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Abstract
The aim of this research project was to ascertain whether the current policing model for managing Sex Offenders protected previous and future victims from further sexual harm. The researcher has critically analysed relevant and existing academic literature in relation to the subject matter of Sex Offender management and the degree to which this safeguards victims of Sexual Harm.
To understand the degree to which the current process safeguards victims of sexual harm a survey was completed by MOSOVO officers, who currently work in the field of Sex Offender management. This survey was designed with existing academic literature in mind so that the questions asked were relevant to the research topic.
The findings of this research project support the majority of existing academic literature analysed in Chapter Two, with the main these identified being that MAPPA is effective and helps to reduce recidivism rates; however, previous victims are not safeguarded or included in the management of their offender. 
Following the completion of key objectives throughout the research project, this dissertation has achieved it’s aim of providing an answer to the question: “Does the current policing model for managing Sex Offenders in South Wales protect victims of previous Sexual Offences and does it deter Offenders from committing further Sexual Offences?”, with the answer aligning with existing academic literature.
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Chapter One: Introduction
1.1 Introduction
The aim of this chapter is to provide a background and rationale for the chosen study, whilst providing and explaining the aims and objectives of the research study.
This purpose of this research study is to examine the current MAPPA model, specifically looking at how MOSOVO manage Sexual Offenders, with the focus on victim protection. This research project will focus on Gwent Police and South Wales Police and will aim to provide an answer to the question:
“Does the current policing model for managing Sex Offenders protect victims of previous Sexual Offences and does it deter Offenders from committing further Sexual Offences?”

1.2 Background and Research Rationale
Policing has seen a radical change in public perception over recent years to the ever growing issue of violence against women and girls. In March 2021 the rape and murder of Sarah Everard (BBC News, 2021) by a serving Met police officer, sparked a public outcry over police handling of violence against women and girls, due to repeated failures on behalf of The Metropolitan Police in dealing with previous allegations against this officer. 
With this incident in mind and an existing dedication on behalf of the UK government to dealing with violence against women and girls the Tackling Violence against Women & Girls (HM Government, 2021) strategy was published. This strategy set out to provide further support for victims, ensure perpetrators were brought to justice and to decrease the likelihood of these crimes occurring again. Further to this Operation Soteria was launched by the Home Office in June 2021 (National Police Chiefs’ Council, n.d.), which brought together police forces and academics to utilise research and provide evidence of what works with the aim of improving the criminal justice response to rape and serious sexual assault offences (RASSO). This initiative started as a pilot named Operation Bluestone (Avon and Somerset police, 2022) and was overwhelmingly successful, therefore a national operating model (College of Policing, 2023a) was introduced providing dedicated officers to investigate these offences and a step by step journey (College of Policing, 2023b) for these investigators to follow to ensure justice for victims of these crimes.
It is evident that a large amount of work has been conducted in the last few years within the area of initial response to rape and serious sexual assaults, however the same cannot be said for the protection of victims from those offenders who have already been convicted of a RASSO offence and are managed under MAPPA by MOSOVO officers. Therefore this research aims to investigate how victims of previous and future sexual harm are protected by the work of MOSOVO officers.

1.3 Aims and Objectives
1.3.1 Aim
The aim of this research project is to critically evaluate existing academic research and collect further primary data to establish the effectiveness of the current policing model in protecting victims of previous and future sexual harm inflicted by sex offenders managed under MAPPA.
1.3.2 Objectives
 This research project will aim to achieve the following objectives:
· Objective One: To critically analyse existing academic literature to ascertain if the current policing model of managing Sex Offenders is effective?

· Objective Two: To identify an appropriate research method to explore MOSOVO officers views on the subject of victim protection through their work.


· Objective Three: To analyse the primary data collected to understand how the current police model for managing Sex Offenders protects victims of previous and future sexual harm.

· Objective Four: To provide recommendations on how MOSOVO can enhance victim protection within their work.



1.4 Research Structure
In order to meet the set objectives of this research project there will be five chapters.
Chapter one has introduced this research project, whilst also ensuring the background to the study and a rationale as to why it is being completed has been provided.
Chapter two critically analyses existing research in the area of sex offender management, MAPPA and victim protection. This chapter will help provide an understanding of the current policing model for managing sex offenders and showcase the effectiveness of the work that is already carried out by MOSOVO officers.
Chapter three will identify the appropriate method and techniques suitable for this research project.
Chapter four will analyse the primary data collected through the appropriate method found in chapter three. Once analysed the findings will then be presented and themes identified.
Finally, chapter five will provide recommendations and limitations to the research conducted, whilst also providing a conclusion to this research project.

1.5 Conclusion
This chapter has successfully introduced this research project along with identifying and outlining the aims and objectives and explaining why this research will be beneficial to this field of study. The next chapter will critically analyse existing research and aims to meet objective one, which is to:

To critically analyse existing academic literature to ascertain if the current policing model of managing Sex Offenders is effective?



Chapter Two: Literature Review
2.1 Introduction
The purpose of this chapter is to review academic literature to ascertain if the current police model for managing Sex Offenders protects victims and determines if this model ,therefore deters Sex Offenders from committing further Sexual Offences, with a specific focus on the South Wales area. Within the South Wales area the police forces of focus to this research are Gwent Police and South Wales Police.
Further to this, this chapter will look to achieve objective one of this research project, which is:
To critically analyse existing academic literature to ascertain if the current policing model of managing Sex Offenders is effective?
To achieve this, literature obtained from the UWTSD online library and Google Scholar will be used. Literature used will be obtained from academic journals, government publications, UK legislation and other sources authorised to publish information regarding policing.
Throughout this research references will be made to Sex Offenders, these are persons who have committed an act which either contravenes schedule three of the Sexual Offences Act 2003, are found not guilty by reason of insanity, are found to be disabled and have committed the act charged against them or have been cautioned in relation to an offence. If an offender is found to have contravened one of these they will be subject to notification requirements upon their prison release and subsequently managed by the MOSOVO team.

2.2 Sex Offender Management
2.2.1 Multi-agency partnership working (MAPPA) and the Introduction of Management of Sexual Offender and Violent Offenders (MOSOVO) 
The Criminal Justice and Court Services Act 2000 introduced Multi-Agency Public Protection Arrangements (MAPPA) as the statutory framework for managing Sexual and Violent offenders, with the Criminal Justice Act 2003 further strengthening the framework. Sections 325 to 327B of the Criminal Justice Act 2003 established the Police, Prison and Probation services as the responsible authorities, along with duty to cooperate agencies, such as Youth Offending Teams, Department for Work and Pensions and the NHS. The primary aim of these agencies being to work together to protect the public from harm caused by Sexual and Violent offenders (College of Policing, 2017).
According to the MAPPA guidance issued by HM Prison & Probation Service (2023) once a MAPPA offender has been identified, they are categorised into one of four categories. Category one offenders are those subject to sex offender notification requirements, category two offenders are violent or other sexual offenders, category three are defined as other dangerous offenders, whilst category four are terrorist offenders. According to the Criminal Justice Joint Inspection (2022) the number of offenders managed by MAPPA in 2021 was 87,657, with 73.4% or 64,325 of these being managed as category one offenders. This has further increased as according to the latest Ministry of Justice (2023) report MAPPA managed 91,040 offenders with 75.1% or 68,357 of these managed as category one offenders. 
There are a number of inferences that can be made from these statistics. The increased number of offenders being managed under MAPPA as a whole indicates victims are more willing to report crimes, which is supported by the latest report by the Office for National Statistics (2023), which shows an increase of 31% in sexual offences reported to the police. These statistics also show an increase in the number of offenders being managed at level one in the MAPPA process, therefore suggesting MAPPA is effective as the large proportion of their offenders are deemed low risk and do not need constant overwatch from a MOSOVO officer.
Within the South Wales area, Gwent Police and South Wales Police the teams tasked with the responsibility of risk assessing and managing Sex Offenders are the Management of Sexual and Violent Offenders (MOSOVO) team, whose goal is to determine the risk level of an offender, set appropriate actions to mitigate this risk and monitor how effective these set actions are, with the aim of protecting the public and deterring future re-offending (Pemberton, Kewley and Mydlowski, 2023).

2.2.2 What is the current Police model for managing Sex Offenders?
The management of Sex Offenders has adapted its approach since the enactment of MAPPA, due to academic studies into its effectiveness and the introduction of tools to help identify the risks the offender presents. The current police model of managing Sex Offenders revolves around a risk-based approach, essentially meaning that every offender managed under MAPPA will have a personalised risk management plan designed to reduce the risk they pose to the public (National Police Chiefs’ Council, 2017).
Once a MAPPA offender has been identified and categorised, a MOSOVO officer will attend the offender’s home address and conduct a formal risk assessment using a structured risk assessment process known as the Active Risk Management System (ARMS) which determines the appropriate risk level and level of information sharing required for that particular offender (Hudson, Taylor and Henley, 2014 and McNaughton and Webster, 2014). When conducting a formal risk assessment there are a number of risk factors will be taken into consideration, such as the offenders opportunity to re-offend, their sexual interests, their emotional stability and awareness and any negatives values, beliefs or influences. Protective factors that reduce their risk of re-offending will also be considered, such as employment, relationships, positive social network and a commitment not to re-offend (National Police Chiefs’ Council, 2017).
After the formal assessment has been conducted, offenders will be categorised into one of three levels of management. As outlined in the MAPPA guidance published by HM Prison & Probation Service (2023), level one management is used where the offender can be managed by the lead agency in co-operation with other agencies without the need for formal meetings take place. Level two is where the offender is defined as being high or very high risk and they are managed by multiple agencies. Level three offenders are deemed to be of the highest possible risk to the public and are therefore managed with the oversight of senior representation of each agency. Once the offender has been assigned a risk level, the information obtained is then stored on the Violent and Sex Offender Register (ViSOR) database, which the three responsible authority agencies can access and update. The ViSOR database is an essential component in the management of MAPPA offenders, and it is essential that is updated with all relevant information as the risk assessment process is a continuous one, which involves the close monitoring and re-assessment of changeable factors throughout the notification period of an offender (Wood and Kemshall, 2007).
2.2.3 Sexual Harm Prevention Orders (SHPOs) and Sexual Risk Orders (SROs)
There are a range of orders which MOSOVO officers can use to ensure potential victims are safeguarded from sexual harm being caused by the subject of the order. Part 2 of the Sexual Offences Act 2003 introduced Sexual Offences Prevention Orders (SOPO), Risk of Sexual Harm Orders (RSHO) and Foreign Travel Orders (FTO) which were designed to set reasonable restrictions on the movements and actions that a sex offender can conduct whilst they are subject to one of these orders. For simplification these were amended on the 8th of March 2015 by Part 9 of the Anti-Social Behaviour, Crime and Policing Act 2014 to Sexual Harm Prevention Order (SHPO) and Sexual Risk Order (SRO) (College of Policing, 2023).
The purpose of a SHPO is to ensure that appropriate restrictive conditions and obligations can be imposed on an offender in order to prevent further harmful behaviour and the opportunity to re-offend (College of Policing, 2023). Examples of conditions and restrictions that can be imposed on a recipient are the restriction or ban of using the internet, the prohibition of the offender living with a female or child, or restrictions placed on foreign travel including the surrender of their passport. However, any restrictions implemented must be relevant to the offence which they have been charged with or convicted of. If it is found that a recipient of a SHPO has breached the order, without reasonable excuse, they are liable to imprisonment for up to five years. 
An SRO works in exactly the same way as a SHPO in terms of its restrictive conditions or positive obligations that can be imposed, however, it is used for individuals who have not been cautioned or convicted of an offence (College of Policing, 2023).
2.2.4 Police Officer Professional Judgement
Whilst decisions surrounding the risk level and subsequent management of Sex Offenders are to be made utilising risk assessment tools, what is not discussed by the National Police Chiefs’ Council (2017) is that when making risk assessments officers regularly use their own professional judgement, thus allowing for potential bias. This is supported in research conducted by Bengtson and LÅngström (2007) and Kemshall (2008), who proved that using professional judgement not only allows for potential bias but is far less accurate than utilising structured risk assessment tools. 
Whilst research shows that officers using their own professional judgement does not work as effectively as when risk assessment tools available are used, it is easy to see why this is the case as Hoggett, McCartan and O’Sullivan (2019) and Waddington (1994) argue that the risk assessment determines the amount of time and resources dedicated to an offender. With MOSOVO officers currently manging extremely high numbers of offenders (Creedon QPM, 2022) it is clear to see that MOSOVO officers may determine offenders to be of the lowest risk, even if they are not as determined by the risk assessment tools at hand. Thus making it of central importance for police accountability and avoidance of subsequent trouble to understand what professional judgement is and to take this into account when assessing the impact and effectiveness of the current policing model for managing sex offenders. 


