teachers
are not bringing in illegal

trust me.”

Performing Arts and Music was the most
unsure, with 45.14% answering "maybe". This
suggests that, even though metal detectors are broadly expected to build trust, other
measures will also be needed. Creative Design and Arts and Performing Arts and Music
in particular may require further engagement on this point.

Worries about stigma were shared by the majority of departments, with all but
Performing Arts and Music and Automotive and Engineering agreeing that metal
detectors could make some students feel judged. Due to how large this concern was
shared, it is recommended that colleges communicate clearly why/if screening will not
be conducted randomly, in order to protect trust between students and the college.

A related pattern was found when students were asked about the impact of metal
detectors on the atmosphere in college. The majority of most departments felt metal
detectors would have a positive impact. The department that felt a negative impact
would be created was Performing Arts and Music. The department that said there
would be no impact to the atmosphere was IT and Computing. This suggests that,
while metal detectors are mostly expected to improve atmosphere, other factors also
play a role and should be considered alongside their introduction.
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Impact on learning and stress

" "7 The majority of students across all
departments felt that metal detectors would
not affect their learning, although 34% of
Catering and Hospitality students said that they
would. Leaving 33.33% of Performing Arts and
Music students saying that they were unsure.
This suggests that although learning impact is
not a major concern, a meaningful proportion
of students in these two departments would
benefit from clearer information on this point.

A much major worry was found in relation to
entrance checks and queues causing stress.
The majority of students in 9 of the 14 departments, including Alternative Provision,
Travel and Tourism and Aviation, Performing Arts and Music, Animal Care and Land-
based Studies, Catering and Hospitality, Foundation Studies, Hair and Beauty, Creative
Design and Arts, and Health, Education and Care, agreed this would cause them
stress. Only 4 of the 14 departments disagreed, and Automotive and Engineering was
evenly split. This suggests that stress associated with entrance checks and queues is
likely to be widespread across the college and should be carefully considered when
planning the practical implementation of any additional security measures.

Experience of the Screening Process

The majority of students across most departments chose to walk through the metal
detector during the project. However, some students in Alternative Provision,
Performing Arts and Music, and Animal Care and Land-based Studies chose not to,
suggesting some worries or reservations about the project within these departments
that would be worth exploring further.

Detector activation was common across most departments, though activation rates
were somewhat lower in Automotive and Engineering (split 50/50), Alternative
Provision, Travel, Tourism and Aviation, and Performing Arts and Music. Even so, the
majority of students overall did trigger the detector, which is worth factoring into
planning around waiting times and potential stress if metal detectors were
implemented more widely.

Knife Crime Awareness and Behaviour
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The worry about knife crime was widespread, with the majority of students in most
departments saying they were worried,
with the exception of Creative Design and “Awareness about it
Arts, where the majority said they were not
worried. Given how large this concern was
across all department, further work to reduce it.”
tackle knife crime should be considered
across all departments.

and campaigns to

In terms of personal impact, the majority of students in every department reported
not having been affected by knife crime. However, Automotive and Engineering stood
out amongst other departments with 41% of students saying they had been affected,
which is considerably closer to an even split than any other department. A similar
pattern was found in relation to knowing someone who carries a knife: while the
majority of departments said no, Automotive and Engineering was split 50/50, and in
some departments as many as 2 in 10 students said yes. This suggests that
awareness-raising around knife crime should be prioritised for Automotive and
Engineering in particular, alongside continued work across the wider student
population.

When asked what they would do if they found a knife, the majority of students across
most departments said they would take it to a police station. Students in Animal Care
and Land-based Studies and Construction and Building Trades said they would use a
weapon amnesty bin instead, which is a safe disposal route like a police station. With
a much larger worry Science, Dental and Pharmacy students were the most likely to
say they would throw the weapon away, and IT and Computing students were the
most likely to say they would keep it. Given the potentially severe consequences of
keeping a weapon, it is essential that targeted safety education be prioritised for these
last two departments.

