Chapter 5.0 – Findings and conclusions

5.1 Introduction

The previous chapter displayed the results from the survey completed by traffic officers which linked into the objectives of the research project. The overall aim of the research project is to evaluate the success of Section 5A RTA 1988 since its introduction in 2015, this chapter will interpret the findings of the survey, comparing them to current literature to draw conclusions.

5.2 Completion and achievement of objectives

Objective 1 - Identify why and how Section 5A RTA 1988 was introduced.

This objective was achieved in chapter 2 where current literature was identified which documented that Section 5A RTA 1988 was introduced to increase convictions following fatal RTC’s. It also described the recommendations by North (2020) on how it should be framed and what changes needed to be made within the drug driving processes at that time. 

Objective 2 - Examine the benefits of Section 5A RTA 1988

This objective was achieved in both chapter 2 and chapter 4 with similar findings from both the literature review and primary data collection within the survey. The literature review found a 1100% increase in convictions from 2014 to 2019 highlighting a significant increase, which was echoed in the survey results as all officers stated that convictions have increased. A benefit found in the literature review which helped with the increase convictions was the introduction of roadside testing equipment so officers could more easily identify drug drivers. The equipment also assisted officers in attributing drugs as a contributing factor in road traffic collisions, this is significant benefit as the literature review highlighted a lack of literature and accurate data around drug driving. A final benefit identified through the opinion of traffic officers was that the introduction of Section 5A has made the roads safer. 

Objective 3 - Identify areas of improvement within drug driving laws following the introduction of 5A RTA 1988. 

Chapter 2 identified several areas of improvements which could still be made to Section 5A RTA 1988 many of which have been echoed in chapter 4. Webster (2021) highlighted that the more commonly used roadside testing devices have the capacity to test for more than two drugs and therefore this should be utilised. Chapter 4 supports this finding with 94% of those surveyed believing more drugs should be tested for with amphetamine, heroin, and ketamine the most chosen drugs to add. The opinions of traffic officers also support Webster (2021) with the belief that not all sentencing guidelines are adequate. Traffic officers stated that higher sentencing should be given to repeat offenders, and Webster (2021) argued that more severe sentencing should be given to those who have alcohol and drugs or multiple drugs within their system due to the unknown and increased risk of impairment on a driver.  

Traffic officers were asked what they would improve regarding Section 5 RTA 1988 with 24% stating the turnaround time for the blood tests results to be received should be quicker, this recommendation support the current literature found by HMICFRS (2020) which found officers were frustrated with the time it took for the analysis of blood results to take place. The largest recommendation with traffic officers was to allow for urine testing if a person is unable to give bloods.

Objective 4 - Explore the role of the traffic officer in enforcing Section 5A RTA 1988

This objective was achieved in chapter 4 where primary data was collated from traffic officers within Gwent Police to understand their role. The data suggests that traffic officers play a significant role with 89% using Section 5A RTA 1988 more than Section 4 RTA 1988 highlighting the popularity of the new legislation. However, officers would still use section 4 RTA 1988 predominately when they believed they would have issues getting blood from a suspect, if they passed the roadside testing but the officer believed they were intoxicated, or due to the manner of their driving section 4 RTA 1988 was the more appropriate offence. This supports the findings from chapter 2 that Section 4 RTA 1988 is used as well as Section 5A RTA 1988 and the importance of having both legislations. The data in chapter 4 opposes the findings within chapter 2 that repeat offending is prevalent, with only 28% of officers stating that they stop and test the same people consistently, although one of the main reasons given was that due to shifts, they do not always see the same people to stop. Another difference within the findings of chapter 2 and 4 is the that the survey results showed officers would look to test for both drink and drugs on the roadside with 89% saying they definitely, or maybe would, which does not support the findings of Webster (2021) within in chapter 2.


Objective 5 - Understand the opinions of serving traffic officers on Section 5A RTA 1988

This objective was achieved in chapter 3 with surveys being completed by 18 Gwent Police traffic officers. This method of data collection was identified as being the most appropriate means to gather the data required by the researcher using the research onion.


5.3 Limitations 
The biggest limitations within this research project is the opinions of traffic officers were limited to Gwent Police and as such does not provide an accurate representation of officers across different forces with different internal processes and policies. 


5.4 Conclusion 
This chapter has demonstrated how the objectives of the research project have been achieved through a review of current literature surrounding drug driving and primary research conducted through a questionnaire which had been disseminated to Gwent Police traffic officers. 