2.3 Victims of Sexual Offences and their views on Sex Offender Management Procedures
Currently victims of Sexual Offences and their views surrounding the punishment and further rehabilitation of offenders are not considered when assessing the risk and subsequent management levels of offenders, although their views could provide extensive benefits in the management of offenders. At this time research conducted into the area of victims of sexual offences is limited, with a lack of research conducted within England and Wales. The limited research that had been conducted was in relation to victim’s views of post release measures such as the notification requirements. This is despite victim’s views being able to provide insights, which can be used to inform affective legislation, policies and practices (Fitz-Gibbon and Walklate, 2018). Whilst also having the ability to counter the retraumatisation victims experience by being excluded from the criminal justice process (Center for Sex Offender Management, 2018).
From research analysed it has been determined that “victims held a degree of cynicism towards punitive and post-release measures, stating these did not in fact help victims (Bandy, 2015)”. However, an overarching theme emerged that victims “sought to prevent future sexual offending rather than continue to punish the offender for their past behaviour (Richards, Death and Ronken, 2023)”. Richards, Death, and Ronken (2023) found that victims wished to hold the offender accountable and to have the opportunity to tell offenders how the offence had impacted upon them.
When victim’s views were sought on the use of Sex Offender registries by Craun and Simmons (2012) an underwhelming number of victims stated they supported their use, with just over 67% stating that the use of registers gave a false sense of security and held very little ability to prevent further sexual offending, with less than 40% believing they protected the public. McGinn et al. (2016) identified that victims would prefer for offenders to be monitored using electronic tagging, due to the threat of consequences they would receive if they offended again. However, this is not a realistic means of managing sex offenders due to the potential for infringing on the offender’s human rights and the limited resources available.

2.4 How effective is the current model of managing Sex Offenders in reducing recidivism rates?
The introduction of MAPPA saw a shift in national focus towards managing the risk of offenders under its management, with the intended outcome on ensuring public protection from serious harm they posed. To measure the effectiveness of MAPPA at a national level, the Ministry of Justice produces annual reports. Analysis by the Ministry of Justice (2023) showed a substantial proportion of the MAPPA population were category one offenders with 98% of those managed at the lowest level of management. The number of offenders managed at levels two and three saw an increase of over 10%, to 1551 offenders, with an overwhelming 67% of these breaching their licence conditions throughout the year and subsequently being returned to prison.
Whilst it is important to understand the effectiveness of MAPPA at a national level, the aim of this research is to evaluate how effective the current model of preventing re-offending protects victims of sexual offences in the South Wales and Gwent Police areas. To establish this the Annual MAPPA reports for Gwent and South Wales Police for 2023 were critically analysed.
As detailed by HM Prison and Probation Services (2023) both Gwent and South Wales Police saw an increase in the number of Sex Offenders under management, with over 97% managed by the lead agency only at level one, consistent with national findings. Whilst the number of sex offenders managed at levels two and three in 2023 decreased within both forces. This is not in line with national levels but does concur with research conducted by Hudson, Taylor, and Henley (2014) who found that whilst the overall number of registered sex offenders increased, those being managed at higher risk levels significantly decreased, suggesting that offenders risk level had likely been re-classified. It was theorised that this was an indication that MAPPA was working well, however, stated that it may have reflected national pressure to reduce the risk of high-risk allocations to offenders in an effort to make MAPPA look more effective than it is.
Gwent Police were deemed more effective in the number of level two and three offenders under their management returned to prison following breaches of licence conditions, amounting to 68% of their level two and three population, whilst South Wales police amounted to just under 17% of their population of offenders. These findings correspond with research conducted by Creedon QPM (2022) and the Criminal Justice Joint Inspection (2022), where clear evidence was found supporting MAPPA in its effectiveness at managing Sex Offenders under the current model, specifically at levels two and three where multi-agency working is mandatory. There were however issues identified in both reports, that of poor management of offender’s risk levels, particularly those managed at level one, and MOSOVO officers looking to identify offences committed by an offender rather than careful management to dissuade from re-offending. 
Whilst findings indicate strong support for the effectiveness of MAPPA and subsequently the MOSOVO teams that manage MAPPA offenders, ultimately what defines their effectiveness are recidivism rates of Sex Offenders under their management. Whilst observed recidivism rates should be considered underestimates as not all offences are reported or detected, observed sexual recidivism rates stand at between 11 – 12% (Hanson and Morton-Bourgon, 2009). This is supported by findings from the latest Ministry of Justice (2024) report on proven reoffending statistics where it was noted that the lowest rate of reoffending was observed amongst those who had committed a sexual offence, with this being at 13.1%.

2.5 Conclusion
This chapter sought to answer and has subsequently achieved the first objective of this research project, which was:
To critically analyse existing academic literature to ascertain if the current policing model of managing Sex Offenders is effective?
To conclude this literature review, it is clear that a significant amount of research has been conducted into the effectiveness of MAPPA, and subsequently the MOSOVO model of working. The academic literature reviewed evidenced low rates of Sex Offender recidivism overall thus supporting the overall conclusion that the current model of police management of Sex Offenders is highly effective, albeit with a few issues to work on. 
This chapter has identified a gap in existing research, that being evidence to support objective two, Does the current policing model of managing Sex Offenders protect victims of previous Sexual Abuse? as there is little empirical research available to provide a full understanding of victim’s views, therefore this will be explored further throughout this research.
The next chapter of this research will look to identify a suitable research methodology to address this issue.











Chapter Three: Methodology
3.1 Introduction
The previous chapter of this research project critically analysed existing literature surrounding the effectiveness of the current policing model of managing Sex Offenders and therefore achieved objective one of this study, which is:

To critically analyse existing academic literature to ascertain if the current policing model of managing Sex Offenders is effective?

This chapter of this research project will aim:

To identify an appropriate research method to explore MOSOVO officers views on the subject of victim protection through their work.

Research is defined as a process undertaken in a systematic and methodical way to enhance knowledge (Collis and Hussey). Throughout this research the method of primary research will be utilised, which is defined as the “original analysis of data collected in a research study (Glass, 1976)”. The use of the research onion created by Saunders, Lewis and Thornhill (2016) will support the analysis of research methods to identify and explain the chosen research strategy within this research project.

3.2 Research Onion
The research onion model was created by Saunders, Lewis and Thornhill in 2007 and since its inception has been regarded as one of the primary methods used to design a research methodology (Dissanayake, 2023). As detailed below in figure 3.1 there are six layers to the research onion that must be explored, these are: research philosophy, research approach to theory development, research choice, research strategies, time horizon and techniques and procedures. 
[image: ]
Figure 3.1 The Research Onion Model (Source: Saunders, Lewis and Thornhill, 2016)

Figure 3.1 shows The Onion Research Model and the research techniques involved in its use.
3.2.1 Research Philosophy
The first layer of the research onion reviewed is the research philosophy, which Saunders, Lewis and Thornhill (2016) state are the beliefs and assumptions the researcher makes about the development of knowledge within a particular field of study.
The subject of this research study involves an interpretivism philosophical approach due to the research requiring the beliefs and motivations of the participants involved (Nickerson, 2024). Elias (2023) describes the interpretivism approach as understanding the opinions people have of their lived experiences in specific rather than generalised ways. Saunders, Lewis and Thornhill (2016) argue that people experience situations differently to one another due to their individual circumstances and due to this have different opinions of these situations. Due to the participants in this study being MOSOVO officers who work in the field of sex offender management and the wide range of offenders and situations they will have dealt with in the course of this work the use of an interpretivism approach in this study is important.

3.2.2 Research Approach
There are three types of approach used within research studies, these being deductive, inductive and abductive approaches. Within this study an inductive approach will be used as this approach as outlined by Thomas (2006, p. 238) collects and analyses the primary data with the aim to identify patterns and therefore develop a theory. The use of an inductive approach will help identify if the current model of managing sex offenders is effective at protecting victims of previous and future sexual harm.
3.2.3 Research Strategy and Choice
This research study will adopt a mixed method approach, which incorporates both qualitative and quantitative methods to collect, analyse and integrate data within a single study (Tasahakkori and Cresswell, 2007). The use of a mixed method approach will allow for the use of quantitative and qualitative data that has been obtained and then subsequently analysed through triangulation to gain the best and most reliable solution to this research study (Hafsa, 2019 and Hecker and Kalpokas, 2024).
Within this research the use of a survey with MOSOVO officers in Gwent and South Wales police forces will ensure that information can be obtained from those working within the field of study, therefore giving unique view-points to analyse and therefore reach a research conclusion. The use of a survey strategy is a common strategy within research as they allow information to be collected in an economical way and are easily comparable, therefore making their use valuable in in exploratory and descriptive research (Saunders, Lewis and Thornhill, 2016).