Attendance and Overall Project Experience

The majority of students across all departments said they would prefer to study at a
college using metal detectors rather than one that does not. Where students
expressed a preference for a college without metal detectors, this may reflect a view
among that cohort that knife crime is not a significant problem for them personally,
which is worth bearing in mind when designing department-specific communication.

Finally, the experience of taking part in the project was positive overall, with the
majority of students across all departments rating it as excellent. Health, Education
and Care reported the most positive experience, with 87.32% of students rating it as
excellent or good. The Creative Design and Arts department reported the most
negative experience, with 16.7% rating it as poor or bad. This is consistent with the
pattern seen throughout this research, in which Creative Design and Arts students
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expressed comparatively more concern and scepticism around knife crime and safety
at college than students in other departments.

Summary of Department-Based Findings

This research shows that no single department can be considered a uniform priority
across every measure, instead, different departments show more worry in different
areas. Creative Design and Arts emerged as the most consistently doubtful
department, showing the lowest confidence in metal detectors across support,
deterrence, trust and permanent introduction, alongside the least concern about knife
crime and the most negative overall experience of the project, suggesting this
department requires particular attention in any future communication or engagement
strategy. Performing Arts and Music became known as the department with the
greatest safety worries specifically, reporting the lowest feelings of safety both at
college and while travelling, alongside greater uncertainty about the trust implications
of metal detectors and the atmosphere. Automotive and Engineering stood out for its
markedly higher rate of personal exposure to knife crime, while IT and Computing and
Science, Dental and Pharmacy were the departments most likely to report unsafe
attitudes towards weapon disposal. These findings suggest that a department-specific
approach, rather than a single college-wide strategy, is likely to be most effective in
addressing the distinct concerns identified across the student population.
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6 Conclusion

This project set out to explore the thoughts and feelings of students around the
implementation of metal detectors in an educational setting. The findings create a
consistent and largely positive point of view. Although the college has a strong level
of safety: ID entry system, CCTV, CCTV operators and manned security guards, the
majority of students across every demographic group explored support the
introduction of metal detectors in some capacity.

At the same time, the research has brought to light a clear and repeated message
throughout: metal detectors cannot be treated as a stand-alone solution to knife
crime, and their success will heavily depend on how they are introduced,
communicated to students and the roll of education and support around knife crime.

Across the entire student population, around 9 in 10 students already feel safe at
college, a similarly large majority also felt that metal detectors would enhance that
sense of safety, act as a deterrent to knife-carrying and finally, help build trust
between students and the college.

However, this majority support was constantly accompanied by a smaller but
important minority of concerns including screening, which could cause stress and
anxiety due to queuing and repeated searches. In turn this could negatively affect
learning and wellbeing for some students, and most importantly, it could leave some
students feeling judged or stigmatised, showing serious potential of damaging rather
than strengthen the relationship between students and the college if not carefully
managed.

Direct experience of the screening process during the project reinforced this view,
showing that a positive experience was intricately linked to, an open mindset, clear
communication, and a reassuring, knowledgeable and supportive staff presence. On
the other hand, negative or neutral experiences were more often linked to
nervousness, unfamiliarity, and emotional reactions to the process itself.

The demographic research adds a vital layer to this overall view. In some cases, a
single group stood out consistently as requiring particular attention: the 20-24 age
group, nonbinary and other gender-diverse students, neurodivergent students,
students from area S5, and students from the "Other campuses" group all showed a
repeating pattern across multiple questions of lower confidence in the benefits of
metal detectors, doubt around the screening process or greater stress, and in most
cases a higher level of personal exposure to knife crime.
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This suggests these groups may benefit most
from targeted engagement, reassurance, and
support ahead of any implementation of metal
detectors. In other cases, demographics such as
race and subject department had no particular
group emerged as a having consistent
vulnerabilities. Rather, different groups showed
distinct areas of worry, such as elevated knife
crime exposure among Black and Automotive
and Engineering students, more doubtful
attitudes among students identifying as "other"
race and those in Creative Design and Arts, and
lower feelings of safety specifically among
Performing Arts and Music students. This
difference matters in that it indicates that a
single uniform communication or education
strategy is unlikely to be equally effective for all
students. If a plan should be devised for the
implementation of metal detectors it should be
flexible enough to respond to the specific needs
of diverse groups rather than assuming shared
priorities across the student population.

