4.0 Analysis of results 
4.1 Introduction
This chapter follows on from the previous chapter which described the research onion and the methodology the researcher chose in which to undertake primary research by means of a mixed methods survey. The survey was disseminated to Gwent Police traffic officers. The chapter will aim to achieve the following objectives; 
· Investigate the impact of Section 5A RTA 1988
· Explore the role of traffic officers on enforcing drug driving legislation
This chapter will present and analyse the results of the primary research which was conducted. The survey had 18 responses which was around a third of officers which it was disseminated to and was open for two weeks, allowing for workload, sickness, and annual leave of officers this was a satisfactory response. This chapter has taken the approach to use key words and group them together to present the qualitative responses.

4.2 Demographic. 
They survey was designed to correlate the experience of the officers within the police and their experience as a specialist traffic officer to against their opinion on drug driving laws. As such participants were asked for their length of service within the police and their length of service as a traffic officer. 83% of those surveyed were a police officer prior to the amendment of drug driving laws in 2015, and 33% were traffic officers prior to the amendment. 

Figure 1 – Represents the respondent’s length of police service.
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Figure 2 – Represents the respondent’s length of service as a traffic officer.
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4.3 Impact of Section 5A RTA 1988
100% of officers surveyed believe that the introduction of Section 5A RTA 1988 had made the roads safer and that it has also helped with drug driving convictions.
78% of those surveyed provided their opinion on how Section 5A could be improved with consistent themes, including being able to test urine if an offender cannot provide a blood sample and making the whole process quicker and easier.
Figure 3 – Represents the suggested improvements to Section 5A
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Two thirds of officers surveyed believed that the current drug driving laws are adequate, however the rest provided suggestions for improvement, including automatic disqualifications whilst waiting for blood results, roadside device able to test for more drugs and longer more strict sentences. 
94% surveyed believe that more drugs should be included on the roadside device, with only one officer stating that the current testing is sufficient.
Figure 4 – Represents whether an officer believes the roadside device should test for more drugs
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Half of the officers surveyed suggested amphetamine should be tested for on the roadside, 40% suggesting heroin should also be tested for, and 30% believing ketamine should be added to the devices. Other suggested that as many as possible and all drugs should be tested for. 
Figure 5 – Represents the suggestions for drugs to be added to roadside devices
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67% of those surveyed believed sentencing guidelines are adequate. Of the 33% which don’t they have suggested harsher sentencing, especially if their blood results are high or having a mandatory custodial sentence for repeat offenders of drug driving.
Figure 6 – Represents whether an officer believes sentencing guidelines are adequate.
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4.4 Role of traffic officers
Half of the officers surveyed stated that their main daily tasking was to disrupt criminality with a further 11% stating that they are tasked with focusing on the ‘fatal five’ which includes disrupt criminality, reporting traffic offenders and attending RTC’s. However, 11% of those surveyed stated that they are taken away from traffic duties and their focus is on other force requirements and not roads policing.
Figure 7 – Represents the daily tasking of officers
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89% of officers use Section 5A more than Section 4 with only 2 officers stating they use Section 4 more. 

Figure 8 – Represents which legislation officers use more
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89% of officers said they would use Section 4 if the driver passed the roadside test but appeared intoxicated. Officers also stated they would use Section 4 when there is no testing device available, or they believe the driver will struggle to provide blood such as if they’re a known heroin user.

Figure 9 – Represents whether an officer would use Section 4 if the driver passed the roadside test, but they suspected intoxication
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72% of officers state they do not stop the same drivers consistently as they simply do not see them again, however 	if they did see them and had a reason to suspect they were drug driving then they would. 
Figure 10 – Represents the number of officers who stop the same people repeatedly
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67% of officers stated they would always arrest for both drug driving and drink driving if the suspected that a driver was under the influence of both. Two officers stated they wouldn’t arrest for both as the sentences would remain the same if the driver was over the limit for both.
Figure 11 – Represents whether an officer would always arrest for both drink and drug driving
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4.5 Opinions of traffic officers. 
72% of traffic officers state that they stop drug drivers more than drink drivers with only two officers saying they stop drink drivers more. 
Figure 12 – Represents who a traffic officer will stop more.
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All officers stated that the manner of driving and the smell of drugs from the car alerted them to drug drivers, also all but one officer stated that the behaviour of the driver alerted them.  

Figure 13 – Represents the reasons an officer would be alerted to a drug driver.
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61% of traffic officers surveyed believe that a drug driver is easy to spot with the most common reasons for this belief being the manner of driving and their appearance or presentation. Of those officers who do not believe a drug driver is easy to spot provided mixed reasons for the response, including, drug drivers come from all walks of life and there is not always a typical profile, drug drivers go out of their way to cover it up and due to the length of time drugs can stay in the body there may not have an obvious impact on the driver.
Figure 14 – Represents whether an officer believes a drug driver is easy to spot
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Figure 15 – Represents the reasons officers believe drug drivers are easy to spot.
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4.6 Conclusion
The chapter has presented the findings of primary research from 18 surveys completed by Gwent Police traffic officers. It has addressed the two of the research projects objectives, to investigate the impact of Section 5A RTA 1988 and explore the role of traffic officers on enforcing drug driving legislation. The next chapter will discuss these findings and how they have addressed the objective.
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