3.2.4 Time Horizon
A cross-sectional study is a snapshot of the participants beliefs and behaviours at a specified point in time (Grimes and Schulz, 2002, Hua and David, 2008 and Saunders, Lewis and Thornhill, 2016). Maier et al.(2023) state cross-sectional studies have many benefits due to them being inexpensive and efficient for data collection. Due to this and the short amount of time available for this study a cross-sectional approach will be used. 
3.3 Techniques: Data Collection and Analysis
3.3.1 Data Collection
The use of a survey presents advantages and disadvantages to the researcher. As outlined by Blackstone (2012, p. 91 – 92) the use of a survey is cost effective, allows for a larger sample size in an easy way and gives anonymity to respondents who are more likely to provide honest responses, however, it is a rigid process which is prone to researcher error.

3.3.2 Survey Design and Sample Size
The survey used in this research study included eight open and closed questions to ensure a range a responses would be received. Open questions allow participants to write as much as they wish in the form of a free form text box, whilst closed questions restrict participants to a limited number of answers (Rosala, 2024).The use of closed questions meant that the survey is quicker and easier to answer for the participants and allows for easier analysis of the data, whilst the use of open questions allowed the participants to give a lengthier and in-depth response (Hyman and Sierra, 2016).
It is expected that there will be a small sample with between 10 – 15 respondents to this survey, with these split evenly between Gwent and South Wales police MOSOVO teams. Although this is a small sample it is expected that the responses received will be invaluable due to the participants being MOSOVO officers and therefore being experienced and knowledgeable of the subject. Whilst this is a small sample size it is expected that this will be a pilot study with the hopes that this will be researched in more detail in later studies.

3.3.3 Pilot Study
A pilot study is defined by In (2017) as the first step in a research protocol, often smaller in size that assists in the planning of a larger study. From analysis of existing research it is clear to see that there has been no previous research undertaken on the area of study for this research, therefore this research will be a pilot study. 

3.4 Reliability and Validity
Saunders, Lewis and Thornhill (2016) argue that reliability and validity are central to the evaluation of the quality of the research conducted. The validity of the data is concerned with how true and believable the research is and whether it evaluates the area of study chosen, whereas the reliability deals with the appropriateness, consistency and dependability of the data collected (Zohrabi, 2013). Saunders, Lewis and Thornhill (2016) describe multiple threats to the reliability and validity of the research that must be considered, these are participant bias and error, researcher bias and error, past events, change in participants attitudes and beliefs and the instrumentation used within the study.
The use of a survey within this study helps to confirm the validity of the research whilst mitigating participant error as it is designed in a way which helps minimize this (Krosnick, 2018, p. 95). As the survey provides anonymity to the participants it is expected that the answers gained will be of a candid nature, providing further validity to the research.

3.5 Limitations
There are a number of limitations associated with the research study chosen. Due to this study exploring the only the opinions of MOSOVO officers working within the field of study there is a risk of gathering a low number of responses. Another limitation of this study is the non-responsiveness from participants who do partake in the study. The chosen research method is anonymous, although participants may not wish to express their true thoughts and feelings surrounding the subject area. It has, however, been made clear to all participants at the start of the survey that their participation is anonymous and voluntary, therefore mitigating this limitation.
A further limitation of this study is that this study depends on the use of a survey for data collection. Although a tremendous amount of effort has been exerted into designing the instrument used, it is possible that misunderstandings may occur, thus affecting the validity of the data collected.
A final limitation of this study is that of the time frame being limited. Due to the nature of the research the time frame allowed for was a matter of months, therefore the generalizability of this research may be limited.

3.6 Ethical Considerations
It is of the utmost importance when conducting a research study that ethical considerations are explored. At the start of this research project an ethics form was completed to ensure the study mitigated these concerns, ensuring participants are “safe from harm and protected from unnecessary stress (Cacciattolo, 2015)”.
Prior to participants providing answers to the survey they were informed of the research objectives, notified they could withdraw at any time, advised any answers they provided were anonymous and they provided explicit consent to being involved in the study. The data sourced from the participants will be viewed only by the researcher of this study. Due to this there are no concerns that have been raised in relation to ethical risk. There are no concerns foreseen in relation to psychological harm coming to the participants due to them being over the age of eighteen and working within the field of sex offender management.

3.7 Conclusion
This chapter has successfully completed its aim to:

To identify an appropriate research method to explore MOSOVO officers views on the subject of victim protection through their work.

This chapter has successfully identified and demonstrated the appropriate research methodology used for this research study. The next chapter will analyse and present the findings of the data collected through methods identified in this chapter and aim to achieve the third objective, which is:

To analyse the primary data collected to understand how the current police model for managing Sex Offenders protects victims of previous and future sexual harm.















Chapter Four: Data Analysis
4.1 Introduction
The previous chapter identified the methodology of this research project and subsequently achieved objective two, which was:

To identify an appropriate research method to explore MOSOVO officers views on the subject of victim protection through their work.

This chapter aims to achieve the third objective, which is:

To analyse the primary data collected to understand how the current police model for managing Sex Offenders protects victims of previous and future sexual harm.

Throughout this chapter the primary data that was collected through the researcher’s primary research will be analysed and presented. The primary data was sourced through an online survey, which garnered twenty one responses from serving MOSOVO officers, thus enabling their professional perceptions of how the work they undertake protects victims of previous and future sexual harm to be collected. 



4.2 Data Analysis and Demographics
4.2.1 Data Analysis
Data analysis is defined as the collection, transformation and modelling of the primary data into meaningful information to allow themes and patterns to be identified (Taherdoost, 2020 and Hassan, 2024). The data gathered within this research project was collected through the use of an online survey tool called Survey Monkey, which provided basic analysis of the data once collected through graphs for the quantitative data and word clouds for the qualitative data. The use of this online survey tool allowed for the data to be collected in a timely manner and easy to understand analysis of this data. The researcher chose not to make use of other data analysis tools such as NVivo due to its difficulty of use and the lower number of respondents gained through the data collection phase.

4.2.2 Demographics
Within this research study the expert opinions and insights of those working within MOSOVO were sought with the concentration being upon the police forces that police within the South Wales area. The police forces in question being Gwent Police and South Wales Police, therefore participants within the survey were asked which police force they worked for and then subsequently categorised by their particular force. This question was included to ascertain if the method of working  within each force was consistent and to understand how each police force views the effectiveness of the current model in protecting victims of previous and future sexual harm. All participants were asked to provide their consent in question one of the survey for their responses to be used within this research study.
4.3 Survey Findings
4.3.1 Theme One: MOSOVO Officers believe in the effectiveness of MAPPA
Analysis of the twenty one responses received to question 4, which asked the participants to choose their response to I believe the current model of managing Sex Offenders is effective. It is clear to see that the overall majority of MOSOVO officers think that the current model for managing Sex Offenders in the community is effective with 76.2% respondents stating they agreed it is effective, whereas only 9.5% of respondents disagreed that it was effective as highlighted in Figure 4.1.

[image: ]
Figure 4.1 Graph showing participants responses to question 4: I believe the current model of managing Sex Offenders is effective

This shows overwhelming support for those that currently work within the field of managing Sex Offenders in the community, matching findings by The Ministry of Justice (2023) in the latest Multi-Agency Public protection Arrangements Annual Report, where it was found that the work undertaken to manage Sex Offenders in the community is highly effective. Participants were asked to provide comments to support why they believed this was effective or ineffective to supplement their response to this question. 
Analysis of the responses received shows most MOSOVO officers believe the current model helps them to effectively manage the risk of the offenders they manage, whilst providing substantial safeguarding opportunities within the community. There are however anomalies within the responses provided with a number of participants stating they believed the Sexual Offences Act 2003 to be outdated giving them little opportunity to effectively manage an offender due to limited powers afforded to them under the act. Although this is normally not an issue if an offender has a Sexual Harm Prevention Order in place as this puts positive conditions on the offender, ultimately restricting their movements and actions allowed.

4.3.2 Theme Two: Where is the protection for previous victims?
Question 5 of the survey asked respondents to provide a response to I believe the current model of managing Sex Offenders protects victims who have suffered Sexual Harm from Sex Offenders. Analysis of the data provides a split response with 52.4% of participants agreeing or strongly agreeing it is effective in protecting victims of previous sexual harm, whilst 42.8% respondents provided no clear agreement or disagreement with this statement as shown in Figure 4.2.[image: ]
Figure 4.2 Graph showing participants responses to question 5: I believe the current model of managing Sex Offenders  protects victims who have suffered Sexual Harm from Sex Offenders.

From analysis of the comments left by participants as part of this question it is clear to see the majority of MOSOVO officers view the current model as effective in protecting victims of sexual harm. The positive aspects identified to protect these victims are that MOSOVO officers are able to target offenders and utilise existing Sexual Harm Prevention Orders to effectively manage their risk towards their victim as shown in the word cloud in Figure 4.3.
[image: ]
Figure 4.3 Word cloud showing analysis of qualitative data received to question 5: I believe the current model of managing Sex Offenders  protects victims who have suffered Sexual Harm from Sex Offenders.

However, the current model does not incorporate victims of a Sex Offender’s offence into their management, as illustrated by Participant 18’s answer shown in Figure 4.4.
“The model essentially focuses on the risk and prevention of further offending. Very little in the model relates to the offender’s victims. Very rarely do Offender Managers have contact with victims unless there are specific ongoing concerns, or if an offender with an indefinite registration applies to come off the register as the victim’s opinion is required as part of the process.
Figure 4.4 Participant 18’s answer to Question 5
The exclusion of the victim’s opinion when managing Sex Offenders in the community is echoed in the answer provided by Participant 7, shown in Figure 4.5.

“We never see the victims or complete victim work, rather we safeguard people who may be victims, or may not be victims.”
Figure 4.5 Participant 7’s partial answer to Question 5

The comments made by these participants regarding previous victims of crime not being incorporated into the management of Sex Offenders does not correspond with the aims of MAPPA, as stated by HM Prison and Probation Services (2023) which states its aim is to protect the community, including previous victims of crime from sexual and violent offenders and that is essential for decision making purposes that previous, current and potential victims are engaged with. Therefore it can be argued that the current model is not being utilised to its full capacity as MOSOVO officers do not engage with or consider previous victims of the offender within their management plans, meaning the current process does not sufficiently protect victims of previous sexual harm effectively.

