Analysis of results
To answer the question Are Victims of Domestic Violence safeguarded against perpetrators during the police investigation process, the researcher will now analyse the results from the questionnaire completed by current serving response officers of South Wales Police. The aim of the research is to identify gaps in protection of victims within the current system, investigate if further interagency collaboration can monitor perpetrators via electronic tagging system and to identify if the current Domestic Abuse Stalking Harassment (DASH) provides sufficient evidence to risk assess a perpetrator of domestic abuse.

Results
The questionnaire identified that on average more than 90% of response officers attend more than 10 emergency calls on average per week related to domestic violence, the outstanding 10% of police officers attend between 0 to 5 calls. This information confirms the data provided by the office of National Statistics  (Office for National Statistics, 2024), highlighting the high volume of victims of Domestic Violence reports resulting in further investigation.
[bookmark: _Hlk201394311]92% of officer’s carryout the Domestic Abuse Stalking Harassment tool (DASH), when attending domestic violence incidents. 8% of officers that stated they do not complete the DASH assessment. 
[bookmark: _Hlk201394277]Out of the 100% of officers asked how often victims consent to completing the (DASH) risk assessment, only 10% stated all the time. This indicates that 90% of victims refuse to consent for their details being shared or refuse or are unable to answer the risk assessment to identify sufficient safeguarding requirements. 
[bookmark: _Hlk201395257]When asked about the issuing of Domestic Violence Protection Notice (DVPN) and Domestic Violence Protection Orders (DVPO), only 10% of officers have utilised the order to safeguard a victim. When asked how confident in identifying when a DVPN or a DVPO should be issued, 40% of officers stated no confidence in the ability to identify the requirement, 30% stated they were somewhat confident and only 30% of serving officers were confident that they could identify the need, apply for via the courts and issue a DVPN and a DVPO. 
When asked do perpetrators of Domestic Violence breach conditional bail conditions, 33% of the police officers asked stated yes consistently. 67% of officers asked, stated that they have experienced a perpetrator under investigation breaching bail conditions, but not consistently. 
Out of 100% of police officers asked if bail conditions for a perpetrator of Domestic Violence are sufficient? 67% stated no, with 17% stating yes and 17% stating they were unsure. 
Officers were asked, do you think victims of Domestic Violence are safeguarded effectively during the investigation process, 42% of current serving response police officers stated that victims of Domestic Violence are safeguarded effectively during the investigation process, with 42% stating that they do not think victims are safeguarded and 17% stated they did not know. 
[bookmark: _Hlk201674503]Out of the 100% of officers asked if Electronic Monitoring would be effective, 50% stated that electronic tagging would be effective in safeguarding the victim. 33% stated maybe and 17% stated no. 
Discussion 
The research further identified reasoning why the current system is not providing 100% safeguarding for victims. The most common response was that mostly victims want police to remove the perpetrator from the address as a temporary safeguarding measure of immediate action. Once the action is carried out victims feel a false sense of security and following the respite; to return to the victim and carryout the DASH questionnaire mostly results in victims not wishing to share information with services. This is dependant of the geographical area and the percentage of people residing in the areas being policed, (MARAC datasets 2025, 2025) the document identifies in that ending March 2025, Gwent police referred 1,545 victims for a multi-agency risk assessment in comparison to South Wales Police that referred 5,261. 
Between 0-5 of the calls attended relating to domestic violence result in further investigation and arrest. The basis on this is dependent upon the officers’ observations and discretion. For example, the research has identified that if a victim of domestic violence is not supportive of police assistance it is based on how the police officer identifies how the victim presents at time of attendance. If a victim is presenting with injury or there has been multiple calls and reports, the option to conduct a victimless prosecution is based on the level of threat harm and risk to the victim (Office for National Statistics, 2024).
92% of officer’s asked stated they carryout the DASH risk assessment tool when attending domestic violence incidents and select the option that the victim does not consent to sharing, this is force policy and on the occasion that the DASH questionnaire is not completed a clear rational as to why is required prior to the investigation being concluded.
Of the 42% of officers that stated no to the question, do you think victims of Domestic Violence are safeguarded effectively during the investigation process, the reasoning for answering no, is based on the reliance upon the perpetrator to comply to the conditions through good will and fear of reprimand. This is information supports the view that the perpetrator is insubordinate and contemptuous and has free will to do the antithesis to what is being instructed (Victims Comissioner, 2021). Officers stated perpetrators do not exercise conformity when being investigated, the restrictions have an adverse effect as perpetrators feel they are defying the victims’ requests and that of the police because they do not want to be compliant.
Officers also stated that there is no way to effectively safeguard victims unless they are routinely moved into refuges away from homes. While Critical markers and patrol strategies can help, they do not completely negate the risk of further violence whilst an offender knows where a victim is residing. The perpetrator will have the need to coerce the victim to drop charges. The knowledge that the victim lives in fear and will not support police through the entire investigation.
When asked to explain why they felt that electronic monitoring would be effective, views of the officers stated that it would provide perpetrators with knowledge that if they breach their bail conditions their movements are tracible and will provide best evidence to assist in the investigation and prove a strong deterrent. The electronic monitoring will provide an extra layer of protection for victims. The ability to locate a perpetrator at any given time and track movements to prevent a breach and safeguard serves a benefit to victims, this includes supporting evidence for victimless prosecution. 
The reasons provided by the officers that stated no, electronic tagging would not be effective provided the reasons for this, the perpetrator will still be able to move freely and attend the victims address or continue harassment/stalking via electronic means. The perpetrator can still carry out a serious assault on victims and prevention may be too late. This supports the data presented by the office of national statistics in relation to the numbers of victims of homicide from partners under investigation, figure 2 (Office for National Statistics, 2024).
The 33% of officers that submitted maybe stated that there would be a requirement of overwhelming evidence prior to issuing EMS allowing the infringement of human rights. It is a great tool to add evidence to an investigation but only if the victim makes a report of a breach. This point leads back to the idea of a victim seeking temporary relief from a perpetrator and breaches of bail conditions going unreported by the victim due to the thought process that it will not enhance their safety (Centre for Womens Justice, 2021).

Issues identified
The participating officers in the research all police different geographical areas, with vast differences in population within each area. A fairer response would have been from officers policing one specific area. 
No all officers shared the questionnaire meaning the snowballing sampling method was unsuccessful. 
The DASH assessment tool is a newer model that more time served police officers do not utilise consistently; this is dependent upon the confidence drawn from level of experience and how time served each officer has. This result of this indicates that different levels of discretion is being utilised in the decision-making process as to if a Domestic Violence call results in further investigation. Newer officers feel deeper shock to incidents impacting on how they respond, whereas older officers have witnessed trauma on deeper levels and do not feel an incident would require the same level of investigation. This feeds back to the review on the variable degree of training and the outlooks of officers concerning domestic abuse and risk (Robinson, et al., 2016).
The results confirm what the researcher initially identified that victims of domestic violence are not currently safeguarded effectively whilst a perpetrator is under investigation. 