The findings also point to several practical
considerations for implementation. As the metal
detector was often activated by everyday items
such as jewellery and metal components on
lanyards, students could be asked to remove the
easier items. This also brings to the light the
importance of a clear message: activation does
not imply wrongdoing.

The secondary search process was associated
with a rise in neutral or renewed negative
emotional responses for some students. This

“To reduce knife crime,
you need to work with
students who may be
carrying knives and
educate them, many
young people who
carry knives come from
low-income
neighbourhoods with
high crime rates where
they do not feel safe.
These young people
believe that a knife will
make them safer so you
need to replace that
feeling of safety that a
knife would give them
by organising youth
groups to support these
students and uplift
people socially instead
of over policing them
and making them feel
Judged and scrutinised
by a metal detector.”

suggests that this stage of the process may benefit from additional attention in terms
of staff communication and reassurance. Findings on student lack of knowledge of
how to dispose of a knife were revealed: the majority of students said they would take
a found weapon to a police station, which is currently no longer a viable option given
the closure of many police station front desks, highlighting a need for clearer, realistic
guidance on how and where to dispose of a weapon safely. A minority of students
across nearly every demographic group also indicated they would keep or dispose of
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a weapon unsafely, mostly younger students, neurodivergent students, and specific
subject departments, underlining the ongoing importance of basic knife crime safety
education alongside any physical security measures.

Coupled, these findings support the introduction of metal detectors as a mostly
welcomed and potentially effective component of the college's approach of eliminating
knife crime on their campuses, but not as a solution in isolation. On the basis of this
research, it is recommended that any implementation must be accompanied by clear
and initiative-taking communication with students about the purpose, process, and
rationale for screening. This initiative-taking communication should include what can
and cannot trigger detector activation, an efficient and consistently applied screening
procedure designed to minimise queuing time and the associated stress this can cause.
Additional training for staff focusing on reassurance, communication, and de-
escalation, particularly at the point of secondary search. A parallel programme of
education addressing knife crime, its consequences, and realistic, up-to-date guidance
on how to report or dispose of weapons, accessible and trusted reporting routes for
all concerns about safety or behaviour. Finally, targeted engagement with the specific
groups identified in this research as showing lower confidence or higher risk, rather
than a single, uniform approach applied equally to all students.

Ultimately, the  evidence
gathered through this project
suggests that students mostly
understand and support the
rationale for improved security
at college and are willing to
engage constructively with
measures intended to keep
them safe. The challenge for
the college is not whether to
act on the issue of knife crime,
but how to do so in a way that
maintains and builds trust with
its student population,
addresses the specific
concerns raised by different
groups of students, and treats
metal detectors as one part of
a larger, more holistic strategy for student safety and wellbeing, rather than a solution
in themselves.
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7 Personal Comment

Firstly, I would like to thank Sheffield City College and all of their staff that participated
in the project for trusting us to make it happen. I would like to thank my team for
their hard work during the project, Last but not least I would like to thank the
wonderful students that took part in the project, it was such a breath of fresh air to
see so many young people with such drive and ambition.

As for the project, I had a wonderful time, and considering the magnitude of the
project and all of the moving parts, I believe that the project was a remarkable
success! I am over the moon that we actually did it! We gave over one thousand
students a voice, a voice that needs to be heard!

Upon reflection, on the whole, I am not surprised with any of the findings, as my work
with young people has allowed me to see how differences are usual, and that they
need to be addressed each in their own way. I am happy that it brought to light that
physical preventions alone will not achieve the best outcomes, instead, they should
be coupled with education and support on knife crime to create maximum impact.