4.3.3 Theme Three: MOSOVO helps recidivism rates
Question 6 of the survey asks participants to rate their agreement with the following statement: I believe the current model of managing Sex Offenders prevents re-offending. Analysis of the responses received indicates that the majority of MOSOVO officers agree that the current model is effective in preventing re-offending as 57.1% chose the agree option. 28.6% neither agreed or disagreed and 14.3% either disagreed or strongly disagreed, as shown in Figure 4.6.
[image: ]
Figure 4.6 Graph showing participants responses to question 6: I believe the current model of managing Sex Offenders prevents re-offending.
Analysis of the comments made by the participants to this question suggest that whilst most agree with this statement, they are sceptical as to its true effectiveness as seen in the responses provided by participants 7 and 11, whose answers are provided in Figure 4.7 and Figure 4.8.
“It is effective in managing Sex Offenders through oversight and support where necessary. It will not prevent all Sex Offenders but will prevent some re-offending.
Figure 4.7 Participant 5’s response to Question 6.
“I believe that we stop some offending, how much though is not known, we can only estimate how many would have gone on to re-offend, as opposed to those who have not.”
Figure 4.8 Participant 7’s response to question 6.
The responses received to this statement correspond to findings by Ministry of Justice (2024) and Marshall (1994), where it was found that although some offenders do go onto to re-offend, those who had been previously convicted of a Sexual Offence generally had the lowest risk of re-offending. 

4.3.4 Theme Four: The victim has no voice
Question 8 of the survey asks participants what their current level of engagement with victims is within their management of offenders. 85.7% of respondents stated they do not engage with or include victims within their management process. This is in line with the current model of Sex Offender management, which does not provide for a victim to be involved within their offender’s after conviction management.
Due to this participants were therefore asked to rate their agreement with Question 7 of the survey which asks the following statement: I believe the victim’s views contribute to the successful management of Sex Offenders. Analysis of the responses received indicates that the majority of MOSOVO officers believe that the victims views would not add to the effectiveness of the management process of Sex Offenders with 47.6% either disagreeing or strongly disagreeing with this theory and only 19.1% agreeing or strongly agreeing that this would add to the existing model as seen in Figure 4.9.
[image: ]
Figure 4.9 Graph showing participants responses to question 7: I believe the victims’ views contribute to the successful management of Sex Offenders.

This low level of victim engagement by MOSOVO officers is contrary to the Code of Practice for Victims of Crime in England and Wales (Ministry of Justice, 2020), which gives the victim 12 rights when reporting a crime. In particular, right 11, which gives the victim the right to be given information about the offender following a conviction, the right to information relating to their prison sentence and release date as well as the ability to write an additional victim personal statement upon their release stating how the crime has affected them. It is perhaps not surprising there is very little victim engagement as whilst the victims’ code of practice states that victims should be informed there is currently no set process by which MOSOVO officers are required to interact with the victims of their offenders management. There are many reasons why this may be the case with participant 18 providing the response in Figure 4.10 to question 9, which asks: I believe the following improvements could be made to the current management model to ensure victims are protected from previous or future sexual harm.
“Some victims might want to put it all behind them and forget it, in which case further contact from police, especially many years after the index offence may not be welcome as it would open new wounds. Other victims might need to be constantly reassured that the offender is being closely monitored and managed. The current offender management model is designed purely to manage Sex Offenders going forward and has no real focus on an offender’s previous victims.”
Figure 4.10 Participant 18’s response to question 9.

4.4 Conclusion
This chapter has successfully achieved the third objective, which is:

To analyse the primary data collected to understand how the current police model for managing Sex Offenders protects victims of previous and future sexual harm.

In conclusion the findings of this study indicate that MOSOVO officers do not engage with victims of previous sexual harm from the sex offenders they manage due to there being no set process to do so. The overall majority of MOSOVO officers do not believe that engaging with these victims would add to the already effective model, stating that this would be either too distressing for the victim or too time intensive for MOSOVO officers to complete. Whilst victims are not engaged MOSOVO officers believe that the work they complete is highly effective in identifying the risk of the offender and the implementation of safeguarding for potential future victims.
The final chapter of this research study will provide recommendations to enhance the role of the victim within the management of Sex Offenders and answer the question: 
Does the current policing model for managing Sex Offenders protect victims of previous Sexual Offences and does it deter Offenders from committing further Sexual Offences?













Chapter Five: Findings and Recommendations
5.1 Introduction
The previous chapter analysed the primary data received from the completed survey and achieved objective three, which was:

To analyse the primary data collected to understand how the current police model for managing Sex Offenders protects victims of previous and future sexual harm.

This chapter will seek to achieve objective four, which is:

To provide recommendations on how MOSOVO can enhance victim protection within their work.

This chapter will also conclude whether the current policing model protects victims of previous and/or future sexual harm and whether it deters sex offenders from committing further crimes. Whilst, also highlighting limitations and providing potential avenues for further research of this subject area.




5.2 Findings
Firstly, it was found that the current policing model for managing sex offenders in the community is highly effective as it allows MOSOVO officers to identify and manage risk, thus giving them ample opportunity to safeguard potential future victims. This finding came about due to 76.2% of respondents stating they agreed or strongly agreed that the current policing model is effective, thus supporting findings by The Ministry of Justice (2023).
Secondly, it was found that the current policing model for managing sex offenders in the community prevents most offenders from re-offending, which supports The Ministry of Justice (2024), who found that those convicted of a Sexual Offence have the lowest risk of re-offending. This is undoubtedly a positive as it shows that the current policing model is structured in such a way that offenders are rehabilitated and strictly managed, thus deterring them from committing further crimes.
Lastly, whilst it was found that the current policing model is effective in deterring victims of future sexual offending, however it does not protect victims of previous sexual harm. 52.4% of participants believe the model is effective; however, it does not include previous victims of sexual harm within its structure with 85.7% of participants stating they do not include communicate with or include these victims in their management plans with their work concentrating on preventing future harm. This is perhaps an oversight on behalf of MOSOVO officers and those who have designed the model as victims views in terms of the offenders placement within the community and their ongoing risk can be vital to ensuring the correct management level is attached to the offender. 

5.3 Recommendations
From analysis of the results of this study there are a number of recommendations that can be made to the current policing model for managing sex offenders. The aim of these recommendations is to bring positive changes to the current model to support victims of sexual harm.
Recommendation one is the introduction of dedicated victim liaison officers within MOSOVO teams. The victim liaison officer (VLO) will be solely responsible for contacting victims of previous sexual harm, gathering their thoughts in relation to the management of their offender and providing ongoing contact as per the victim’s preferences. Whilst this is seen as a positive step in the area of victim protection there is the potential for victims to provide unreasonable or unattainable demands in the management of their offender. Therefore, the introduction of a VLO within MOSOVO will require suitable training and a review of the victims code of practice to ensure the most suitable person undertakes this role (Ministry of Justice, 2020).
Recommendation two is the introduction of targeted and regular training for MOSOVO officers. Training will be undertaken in areas specific to their policing area, to include offender psychology and legislation sessions. This is essential as most respondents stated there is a severe lack of training, resources and staff available to complete their role effectively. Whilst a lack of staff can only be corrected through ongoing recruitment, the introduction of targeted and regular training can benefit MOSOVO officers within a short amount of time.
The final recommendation is for a change to be made to the MAPPA guidance (HM Prison and Probation Services (2023) to include ongoing rehabilitation after an offender’s probation period ends, specifically focusing on long term cognitive behavioural therapy as a mandatory element within an offenders management. At present rehabilitation is conducted through the prison and probation periods of an offenders sentence, however, once this has ended police manage these offenders through risk assessment with very little further support. Research conducted by Bitton and Abulafia (2020) and Craig, Stringer and Sanders (2012) showed the long term use of cognitive behavioural therapy with sex offenders provided significant improvements in offenders accepting responsibility for their actions and increased victim empathy and awareness. Therefore, the introduction of these mandatory sessions within the police model of managing sex offenders will provide ongoing support, thus decreasing the risk of offenders and their potential to re-offend.

5.4 Completion and Achievement of Objectives
This study has achieved the following objectives:

1. To critically analyse existing academic literature to ascertain if the current policing model of managing Sex Offenders is effective?

This objective was completed in Chapter Two as previous research was analysed relating to MOSOVO and its current policing model.

2. To identify an appropriate research method to explore MOSOVO officers views on the subject of victim protection through their work.

This objective was achieved in Chapter Three and involved the use of the research onion (Saunders, Lewis and Thornhill, 2016). This chapter identified that the most appropriate method was that of a survey.

3. To analyse the primary data collected to understand how the current police model for managing Sex Offenders protects victims of previous and future sexual harm.

This objective was achieved in Chapter Four following analysis of the primary data collected within the survey and the identification of key themes.

4. To provide recommendations on how MOSOVO can enhance victim protection within their work.

This objective was achieved within Chapter Five following analysis of the themes identified in the previous chapter.

5.5 Limitations
There are a number of limitations associated with this research study, with the biggest limitation being the size of the study itself. Due to this focusing only on two of the forty-eight police forces within the United Kingdom, with only a small amount of MOSOVO officers completed the survey. Due to this the information collected may not represent how each force undertakes it’s management of Sex Offenders in the community. 
An additional limitation to this research study would involve the sensitivity of the research topic itself. Ideally, the primary research should include the views of victims of sexual harm whose offenders are managed within MOSOVO. The inclusion of these individuals would have provided insight into their views on the current model of managing offenders within the community and how it could be improved for the better. 

5.6 Future Research
As the primary data collected in this research study was collected from two police forces out of the forty-eight UK police forces, a large amount of MOSOVO officers opinions were not collected. This is primarily due to the research study needing to be smaller in scale due to the time constraints in place. If further research was to be conducted into this subject it would be beneficial to include all police forces which have a MOSOVO unit managing sex offenders in the community.
Further research could include victims of previous sexual harm whose offenders are managed within MOSOVO as this would gather additional and relevant opinions to how offenders are managed and changes that could be made to the current model, although this is open to bias and should be explored with this in mind.

5.7 Conclusion
This research study has successfully achieved its objectives and answered the overarching question: “Does the current policing model for managing Sex Offenders protect victims of previous Sexual Offences and does it deter Offenders from committing further Sexual Offences?”, along with informing the reader of the current policing model for managing sex offenders and how victims are handled during this process.
This study has presented key findings surrounding victims inclusion in the management process, the effectiveness of the current policing model and sex offender recidivism.
Throughout this study the goal has been to identify the effectiveness of the current policing model and how it protects victims of previous and future sexual harm from offenders managed within MAPPA by MOSOVO officers. Chapter two identified the effectiveness of the current policing model through analysis of existing research. Chapter three utilised the research onion to identify the most appropriate model to use within this study and chapters four and five presented the findings of the primary data collected, whilst also providing recommendations.
To conclude, this study has identified positives and negatives with how the current policing model works. Whilst, it has identified its effectiveness in preventing future victims from coming to harm it has raised awareness around the non-inclusion of previous victims within the management model. It is hoped that future research within this area can make changes for the better. ‌




Bibliography
Anti-Social Behaviour, Crime and Policing Act 2014, part 9. Available at: https://www.legislation.gov.uk/ukpga/2014/12/part/9 [Accessed 06 July 2024].
Avon and Somerset Police. (2022). Operation Bluestone, our specialist approach to rape and sexual offence investigations, to help shape new national operating model. Available at: https://www.avonandsomerset.police.uk/news/2022/12/operation-bluestone-our-specialist-approach-to-rape-and-sexual-offence-investigations-to-help-shape-new-national-operating-model/. [Accessed 03 July 2024].
‌
Bandy, R. (2015). The impact of sex offender policies on victims. In R. Wright (Ed.), Sex offender laws, second edition : Failed policies, new directions (pp. 358–380). New York: Springer.

