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8,000 word project:      
OR                   
4,000 word project and presentation: X  

Please remove the red writing for your final submission. 

	NAME: 
Nikki Collier
	STUDENT ID No.: 
2245739

	DRAFT RESEARCH TITLE QUESTION: The Effectiveness and Perception of Police Dog Units in Modern Policing
INTRODUCTION:
My career aspirations are towards becoming a dog handler myself and be a ‘Dog Unit’ for South Wales Police, this aspiration is something I’ve held since being quite young and having a deep love for dogs in general. Doing a dissertation around this topic will give me a deeper understanding of the role and develop my knowledge ready for any future applications I may apply for.

I believe this is worthy to be considered for an undergraduate dissertation because its something that goes beyond the normal titles, its something that not many will do. I believe it has a certain uniqueness to the assessor.

Police dog units are utilised in policing frequently, however as a response officer I am only able to view the immediate utilisation, and not the background around the role.

There seems to be very limited research around police dog units and their handlers, which may cause me slight issues when I wish to review media or public opinion. I have searched for similar or alike titles with nothing populating directly what I need. This is my main concern, that my research is not readily available to assist me further.

I have chosen 4000 words and presentation. Due to limited research, I believe that reaching 8000 words may cause barriers. Whereas limited words allow me to assess directly my findings.






	SUMMARY OF RESEARCH OBJECTIVES: 
1: Assessing Operational Effectiveness
I plan to investigate how police dogs contribute to various deployments, including searching and detaining suspects, searching for drugs and deceased persons.
I will aim to speak to dog handlers themselves to determine previous incidents which they can recall which they have attended. I will also fill in a DPA form to allow me to gain statistics surrounding positive outcomes using dog handlers.

2: Exploring Public Perception
On speaking to dog handlers, I plan to further enquire about how their presence changed the dynamic when they were deployed. I will focus this around riots where dogs were deployed, as I believe if I can determine the riot or disturbance was halted using dog handlers this will show a positive deployment and result.

3: Examine Officers Perspectives
For ‘non police dog handlers’ this will be a mass questionnaire based around their perception of the utility, limitations and ethical considerations around requesting dog units.
For ‘dog handlers’ this will be in the interview, where I need to examine dog handlers views on the same questions asked to ‘non dog handlers’. 

4: Identifying Ethical and Legal Challenges
I will review current legislation surrounding the use of dog units and practices relating to dog deployment. With identifying areas of improvement.

5: Comparing alternatives 
As South Wales Police utilise drones now, I plan to compare the cost effectiveness and outcomes based around statistics of similar deployment of both dog handlers and drones.




	LITERATURE REVIEW:
There are limited studies surround the title for my dissertation, I have reviewed what’s currently available:
· There are studies available for various universities which I plan to review. 
· College of Policing who released “guidance on police dogs”
· Case studies where available
· Any media posts surround the use of police dog units.

There are various articles surrounding police dog units, but most are from the United States. I believe there is a gap in my research, which looks more on the perception and deployment of police dogs internally.

My main literature review will be of my own finding through a comparison of ‘non dog handlers’ to ‘dog handlers’ and whether there are legislation drawbacks to prevent full utilisation.


	SUMMARY OF RESEARCH –SURVEY METHOD: 
What research methods are you going to do and why?
Why are they best suited to your research 
 


	SUMMARY OF SAMPLING FRAMEWORK: 
Dog Units:
My aims and objectives are broad with various aspects to cover. Due to this, I aim to interview dog handlers within South Wales Police. This will be further reviewed when I am able to establish whether this is practical. An interview may take up to 60minutes to complete, where deployments needs will supersede this. I may consider a separate questionnaire for dog handlers, but instead of a multiple choice offer a box to be filled in. This will still give me qualitative data.

Non-Dog Units:
Officers’ perceptions of the utility, limitations and ethical considerations will be explored through quantitative data. The purpose is to support whether non dog handlers are widely aware of what dog handlers can do when deployed. 

Collective Data:
With both ‘Dog Handlers’ and ‘Non Dog Handlers’ data collected, I can determine an educational drawback to officers who don’t fully understand the capability of dog handlers. 
This data will be backed with cost effectiveness and legislation.



	ETHICAL ISSUES:
Personal information
Dog handlers will be labelled as “DH_”, dog handler and numerical identification.
No personal data will be asked and any incident discussed will have altered details such as date and persons involved.
Personnel will not be asked for their identification number, collar number. And be advised that all information collected will be anonymous. 

Events
Events hold a large part of my research, as I would need public reaction to the deployment of dog handlers. There are limited riots or disturbances within South Wales Police, as such I need to be weary of mentioning certain events which can be widely identified. 


	TIME SCALE:
University Time Scale:
19th May – Proposal and ethics form
· Approval is granted 2nd June, where once approved I will review available literature. This will include the history of police dogs, legislation and practices

28th July – Literature Review
· I will speak to an Inspector within the area I have selected and begin to write my questionnaires and interview planning

8th September – Research Methodology and Planning
· Analyse results from my methodology and planning

27th October – Analysis of Results
· Compare results from ‘Dog Handlers’ and ‘Non-Dog Handlers’, compare legislation and any improvements.
· 
1st December – Findings and Conclusion
· Summarise of findings, with any improvements found.

29th December – Final Project


	REFERENCE LIST:
Please follow the Harvard referencing system
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