Moving forward, I would like to repeat this project at a secondary school, one that has
minimal security measures (No: ID entry system, security guards or guarded CCTV).
This would allow us to see how safe those students feel and how that would change
with the implementation of metal detectors.

This project has highlighted the passion I have for frontline work and for working
directly with those at the root of the issues being explored. It has also reinforced the
importance of students having someone they can speak to face-to-face about their
worries, concerns and experiences.

Most importantly, I hope that I have successfully captured the voices, thoughts and
feelings of the students and presented them in a way that can be understood by
students, parents, professionals and academics alike. My hope is that by sharing their
experiences and perspectives, this research can contribute to meaningful discussion,
challenge existing approaches and, ultimately, help bring positive change.

Before I leave, I understand that there are barriers between some educational
faculties and education on knife crime. To help breakdown these barriers we have
created this knife crime awareness video so that young people have access to clear,
potentially life-saving information. Through real statistics, honest conversation, and
interactive scenarios, this video helps young people understand the risks of knife
crime: An introduction to knife crime
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9 Always An Alternative

We are a charity created with the ultimate aim of challenging the mindset of young
people and young adults. Supporting them to make well-informed, positive life
choices, both in the short term and empowering them to maintain these skills for life.

We offer a wide range of services, such as:

Large talks / assemblies

Highlighting issues to a larger group has its benefits, as it
allows us to examine the facts and myths surrounding violent
and anti-social crime on a large scale to leave students more
aware of the topics and the consequences. Each of the sessions
are unique as they are centred around the answers that young
people give to questions. Large talks and assemblies

Focused workshops

This workshop is generally aimed at individuals who are deemed “at risk”. This could
be determined by teachers, parents, carers and professionals who are worried about
a child becoming involved in serious youth violence, gang culture or antisocial
behaviour. We have created this workshop from research, recommendations and life
experiences. Focused workshops

Mentoring

DIFF.ENDS (Different Endings) mentoring programme was created to guide, support
and mentor young people, who are showing behaviours or mindsets that may lead
them to go down a negative path that will have real-life consequences. This
programme is not limited to those who are carrying, or at risk of carrying, weapons,
or who are involved in gangs or criminal activity. It also encompasses young people
who are exhibiting challenging behaviours, experiencing a breakdown in
communication with education providers and/or parents or simply finding life a little
difficult. Mentoring

Knife crime awareness projects

Our latest project “What's the point” looked into the impact
that rounded kitchen knives had in semi-independent living for
young people aged 16-18, which led us to create our own
rounded kitchen knives (Whats the point). We have also done
some fantastic acting, music and art projects, all young person
centred of course. Please visit our website for more details.

- ; Projects

Page 189 of 190

WWW.ALWAYSANALTERNATIVE.ORG.UK


HTTPS://WWW.ALWAYSANALTERNATIVE.ORG.UK
file:///C:/Users/autho/Desktop/REPORT%20-%20KCIE/WWW.ALWAYSANALTERNATIVE.ORG.UK
https://alwaysanalternative.org.uk/services/assemblies-and-1-2-1s/
https://alwaysanalternative.org.uk/services/focused-workshops/
https://alwaysanalternative.org.uk/mentoring/
https://alwaysanalternative.org.uk/projects/whats-the-point/
https://alwaysanalternative.org.uk/

Weapon Amnesty Bins

We have many weapons amnesty bin situated around South
Yorkshire, giving people a safe way to dispose of their
weapons. This has helped to prevent around 3,000 weapons
from reaching the streets. Weapon amnesty bins

Mobile Youth Club

Our Mobile Youth Club is a large van that is converted into a
state-of-the-art space packed with technology and equipment
for young people to engage with professionals and mentors.
This allows us to visit young people in their own communities
and ensure they get the support they need. Mobile youth club
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