BBC News (2021). Sarah Everard murder: Wayne Couzens handed whole-life sentence. BBC News. 30 Sep. Available at: https://www.bbc.co.uk/news/uk-england-london-58747614. [Accessed 27 June 2024].
‌Bengtson, S. and LÅngström, N. (2007). Unguided Clinical and Actuarial Assessment of Re-offending Risk: A Direct Comparison with Sex Offenders in Denmark. Sexual Abuse: A Journal of Research and Treatment, 19(2), pp.135–153. doi:https://doi.org/10.1177/107906320701900205.

Bitton, M. and Abulafia, J. (2020). A community-based treatment center for sex offenders in Israel: a treatment evaluation of the treatment completers. Israel Journal of Psychiatry and Related Sciences, 57(2), pp.11–22.

Blackstone, A. (2012). Principles of sociological inquiry : qualitative and quantitative methods. Saylor Foundation, pp. 91-92. Available at: https://saylordotorg.github.io/text_principles-of-sociological-inquiry-qualitative-and-quantitative-methods/s11-02-pros-and-cons-of-survey-resear.html

Cacciattolo, M. (2015). Ethical Considerations in Research. In: The Praxis of English Language Teaching and Learning (PELT). Rotterdam: Sense Publishers, pp.61–79. Available at: https://link.springer.com/chapter/10.1007/978-94-6300-112-0_4  [Accessed 18 March 2024].

Center for Sex Offender Management. (2018). Advancing a victim-centered approach to supervising sex offenders: A toolkit for practitioners. Silver Spring: Center for Sex Offender Management. Available at: http://csom.org/pubs/Probation_toolkit_web.pdf [Accessed 1 January 2024].

College of Policing (2017). Multi-agency public protection arrangements (MAPPA). College of Policing. Available at: https://www.college.police.uk/app/major-investigation-and-public-protection/managing-sexual-offenders-and-violent-offenders/multi-agency-public-protection-arrangements-mappa. [Accessed 27 January 2024]

College of Policing. (2023). Court orders and notices. Available at: https://www.college.police.uk/app/major-investigation-and-public-protection/managing-sexual-offenders-and-violent-offenders/court-orders-and-notices. [Accessed 2 February 2024].

College of Policing. (2023a). National operating model for the investigation of rape and serious sexual offences. Available at: https://www.college.police.uk/national-operating-model-rasso. [Accessed 03 July 2024].

College of Policing. (2023b). Investigator’s journey | College of Policing. Available at: https://www.college.police.uk/national-operating-model-rasso/investigators-journey. [Accessed 03 July 2024].

‌‌Collis, J. and Hussey, R. (2014). Business Research : a Practical Guide for Undergraduate and Postgraduate Students. 4th ed. Basingstoke: Hampshire.

Craig, L.A., Stringer, I. and Sanders, C.E. (2012). Treating sexual offenders with intellectual limitations in the community. The British Journal of Forensic Practice, 14(1), pp.5–20. doi:https://doi.org/10.1108/14636641211204423.

Craun, S.W. and Simmons, C.A. (2012). Taking a Seat at the Table: Sexual Assault Survivors’ Views of Sex Offender Registries. Victims & Offenders, 7(3), pp.312–326. doi:https://doi.org/10.1080/15564886.2012.685217.

Creedon QPM, M. (2022). Independent Review into the Police-led Management of Registered Sex Offenders in the Community: Executive Summary. Available at: https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/media/64206f4732a8e0000cfa94be/Final_Creedon_report_compared.pdf [Accessed 3 February 2024].

Criminal Justice Act 2003. Available at: https://www.legislation.gov.uk/ukpga/2003/44/contents. [Accessed 28 January 2024]

Criminal Justice Act 2003, Sections 325 – 327B. Available at: https://www.legislation.gov.uk/ukpga/2003/44/contents. [Accessed 28 January 2024]

Criminal Justice and Court Services Act 2000. Available at: https://www.legislation.gov.uk/ukpga/2000/43/contents. [Accessed 29 January 2024]

Criminal Justice Joint Inspection (2011). Thematic Inspection Report: Putting the pieces together An inspection of Multi-Agency Public Protection Arrangements. pp.11–12. Available at: https://assets-hmicfrs.justiceinspectorates.gov.uk/uploads/Multi-agency-public-protection-arrangements.pdf [Accessed 27 June 2024].

Criminal Justice Joint Inspection (2022). Twenty years on, is MAPPA achieving its objectives? A joint thematic inspection of Multi-Agency Public Protection Arrangements. Manchester: Her Majesty’s Inspectorate of Probation. Available at: https://www.justiceinspectorates.gov.uk/hmiprobation/wp-content/uploads/sites/5/2022/07/A-joint-thematic-inspection-of-Multi-Agency-Public-Protection-Arrangements.pdf [Accessed 29 January 2024].

Dissanayake, E.V.A. (2023). Research Onion: A Systematic Approach for Designing Research Methodology. Part One. Available at: https://www.researchgate.net/publication/368874144_Research_Onion_A_Systematic_Approach_for_Designing_Research_Methodology_Part_One [Accessed 12 March 2024]. 

Elías, M.V. (2023) “Opening the ‘black box’ of public administration: The need for interpretive research,” Public administration (London) [Preprint]. Available at: https://doi.org/10.1111/padm.12959.

Fitz-Gibbon, K., & Walklate, S. (2018). Gender, crime and criminal justice (3rd ed.). Routledge. doi:10.4324/9781315621906

Glass, G.V. (1976). Primary, Secondary, and Meta-Analysis of Research. Educational Researcher, 5(10), p.3.

Grimes, D.A. and Schulz, K.F. (2002). An overview of clinical research: the lay of the land. Lancet (London, England), 359(9300), pp.57–61. doi:https://doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(02)07283-5.
Hafsa, N.-E. (2019). Mixed Methods Research: An Overview for Beginner Researchers. Journal of Literature, Languages and Linguistics, 58. doi:https://doi.org/10.7176/jlll/58-05.
Hamed, T. (2020). Different Types of Data Analysis; Data Analysis Methods and Techniques in Research Projects. International Journal of Academic Research in Management, 9(1), pp.1–9. Available at: https://www.researchgate.net/publication/356263959_Different_Types_of_Data_Analysis_Data_Analysis_Methods_and_Techniques_in_Research_Projects [Accessed 30 April 2024].

Hanson, R.K. and Morton-Bourgon, K.E. (2009). The accuracy of recidivism risk assessments for sexual offenders: A meta-analysis of 118 prediction studies. Psychological Assessment, 21(1), pp.1–21. doi:https://doi.org/10.1037/a0014421.

Hassan, M. (2022). Data Analysis - Methods and Types. Research Method. Available at: https://researchmethod.net/data-analysis/. [Accessed 30 April 2024].

Hecker, J. and Kalpokas, N. (2024). What Is Mixed Methods Research?. Available at: https://atlasti.com/guides/qualitative-research-guide-part-1/mixed-methods-research. [Accessed 06 July 2024].

HM Government (2021). Tackling Violence against Women & Girls. Available at: https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/media/6194d05bd3bf7f054f43e011/Tackling_Violence_Against_Women_and_Girls_Strategy_-_July_2021.pdf [Accessed 03 July 2024].

HM Prison & Probation Service (2023). MAPPA Guidance. Available at: https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/multi-agency-public-protection-arrangements-mappa-guidance [Accessed 30 January 2024].

HM Prison and Probation Services (2023). Multi-Agency Public Protection Arrangements (MAPPA) South Wales Annual Report 2022/23. Available at: https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/multi-agency-public-protection-arrangements-mappa-annual-reports-2022-to-2023 [Accessed 02 February 2024].

HM Prison and Probation Services (2023). Multi-Agency Public Protection Arrangements (MAPPA) Gwent Annual Report 2022/23. Available at: https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/multi-agency-public-protection-arrangements-mappa-annual-reports-2022-to-2023 [Accessed 02 February 2024].

Hoggett, J., McCartan, K. and O’Sullivan, J. (2019). Risk, discretion, accountability and control: Police perceptions of sex offender risk management policy in England and Wales. Criminology & Criminal Justice, 20(4), p.174889581983974. doi:https://doi.org/10.1177/1748895819839747.

Hua, Z. and David, A. (2008). Study design: Cross-sectional, longitudinal, case, and group. In: The Blackwell guide to research methods in bilingualism and multilingualism. Blackwell Publishing, pp.88–107. Available at: https://doi.org/10.1002/9781444301120.ch6 [Accessed 18 March 2024].

Hudson, K., Taylor, C. and Henley, A. (2014). Trends in the management of registered sexual offenders across England and Wales: a geographical approach to the study of sexual offending. Journal of Sexual Aggression, 21(1), pp.56–70. doi:https://doi.org/10.1080/13552600.2014.949314.

Hyman, M.R. and Sierra, J.J. (2016). Open- versus Close-Ended Survey Questions. NM State University Business Outlook,14(2). Available at: https://www.researchgate.net/publication/282249876_Open-_versus_close-ended_survey_questions [Accessed 18 March 2024].

In, J. (2017). Introduction of a Pilot Study. Korean Journal of Anesthesiology, 70(6), pp.601–605. doi:https://doi.org/10.4097/kjae.2017.70.6.601.‌

Kemshall, H. (2008). Understanding the community management of high risk offenders (1st ed.). Maidenhead: Open University Press.
Maier, C., Thatcher, J.B., Grover, V. and Dwivedi, Y.K. (2023). Cross-sectional research: A critical perspective, use cases, and recommendations for IS research. International Journal of Information Management, 70, p.102625. doi:https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijinfomgt.2023.102625.‌
McGinn, T., Taylor, B., McColgan, M. and Lagdon, S. (2016). Survivor Perspectives on IPV Perpetrator Interventions: A Systematic Narrative Review. Trauma Violence Abuse, 17(3), pp.239–55. doi:https://doi.org/10.1177/1524838015584358.

