[bookmark: _GoBack]Findings and Conclusion

0. Identifying coercive control
The responses to questions 4.1 (Fig.1) and 4.15 (Fig.2) are not surprising in that for many of the respondents, identifying coercive control and male victims of coercive control, is not easy. This is similar to Wiener’s (2017) findings where participants who were serving police officers agreed that coercive control is complicated. The participants in Wiener’s study felt that the difficulties in identifying coercive control could be attributed to the fact that such abuse is not simply one behaviour, but a set of interlinking behaviours, behaviours that the police may be unfamiliar with, and it may be difficult to link a controlling intent in the same way as one would immediately see a domestic assault. In terms of identifying male victims, it is even more stark, with the majority of participants disagreeing that male victims are easy to identify. There may be a multitude of reasons for this. At a societal level, there is a narrative that frames domestic abuse and coercive control as a gendered issue and this dominant and pervasive gendered narrative is highlighted when we consider campaigns, where there has not been one national level campaign for male victims in the UK. Such invisibility arguably spills over into services and support agencies such as the police, social services, and the family courts, who may not recognise men’s victimisation (Graham-Kevan et al, 2021).

0. The impact of coercive control legislation
In terms of the impact of coercive control legislation, for all questions in this section, the data shows that particpants tended to mildly or strongly agree with the majority of the statements posed. The particpants overall felt that the legislation has supported them in taking positive action, respond more effectively to coercive control incidents, show greater empathy with victims, be less sceptical and understand the impact of such abuse on victims lives. However, Myhill’s (2019) study around police attitudes and decision making in relation to domestic abuse and coercive control found that some officers reflect an incident-specific focus and place injurious physical assault at the top of a hierarchy of evidence. Myhill identified that for some officers, their understanding and conceptualisation of domestic violence is frequently at odds with the reality of coercive control where cases are seen as being serious only when the incident involves physical violence. This is reiterated by Barlow et al (2019) who considers that police officers feel that clear evidence is needed for prosecution, meaning that there may be a tension for the practical implementation of the offence of coercive control, since such behaviours may or may not include physical violence and thus potentially introduces a further level of uncertainty. Nonetheless, both studies are four years old and therefore the embedding of this legislation alongside updated training may have had a significant impact on police responses to coercive control and explain the participants responses.

0. Understanding and responding to coercive control

In relation to understanding coercive control Q4.4 (Fig. 10), the majority of participants (56.3%) strongly or mildly agreed that ‘greater understanding of coercive control has improved response to incidents.’ These responses coincide with Brennan and Myhill’s (2022) research which found that since 2015 the rate of recorded crimes of coercive control observed in the data has approximately doubled. The researchers argue that these increases in recording could be a result of the offence bedding in, and as such are a reflection of the increased recognition, ability and willingness by police to record reported behaviours as coercive control. Responding to coercive control in 2023 shows a differing picture, with some questions highlighting the difficulties in gathering evidence of coercive control (Q4.11, Fig.14) and the negative impact of covid 19 on police ability to respond to coercive control (Q4.13, Fig.11). Kellam (2020) highlights how the insidious nature of coercive control makes it difficult for officers to obtain evidence of coercive control needed for prosecution. Johnson and Hohl (2023) consider how covid 19 impacted on police response to coercive control, finding that during the pandemic, frontline officers reported that they were attending an increased number of ‘isolated’ or ‘situational’ domestic incidents caused by the stresses of the pandemic, rather than escalating domestic abuse or ongoing coercive control. Walklate et al (2022) agree and also highlight the evidence that lockdown had a significant detrimental impact on wider delivery of services for women and children affected by domestic abuse. 

1.4 Limitations

The limitations of the research must be acknowledged. The biggest limitation for this study is the response rate as there were only 16 respondents. Such a response rate means that the sample is not representative and therefore the data collected cannot be generalised to the target population (Fincham, 2008) of Gwent police officers. However, the results and subsequent analysis do offer some insights into understanding how the 2015 legislation in relation to coercive control has changed police response in Gwent. Another limitation is that the sample is made up of police officers whom all work in the same station as the researcher which means the data could be subject to social desirability bias. The subject is a sensitive one, asking police officers to consider their own practice and again, this could lead the data to be subject to social desirability bias. Such bias was found in Holtgraves’ (2004) study where participants who were given self-report questionnaires about undesirable personality traits took longer to respond because they were concerned that their responses may impact on their social image. Therefore, it can be surmised that as the researcher is based at the station and is known by all participants, participants may not have answered truthfully thus affecting the validity of the data. Another limitation was the way in which the sample was selected. As participants volunteered to take part in the study, the sample was non-random meaning that not all persons who were invited to participate did so, therefore the results gained could again be subject to bias (Wallin, 1949). 

1.5 Conclusion

In conclusion, after reviewing the available literature and the primary data, it is clear that the 2015 coercive control legislation has changed police response in Gwent. Officers appear to have a greater understanding of the crime and legislation; they are beginning to recognise that whilst evidence is difficult to obtain in these cases, there is a need to ensure that the police move away from isolated incident focus to a more holistic view of incidents and there is a recognition that current societal issues have an impact on police responses to coercive control. The present study findings do, to an extent, highlight how the police have begun to embed the legislation into practice, with more comprehensive training being offered by the College of Policing (2022) ‘Domestic Abuse Matters’, and the DARA (domestic abuse risk assessment) which is completed by officers when they attend a domestic abuse call and has an increased focus on coercive control. However, what is also clear, both from the literature review and the present study findings is that there is still a way to go to ensure that all officers understand the offence, the legislation and the appropriate responses to coercive control.
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