McNaughton Nicholls, C. and Webster, S. (2014). Sex Offender Management and Dynamic Risk: Pilot evaluation of the Active Risk Management System (ARMS) . Crown Copyright 2014. Available at: https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/media/5a7e41f1ed915d74e622522d/sex-offender-management-and-dynamic-risk.pdf [Accessed 4 July 2024].
‌Ministry of Justice (2023). Multi-Agency Public Protection Arrangements (MAPPA) Annual Report 2022/23. Crown Copyright 2023. Available at: https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/media/653966ade6c968000daa9b26/MAPPA_Annual_Report_2023.pdf [Accessed 15 November 2023].
Ministry of Justice (2024). Proven reoffending statistics quarterly bulletin, January to March 2022. Available at: https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/media/65b0f5bff2718c0014fb1c49/PRSQ_Bulletin_January_to_March_2022.pdf [Accessed 3 February 2024].

National Police Chiefs’ Council (n.d.). Operation Soteria - Transforming the Investigation of Rape. Available at: https://www.npcc.police.uk/our-work/violence-against-women-and-girls/operation-soteria/ [Accessed 3 July 2024].
‌National Police Chiefs’ Council (NPCC). (2017). New tailored approach to managing registered sex offenders introduced. Available at: https://news.npcc.police.uk/releases/new-tailored-approach-to-managing-registered-sex-offenders-introduced. [Accessed 29 January 2024].
Nickerson, C. (2024). Interpretivism Paradigm & Research Philosophy. Simply Psychology. Available at: https://www.simplypsychology.org/interpretivism-paradigm.html. [Accessed 06 July 2024].
‌Office for National Statistics (2023). Sexual Offences in England and Wales Overview - Office for National Statistics. Office for National Statistics. Available at: https://www.ons.gov.uk/peoplepopulationandcommunity/crimeandjustice/bulletins/sexualoffencesinenglandandwalesoverview/march2022. [Accessed 04 July 2024].
‌Pemberton, S., Kewley, S. and Mydlowski, L. (2023). The police as formal agents of change: Assisting desistance in individuals convicted of sexual offences. Journal of Community Safety and Well-Being, 8(4), pp.191–196. doi:https://doi.org/10.35502/jcswb.332.
Richards, K., Death, J. and Ronken, C. (2023). The views of victim/survivors of sexual violence about perpetrator post-release measures. Criminal Justice Studies, pp.1–20. doi:https://doi.org/10.1080/1478601x.2023.2218531.

Rosala, M. (2024). Open-Ended vs. Closed Questions in User Research. [online] Nielsen Norman Group. Available at: https://www.nngroup.com/articles/open-ended-questions/#:~:text=Open-ended%20questions%20allow%20participants%20to%20give%20a%20free-form. [Accessed 06 July 2024].

Saunders, M., Lewis, P. and Thornhill, A. (2016). Research Methods for Business Students. 7th ed. Harlow: Pearson.‌

Sexual Offences Act 2003, schedule 3. Available at: https://www.legislation.gov.uk/ukpga/2003/42/contents. [Accessed 30 January 2024].

Sexual Offences Act 2003, part 2. Available at: https://www.legislation.gov.uk/ukpga/2003/42/part/2 [Accessed 06 July 2024].

Tashakkori, A. and Creswell, J.W. (2007). The New Era of Mixed Methods. Journal of Mixed Methods Research, 1(1), pp.3–7. doi:https://doi.org/10.1177/2345678906293042.
Thomas, D.R. (2006). A General Inductive Approach for Analyzing Qualitative Evaluation Data. American Journal of Evaluation, 27(2), pp.237–246. doi:https://doi.org/10.1177/1098214005283748.
Wood, J. and Kemshall, H. (2007). The operation and experience of Multi-Agency Public Protection Arrangements (MAPPA).

‌Zohrabi, M. (2013). Mixed method research: Instruments, validity, reliability and reporting findings. Theory and Practice in Language Studies, 3(2), pp.254–262. doi:https://doi.org/10.4304/tpls.3.2.254-262.

Appendices
Appendix A – Copy of Survey
[image: ]
[image: ]
[image: ]
[image: ]
[image: ]





Appendix B – Ethics Form
[image: ]
[image: ]

[image: ]

[image: ]

[image: ]

[image: ]

[image: ]


[image: ]

[image: ]

[image: ]


[image: ]








[image: ]


Appendix C – Question and Literature Review Matrix
	Questions
	References relating to questions drawn from previous chapters

	Q1. I have read and understood the above information for the research project, I agree to take part in this academic study and understand I may withdraw at any time.

Q2. What force are you with?

Q3. Do you manage a workload of Offenders?
	Questions 1, 2 and 3 were asked to gain the participants consent, determine the force they work for and if they manage a workload of Sex Offenders.

	Q4. I believe the current model for managing Sex Offenders is effective.
	Hudson, Taylor and Henley (2014) and HM Prison and Probation Service (2023) found there had been a reduction in the number of offenders managed at Levels 2 and 3, stating MAPPA was effective due to the low number of high risk offenders managed.

	Q5. I believe the current model for managing Sex Offenders protects victims’ who have suffered Sexual Harm from Sex Offenders.
	Bandy (2015) found victims disagreed with punitive and post release measures, stating these did not help victims, whilst Richards, Death and Ronken (2023) found victim’s wished to hold their offender accountable and to tell them how the crime had affected them.

	Q6. I believe the current model of managing Sex Offenders prevents re-offending.

	Hanson and Morton-Bourgon (2009) and the latest Ministry of Justice (2024) report on proven re-offending stated that those convicted of a Sexual Offence have the lowest recidivism rates of all crimes. This question was deemed important to gauge the opinions of those working in the field if the current model is effective in it’s working.

	Q7. I believe the victims’ views contribute to the successful management of Sex Offenders.
	Fitz-Gibbon and Walklate (2018) stated that victims views provide valuable insights that can be used to inform legislation, policies and procedures.

	Q8. I regularly engage with and include victims’ views in my management of Sex Offenders.
	This is a continuation of Q7 and was asked to gauge how many MOSOVO officers currently engage with victims within their management of the Offender.

	Q9. I believe the following improvements could be made to the current management model to ensure victims are protected from previous or future Sexual Harm. 
	This question was asked to understand how MOSOVO officers believe the current model can be changed for the benefit of the victims of the Offenders they manage.









Appendix D – Questionnaire Answers
Q1. I have read and understood the above information for the research project, I agree to take part in this academic study and understand I may withdraw at any time.
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Q2. What force are you with?
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Q3. Do you manage a workload of Offenders?
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Q4. I believe the current model for managing Sex Offenders is effective.
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Q5. I believe the current model for managing Sex Offenders protects victims who have suffered Sexual Harm from Sex Offenders.
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Q6. I believe the current model for managing Sex Offenders prevents re-offending.
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Q7. I believe the victims’ views contribute to the successful management of Sex Offenders.
[image: ]
Q8. I regularly engage with and include victims’ views in my management of Sex Offenders.
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Appendix E – Responses to Question 4
The role holds a number of limitations to manage a cohort sufficiently - this has been recognised by college of policing who have recently changed their recommendations from providing a specific total amount of cohort an offender manager should manage to now removing the total figure and providing a guideline that an offender manager's high risk offenders should not exceed 20percent of their total cohort. In my experience, staffing levels are stretched to conduct detail investigations prior to any breaches/no offences identified. There is very little training in regard to technology and very little equipment freely available for offender managers to access. Although I agree that offender managers should be managed by senior officers, their management is based purely on home visit and risk management plans completed, instead of the detection of breaches/new offences identified and dealt with. Like all areas of work there are staff that quite simply do not work to their full potential. This model does allow Visor to appear positive (on the surface).

no power of entry or power to search properties/persons.

When applied correctly the current model can be very effective, but the biggest issue is that if there is no Sexual Harm Prevention Order in place the powers provided by the Sexual Offences Act 2003 are very limited - no power of entry to conduct home visits being the most obvious shortcoming.

Majority of RSO are given Sexual Harm Prevention Orders which allow us to manage sex offenders by checking their internet enabled devices. The current model is less effective for contact offences such as Rape and they are not given SHPOs.

Too many offenders to manage. Not able to be proactive enough or visit more often.

Outdated sexual offences act, lack of powers in relation to the management of offenders

On occasion stronger legislation is required to allow us entry into the registered premises and power to search when justified and proportionate

It effectively manages risk

I would suggest that certain prohibitions and requirements are effective, such as allowing officers the authority to examine devices, monitor contacts, put limits on age of children who they can have unsupervised contact with. However, I would argue that as a result of large caseloads and other commitment, such as case files, lie detectors, all other manner of actions required, that officers are not able to be pro-active enough.

It goes some way to ensuring they are not entering relationships or work that is inappropriate or risky. However more could be done.

Itis effective as it provides a level of oversight and identifies safeguarding opportunities. It cannot stop someone from re-offending if they choose to, but it can make it more difficult and increases chances of detecting concerning behaviour especially if the nominal has a SHPO.

Whilst we cannot monitor SO 24/7 some contact and risk assessment is better than no contact .I was in the police service prior to 1997 and am able to compare both .

In some ways it is effective, but in other ways it is not. It’s not a fail proof system

Appendix F – Responses to Question 5
In terms of multi-agency working (MAPPA) I do safeguarding is conducted very well.

The model essentially focuses on the risk and prevention of further offending. Very little in the model relates to the offender's victims. Very rarely do offender managers have contact with victims unless there are specific ongoing concerns, or if an offender with an indefinite registration applies to come off the register (the victim’s opinion is required as part of the process).

We actively target RSO and look at their environments and sexual preoccupancy to ensure they are less likely to reoffend, and we manage their risk level appropriately.

Management of Offenders must have some deterrent as opposed to none at all

There are not always strong enough conditions contained within any civil orders that are granted i.e. SHPO/SOPO

It effectively manages risk

this is more difficult to say, as we never see the victims or complete victim work, rather we safeguard people who may be victims- or may not be victims.

Effective in as much we may try ensuring they are not released to areas where victims live. Sometimes a specific SHPO prohibition is also in place.

The focus is on offenders and although potential victims are safeguarded it rarely is the victim of the index offence, as the subject would have probation licence conditions or restraining order regarding their victims.

We have some contact in terms of their sexual preoccupation- in reality this will largely be judged by their manager as uncorroborated statements from the SO cannot be taken with absolute accuracy. If the SO has a sexual harm prevention order, we are again able to obtain 3rd party intelligence which will prove or disprove their current level of engagement.

















Appendix G – Responses to Question 6
As stated insufficient staff and lack of resources to manage ALL cohort effectively.

not enough powers e.g. power to search properties. Lack of training in covert investigations/intelligence development for MOSOVO officers, likewise not enough tools to adequately investigate offenders.

Again the biggest issue is the lack of powers under the SOA 2003. If a SHPO has been applied for then the prohibitions can be a powerful tool as the offender has specific actions they cannot do. Basic RSO requirements only require on offenders to inform the police of specific changes or aspects of their life. SHPO's are targeted at specific behaviours relating to the offender's index offence and therefore much more effective tools in identifying and mitigating any efforts to further offend.

The use of SHPO's is effective but several of the older offenders have weaker SHPO's and could benefit from stricter SHPO's to ensure they do not reoffend.

Certainly has worked in my experience with certain offenders

We can only manage these offenders with the legislation available to us. Unfortunately if these RSO's decide to re-offend, there is little we can do; however we must be able to justify our management and subsequent risk levels

I think to say it prevents is too strong a wording, it certainly can prevent but not always

We are not trained as psychologists and can only manage Police risk rather than exploring deep seated sexual desires

I believe that we stop some offending, how much though is not known- we can only estimate how many would have gone on to offend, against those who have/have not

Effective in that without it RSOs could move in with children without safeguards or work where they should not. It also allows for some positive interventions such as obtaining housing or drug alcohol referrals without which a RSO could reoffend. That said better legislation would help. For instance all RSOs should have to keep their internet browsing history.

It is effective in managing sex offenders through oversight and support where necessary. It will not prevent all sex offenders but will prevent some re-offending.

It depends on whether they are contact offenders with adults or children or online offenders. Again the intelligence gathering must be bespoke to each SO and on occasion reoffending does occur. so they will reoffend .









Appendix H – Responses to Question 9
There is no simple answer. Some victims might want to put it all behind them and forget it, in which case further contact from police, especially many tears after the index offence, may not be welcome as it would open old wounds. Other victims might need to be constantly reassured that the offender is being closely monitored and managed. The current offender management model is designed purely to manage sex offenders going forward and has no real focus on an offender's previous victims.

At the moment I manage a very high number of sex offenders and it is difficult to be proactive due to this.

Stricter Sexual Harm Prevention Orders, More staff which will lead to the spreading out and sharing of workload and allowing more focus to be given to offenders. More dedicated training for Offender Managers. Developing a closer working relationship with response police officers and PCSO's who are out in the community and are able to gather intelligence on RSO's.

Including them in any SHPO prohibitions

National Probation Service utilise a Victim Liaison officer and this can be useful in gaining views for parole hearings. We are encouraged to gain the views of victims when an RSO applies for an indefinite review however I have mixed feelings with regard to this as sometimes I feel we are re-opening feelings and emotions of the victim and there are cases where if the RSO meets the requirements for deregistering despite the victim obviously not wanting that person to come off the register then all we have achieved is opening the can of worms for the victim once again.
In our role it is managing the risk of sexually re-offending, this is an area that should lie with a different department

The only time victims may be engaged are when application is made to come off the sex offenders register or during Sarah's Law applications or necessary Disclosures

It may be possible to introduce restorative justice into our work, but whether or not that would sit better with victim services or probation is arguable.

I do not believe the current model is particularly designed to protect previous victims but rather to prevent generic offending against anyone. I believe all RSOs should only be permitted access to the internet when signed into a Google account and should have to keep their browsing history. They should only be permitted one device that they register. They should have to register use of any car. They should have annual lie detection tests.

I think each MOSOVO office needs an intelligence officer, Phone work and more intrusive means of investigation should be more common place- for example the threshold for phone work doesn’t allow for 'fishing trips' i.e. regular checks to see who the SO is in touch with - there should be a checklist of more intrusive means of investigation. We don’t have enough feedback from the region in Bridgend re current trends and we don’t have any outside courses from psychologists. The ongoing specialist isn’t there at present and this results in the same approach being taken with all SOs

MOSOVO staff should have adequate covert investigative/intelligence training, adequate resources should be available, e.g. mobile device triage kiosks

Provide offender managers with the tool they require to manage their cohort.
2
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Does MOSOVO protect victims of Sex Offenders?

@ PAGE TITLE

This research study has been designed to seek out the opinions of those working within the MOSOVO teams of Gwent]
Police and South Wales Police to understand the ways in which they help and protect victims of Sex Offenders, whilst
protecting future victims from harm. There are three objectives to this study, which are:

1. To identify if the current policing model of managing Sex Offenders is effective?

2. Toidentify if the current policing model of managing Sex Offenders protects victims of previous sexual harm?

3. To identify if the current policing model of managing Sex Offenders protects victims by preventing the re-offending of Sex
Offenders?

This survey is confidential and the only persons who will be able to view your specific answers are yourself and the survey
host.

Your participation in this research survey is voluntary and you may withdraw from this at any time.

1. I have read and understood the above information for the research project, | agree to take part in this
academic study and understand | may withdraw at any time.

O Yes
O No
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2. What force are you with?

O Gwent Police

O South Wales Police

3. Do you manage a workload of Sex Offenders?

O Yes
O No

4. | believe the current model for managing Sex Offenders is effective.

O strongly agree

QO Agree

(O Neither agree nor disagree
(O Disagree

(O strongly disagree

| believe the current model of managing Sex Offenders is effective/not effective because...
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5. I believe current model for managing Sex Offenders protects victims who have suffered Sexual Harm from
Sex Offenders.

O strongly agree

O Agree

(O Neither agree nor disagree
(O Disagree

(O strongly disagree

I believe the current model of managing Sex Offenders is effective/not effective in protecting victims of previous sexual
harm because...
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6. | believe the current model of managing Sex Offenders prevents re-offending?

O strongly agree

O Agree

(O Neither agree nor disagree
(O Disagree

(O strongly disagree

I believe the current model of managing Sex Offenders is effective/not effective in preventing re-offending because...

7. | believe the victim's views contribute to the successful management of Sex Offenders.

O strongly agree

QO Agree

(O Neither agree nor disagree
(O Disagree

(O strongly disagree
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8. 1 regularly engage with and include victims views in my management of Sex Offenders.

O Yes
O No

9.1 believe the following improvements could be made to the current management model to ensure victims are
protected from previous or future sexual harm...
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1 1  If Yes, please provide details here of how you will gain access to specific documentation that is not  in the public domain and that this is in accordance with  the current   data protection law of the  country in question and  that of  England and Wales.         (thi s box should expand as you type)    

 Does your research relate to one or more of the seven aims of the Well - being  o f Future Generations (Wales) Act 2015?    YES    NO  

12  A prosperous Wales  ☐  ☒  

13  A resilient Wales  ☐  ☒  

14  A healthier Wales  ☐  ☒  

15  A more equal Wales  ☐  ☒  

16  A Wales of cohesive communities  ☒  ☐  

17  A Wales of vibrant culture and thriving Welsh language  ☐  ☒  

18  A globally responsible Wales  ☒  ☐  

19  If YES to any of the above, please give details:  

   This research relates  to the aim of a Wales of cohesive communities due to the work completed by  Police to incorporate Sex Offenders back into the community so they are able to fulfil their potential  and lead a life free of further offences. T his has a lar ge impact on community well - being and  cohesiveness due to the perceived conception of Sex Offenders .   This in turn relates to the aim  of a globally responsible Wales as if Sex Offenders re - introduction to  the community is successful this can be shared  worldwide   and in turn, contribute to global well - being.   (this box should expand as you type)  

  SECTION F: Scope of Research Activity  

 Will the research activity include:  YES  NO  

1  Use of a questionnaire or similar research instrument?  ☒  ☐  

2  Use of  interviews?  ☐  ☒  

3  Use of focus groups?  ☐  ☒  

4  Use of participant diaries?    ☐  ☒  

5  Use of video or audio recording?  ☐  ☒  

6  Use of computer - generated log files?  ☐  ☒  

7  Participant observation with their knowledge?  ☐  ☒  

8  Participant observation without their knowledge?  ☐  ☒  

9  Access to personal or confidential information without the participants’ specific  consent?  ☐  ☒  

10  Administration of any questions, test stimuli, presentation that may be  experienced as physically, mentally or emotionally harmful / offensive?  ☐  ☒  

1 1  Performance of any acts which may cause embarrassment or affect self - esteem?  ☐  ☒  
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1 5  Working with live vertebrate animals?  ☐  ☒  

1 6  Procedures that may have   a negative impact on the environment ?  ☐  ☒  

1 7  Other primary data  collection methods.  Please indicate the type of data collection  method(s)  below.  ☐  ☒  

 Details of any other primary data collection method:         (this box should expand as you  type)  

If NO to every question, then the research activity is (ethically) low risk and  may   be exempt from  some   of the  following sections   (please refer to Guidance Notes) .     If YES to any question, then  no research activity should be undertaken until full ethical approval has been  obtained.      SECTION  G :  Intended P articipants   If there are no participants then do not complete this section, but go directly to section H.    

 Who are the intended  participants:    YES    NO  

1  Students or staff at the University?  ☐  ☒  

2  Adults (over the age of 18 and competent to give consent)?  ☒  ☐  

3  Vulnerable adults?  ☐  ☒  

4  Children and Young People under the age of 18? (Consent from Parent, Carer or  Guardian will be required)  ☐  ☒  

5  Prisoners?  ☐  ☒  

6  Young offenders?  ☐  ☒  

7  Those who could be considered to have a particularly dependent relationship with  the investigator or a gatekeeper?  ☐  ☒  

8  People engaged in illegal  activities?  ☐  ☒  

9  Others . P lease indicate the participants below, and  specifically any group wh o  may be unable to give consent .    ☐  ☒  

 Details of any other participant groups:         (this box should expand as you type)  

 

 Participant numbers and  source   Provide an estimate of the expected number of participants. How will you identify participants and  how will they be recruited?   

10  How many participants are  expected?      Between 8  –   10 participants are expected .     (this box should expand as you  type)  

11  Who will the participants be?      The participants will be police officers within the MOSOVO teams  within Gwent Police and South Wales Police, which  encompasses Police forces across the South Wales area.     (this box should expand as you type)  
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12  How will you identify the  participants?    I will identify participants by liaising with Senior Management  within  the MOSOVO teams in Gwent Police and South Wales  Police outlining the aim of the research and to identify willing  participants.     (this box shoul d expand as you type)      

 Information for participants:    YES  NO    N/A  

1 3  Will you describe the main research procedures to participants in  advance, so that they are informed about what to expect?  ☒  ☐  ☐  

1 4  Will you tell participants that their  participation is voluntary?  ☒  ☐  ☐  

1 5  Will you obtain written consent for participation?  ☐  ☒  ☐  

16  Will you explain to participants that refusal to participate in the  research will not affect their treatment or education (if  relevant)?  ☐  ☐  ☒  

17  If the research is observational, will you ask participants for their  consent to being observed?  ☐  ☐  ☒  

18  Will you tell participants that they may withdraw from the research at  any time and for any reason?  ☒  ☐  ☐  

19  With questionnaires, will you give participants the option of omitting  questions they do not want to answer?  ☐  ☒  ☐  

20  Will you tell participants that their data will be treated with full  confidentiality and that, if published, it will not be  identifiable as theirs?  ☒  ☐  ☐  

2 1  Will you debrief participants at the end of their participation, in a way  appropriate to the type of research undertaken?  ☐  ☒  ☐  

2 2  If NO   to any of above questions, please give an explanation   

   I have answered no to obtaining written consent before participation as this is not required due to  participants  being advised that their participation is voluntary and not mandatory   and them being  willing participants.   Omitting   questions they do not want  to answer will not be necessary as the questions asked will not  be personal and will  be specific to the aims of this research without gaining any personal or  confidential information. It is not perceived that there will be any questions that participants d o not  want to answer.   A debrief at the end of participation is not required for this research      (this box should expand as you type)  

 

 Information for participants:    YES  NO    N/A  

2 4  Will participants be paid?  ☐  ☒  ☐  

25  Is specialist  electrical or other equipment to be used with participants?  ☐  ☒  ☐  

26  Are there any financial or other interests to the investigator or  University arising from this study?  ☐  ☒  ☐  

27  Will the research activity involve deliberately  misleading participants in  any way, or the partial or full concealment of the specific study aims?  ☐  ☒  ☐  

28  If YES   to any question, please provide full details   

       (this box should expand as you type)  
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SECTION  H : Anticipated Risks    

 Outline any anticipated risks   that may adversely affect any of the participants, the  researchers and/or the University, and the steps that will be taken to address them.      If you have completed a full risk assessment (for example as required by a laborator y, or external  research collaborator) you may append that to this form.     

1 Full risk assessment completed and appended?   Yes   ☐  

No  ☒  

2 Risks to participants   For example: sector - specific health & safety, emotional distress, financial  disclosure, physical harm,  transfer of personal data, sensitive organisational information  

 Risk to p articipant s :     Emotional Distress   Transfer of personal data   GDPR     (this box should expand as you type)  How you will mitigate the risk to p articipant s:     Anonymity of participants   No  request for personal information       (this box should expand as you type)  

3 If research activity may include sensitive, embarrassing or upsetting topics (e.g. sexual activity,  drug use) or issues likely to disclose information requiring further action (e.g. criminal activity), give  details of the procedures to deal with these issu es, including any support/advice (e.g. helpline  numbers) to be offered to participants. Note that  where applicable, consent procedures should  make it clear that if something potentially or actually illegal is discovered in the course of a project,  it may n eed to be disclosed to the proper authorities  

   This is not anticipated as no personal data will be requested during this research activity .     (this box should expand as you type)  

4 Risks to  the  investigator   For example: personal  health &  safety,  physical harm, emotional distress, risk of accusation of  harm/impropriety, conflict of interest  

 Risk to the i nvestigator:     Emotional Distress   GDPR     (this box should expand as you type)  How you will mitigate the risk to the i nvestigator:     No  request for personal data       (this box should expand as you type)  

5 University/institutional risks   For example: adverse publicity, financial loss, data protection  

 Risk to the University:     Data Protection     (this box should expand as you type)  How you  will mitigate the risk to the University:     No personal data to be requested     (this box should expand as you type)  

6 Environmental   risks   For example:  accidental spillage of pollutants, damage to local ecosystems  

 Risk to the environment :     NA     (this box  should expand as you type)  How you will mitigate the r isk to  environment :     NA     (this box should expand as you type)  

 

 Disclosure and Barring Service  

 If the research activity involves children or vulnerable adults, a Disclosure  and Barring Service  (DBS) certificate must be obtained before any  contact with such participants.  YES    NO    N/A    
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7 Does your research require you to hold a current DBS Certificate?  ☐  ☐  ☒  

8 If YES, please give the certificate number.   If the certificate number is not  available please write “Pending”; in this case any ethical approval will be  subject to providing the appropriate certificate number.   

  SECTION  I :  Feedback, C onsent   and C onfidentiality    

1 Feedback   What de - briefing and feedback will be provided to participants, how will this be done and when?   

   There is no anticipated feedback to be given to participants within this research activity.       (this box should expand as you type)  

2 Informed  consent   Describe the arrangements to inform potential participants, before providing consent, of what is  involved in participating. Describe the arrangements for participants to provide full consent before  data collection begins. If gaining consent in this   way is inappropriate, explain how consent will be  obtained and recorded in accordance with prevailing data protection legislation.  

   I will liaise with potential recipients via two means. One via their direct supervisor who will be the  first means of  contact via email   to outline the research proposal and to gage potential participants.  The potential participants will then be spoken to via email or in person   to explain in full the research  activity and it’s aims. Consent will be gained before a particip ant engages within the research  activity   via email and kept for reference.     (this box should expand as you type)  

3 Confidentiality / Anonymity   Set out how anonymity of participants and confidentiality will be ensured in any outputs. If  anonymity is not being offered, explain why this is the case.   

   No participants names will be divulg ed throughout this process   and anonymity will be offered  through the use of a specified code to identify each participant if necessary.       (this box should expand as you type)  

  SECTION J: Data Protection and Storage    

 Does the research activity involve personal da t a (as  defined by the General  Data Protection Regulation 2016 “GDPR” and the Data Protection Act 2018  “DPA”)?  YES  NO  

1  “Personal data”   means any information relating to an identified or identifiable  natural person (‘data subject’). An identifiable natural  person is one who can  be identified, directly or indirectly, in particular by reference to an identifier  such as a name, an identification number, location data, an online identifier or  to one or more factors specific to the physical, physiological, geneti c, mental,  economic, cultural or social identity of that natural person.   Any video or audio  recordings of participants is considered to be personal data.  ☐  X  

 If YES, provide a   description of the data and explain why this data needs to be  collected:  

2        (this box should expand as you type)  

 Does it involve special category data (as defined by the GDPR)?  YES  NO  
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3  “Special category data”   means sensitive personal data consisting of information as to  the data subjects’  –   (a) racial or  ethnic origin,   (b) political opinions,   (c ) religious beliefs or other beliefs of a similar nature,   (d) membership of a trade union (within the meaning of the Trade Union and Labour  Relations (Consolidation) Act 1992),   (e) physical or mental health or cond ition,   (f) sexual life,   (g) genetics,   (h) biometric data (as used for ID purposes),  ☐  X  

 If YES, provide a   description of the special category data and explain why this data needs to be  collected:  

4        (this box should expand as you type)  

 

 Will  data from the research activity (collected data, drafts of the thesis, or  materials for publication) be stored in any of the following ways?  YES  NO  

5  Manual files (i.e. in paper form)?  ☐  ☒  

6  University computers?  ☐  ☒  

7  Private company  computers?  ☐  ☒  

8  Home or other personal computers?  ☒  ☐  

9  Laptop computers/ CDs/ Portable disk - drives/ memory sticks?  ☐  ☒  

1 0  “Cloud” storage or websites?  ☐  ☒  

1 1  Other  –   specify:    ☐  ☒  

12  For all stored data, explain the measures in place to ensure the security of the data collected, data  confidentiality, including details of  backup procedures,  password   protection, encryption,  anonymisation and pseudonymisation :  

     (this box should  expand as you type)  

 

 Data Protection  

 Will the research activity  involve any of the following activities:  YES  NO  

1 3  Electronic transfer of data in any form?  ☐  ☒  

1 4  Sharing of data with others at the University   outside of the immediate research  team ?  ☐  ☒  

1 5  Sharing of data with other organisations?  ☐  ☒  

1 6  Export of data outside the  UK   or importing of data from outside the UK?  ☐  ☒  

17  Use of personal addresses, postcodes, faxes, emails or  telephone numbers?  ☐  ☒  

18  Publication of data that might allow identification of individuals?  ☐  ☒  

19  Use of data management system?  ☐  ☒  

2 0  Data archiving?  ☐  ☒  
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21  If YES   to any question, please provide full details,  explaining how this will be conducted in  accordance with the  GDPR and Data Protection Act (2018)   (and   any international equivalent s,  where appropriate ):  

       (this box should expand as you type)  

22  List all  who will have access to the data generated by the research activity :  

       (this box should expand as you type)  

2 3  List who will have control of, and act as custodian(s) for, data generated by the research activity :  

       (this box should expand as you  type)  

2 4  Give details of data storage arrangements, including security measures in place to protect the data,  where data will be stored, how long for, and in what form. Will data be archived  –   if so how and if  not why not.    

       (this box should expand as you  type)  

2 5  Please indicate if your data will be stored in the UWTSD Research Data Repository (see  https://researchdata.uwtsd.ac.uk/   ).   If so please explain. ( Most   relevant to academic staff)    

       (this box should expand as you type)  

26  Confirm that you have read the UWTSD guidance on data management (see  https://www.uwtsd.ac.uk/library/research - data - management/ )  YES  ☒  

27  Confirm that you are aware that you need to keep all data  until after your  research has completed or the end of your funding  YES  ☒  
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SECTION  K : Declaration  

 The information which I have provided is correct and complete to the best of my knowledge. I have  attempted to identify any risks and issues  related to the research activity and acknowledge my  obligations and the rights of the participants .     In submitting this application I hereby confirm that I undertake to ensure that the above named  research activity will meet the University’s Research Ethic s and Integrity Code of Practice which is  published on the website:  https://www.uwtsd.ac.uk/research/research - ethics/    

1  Signature of applicant:  Emma  Higgs  Date: 08/11/2023    

  For   STUDENT Submissions :  

2  Director of Studies/Supervisor:   Date:  

3  Signature:     

  For  STAFF S ubmissions :  

4  Academic Director/ Assistant  Dean:   Date:  

5  Signature:     

  Checklist:  Please complete the checklist below to ensure that you have completed the form according to the  guidelines and attached  any   required documentation:  

☒  I have read the guidance notes supplied before completing the form.  

☒  I have completed  ALL   RELEVANT   sections of the form in full.  

☒  I confirm that the research activity has received approval in principle  

☐  I have attached a copy of final/interim approval from external organisation ( where appropriate )  

☐  I have  attached a full risk assessment (where appropriate)     ONLY TICK IF YOU HAVE   ATTACHED A FULL RISK ASSESSMENT  

☒  I understand that it is my responsibility to ensure that the above named research activity will meet  the University’s Research Ethics and  Integrity Code of Practice.  

☒  I understand that before commencing data collection all documents aimed at respondents  (including information sheets, consent forms, questionnaires, interview schedules etc.) must be  confirmed by the DoS/Supervisor, module tutor or  Academic Director .  

 

RES EARCH STUDENTS ONLY   Once complete, submit this form via the  MyTSD  Doctoral College   Portal   at  ( https://mytsd.uwtsd.ac.uk ).    

RESEARCH STAFF ONLY   All communications relating to this application during its processing must be in writing and emailed to  pgresearch@uwtsd.ac.uk   , with the title ‘Ethical Approval’ followed by your name.    

STUDENTS ON UNDERGRADUATE OR TAUGHT MASTERS PROGRAMMES  should submit   this form  (and receive the outcome) via systems explained to you by the supervisor/module leader.  
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