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Proposal: Domestic violence in Wales: Public's Understanding of the Role of Advocacy.
Research Questions:
· What is the public’s understanding of what constitutes domestic violence against women in Wales?
· What is the public’s perception of the role of advocacy in supporting women at risk of domestic violence in Wales?
· How would the pubic improve the use of advocates to support women at risk of domestic violence in Wales?
Introduction:
This proposal aims to gain data on the Welsh public's understanding of domestic violence and independent domestic violence advocacy (IDVA). The positionality of this research will be discussed in relation to epistemology, ontology and theoretical perspective. Additionally, the data collection method will be discussed to ensure the best method is used. Also discussed will be ethical considerations to ensure the research is ethically sound. This research looks to build on past research, or lack thereof, to understand the limitations and positives of IDVA provisions.
Although domestic violence is a gendered phenomenon predominantly affecting women (Women’s Aid, 2023), this research will include awareness from all genders, however the research will hold a feminist perspective to fully understand the nature of domestic violence and how provisions can be implemented successfully. 
Mini Literature Review:
While there is a significant amount of research into the misogynistic nature of domestic violence against women (Berry et al, 2014), research into the Welsh public's awareness of domestic violence and advocacy provisions proves scarce. Current research of advocacy services within Wales includes victims' experiences of advocacy services and the scope of advocacy for victims of abuse (Speed, 2022; Safe Lives, 2021), there is however, a gap in research into the public's awareness of IDVA.
Domestic violence, sometimes called domestic abuse, refers to physical, emotional, financial or sexual violence that takes place within the family or within a relationship (NHS, 2023).  In the year 2022, 1.7 million women were subjected to domestic violence in the United Kingdom and 699,000 men (ONS, 2022). Due to this, increasing public awareness of domestic violence can be seen recommended through many Welsh government prevention schemes (Wales Centre for Public Policy, 2020), suggesting despite the volume of domestic violence, the public's awareness of the matter is lacking.
In addition to this, Madoc-Jones and Roscoe (2011) state there is significant confusion surrounding domestic violence support services including IDVA provisions. IDVA aims to empower victims of domestic abuse enabling them to regain control over their life (Eva Women’s Aid, 2023). An advocate would do this by offering support, signposting and ensuring the individual’s wishes are listened to within court settings (nia, 2023). Fayoyin (2013) states advocacy services are misunderstood due to confusion of the core meaning of advocacy. Yet research conducted by Berry et al (2014) suggest the lack of public knowledge into IDVA derives from the fact advocacy is hard to distinguish from other services. 
Domestic violence advocacy services have the power to change social structure and empower those at a disadvantage (Fayoyin, 2013), therefore, raising awareness of the provisions themselves is essential in empowering those who are victims of domestic violence. There is a significant gap in the public's understanding and knowledge of IDVA, this research aims to develop an understanding of the public's awareness and perceptions of domestic violence advocacy to understand how these provisions can be better understood and accessed. 
Methodology:
This section will focus on the positionality of this research in relation to the research paradigm, ontology, epistemology, theoretical perspective and methodology and the implications of this position on the research. 
Research paradigm:
Paradigms are different ways in which individuals perceive the world and act as the basis of how one may go about their research (Davis and Fisher, 2018). There are different research paradigms which have their own perceptions on what reality is, how this knowledge is constructed is and what is important to learn from (Davis and Fisher, 2018). Research into social issues, as stated by Kaushik and Walsh (2019) cannot define reality through one method alone. Thus, the research paradigm used within this research project will take a pragmatic approach, incorporating both quantitative and qualitative methods. By using a pragmatist approach this research will accept that there can be single and multiple realities, based on the individual beliefs and experiences (Yefimov, 2004). 
Ontology:
[bookmark: _Int_NKxyK9Jo]Ontology explores the nature of reality (Thomasson, 2014). Highlighting the presumptions individuals hold to make sense of their own reality (Kivunja and Kuyini, 2017). Individuals' experiences differ and change over time, thus suggesting reality is a fluid concept that varies for each person (Guyon et al, 2018). Understanding reality varies for individuals is crucial for social research, as it aims to understand individual experiences (Guyon et al, 2018). A pragmatist epistemological approach focuses on the practical understanding and solutions of social issues (Kelly and Cordeiro, 2020). By using this approach within this research question is useful in understanding the relationship between an issue and taking action (Kelly and Cordeiro, 2020). Therefore, a pragmatist ontological approach will be implemented within this research to understand Welsh public’s knowledge of IDVA and the reality of this knowledge in practise. 
Epistemology: 
Epistemology is the study of how reality and knowledge is obtained (Carter and Littlejohn, 2021). Epistemology within research looks to explain how we come to believe something to be true and what justifies this assumption (Kivunja and Kuyini, 2017). A pragmatist epistemological approach views that truth is obtained to link social research and practise (Hothersall, 2016). The aim of this research is to understand the public’s knowledge and awareness of IDVA and any recommendations of improving these factors, therefore a pragmatist epistemological approach will be implemented as this approach aims to create change (Creswell, 2007). A pragmatic approach uses both quantitative and qualitative methods to understand an individual's reality and this is integral in obtaining a true understanding of lived experiences (Creswell, 2007).
Theoretical Perspective:
[bookmark: _Int_qqlcfc8H]A theoretical perspective is the way individuals view the world (Creswell and Perth, 2018). Theoretical frameworks are found within literature (Creswell and Perth, 2018) and the lens is used throughout research to gain a better understanding of the topic (Creswell, 2007).  Within this research a feminist theoretical perspective will be used to fully understand the data collected in relation to the gender inequalities that predominantly result in women being domestic violence victims (Women’s Aid, 2023; Garcia-Moreno et al, 2014). For this research a pragmatist feminist approach will be implemented as the purpose of the research is to be transformative (Creswell, 2007). By using this perspective, the research poses to understand how gender effects reality in relation to domestic violence and how advocacy provisions can be of use. 
Methodology:
Methodology refers to the methods taken to collect data (Mbuagbaw et al, 2020). These methods can be quantitative; numerical data and qualitative; experiences and opinion (Almalki, 2016). Research is both quantitative and qualitative within a mixed method approach (Creswell, 2007) and is pragmatic in nature (Leech et al, 2010). By using a pragmatic approach within this research data obtained includes numerical and personal behaviour and the effect of certain behaviours and experiences on individuals' perceptions (Kivunja and Kuyini, 2017), which can then aid to formulate a practical understanding of the public’s awareness of IDVA. 
Data Collection Methods:
This research follows a specific research paradigm; thus, the ontological and epistemological position of this research is pragmatic in nature. 
Using the correct data collection method is essential to answering the research question (McNabb, 2010). There are various methods of data collection, these include qualitative methods and quantitative methods (McNabb, 2010). Qualitative methods include interviews, documents and observations, these methods aim to gain meaning and description (McNabb, 2010). Quantitative methods include experiments and surveys, this method looks to gain objective understanding through numeric data (McNabb, 2010). Due to the pragmatic ontological and epistemological approach to this research project, a mixed method data online questionnaire will be used. Mixed method research is a combination of both quantitative and qualitative data collection methods (Palinkas et al, 2015).
Clark (2017) highlights how a mixed method approach enables the researcher to benefit from the strengths of both methods, collecting a well-rounded set of data. In relation to social research, using a mixed method approach proves valuable as it can offer insight into what elements of society needs to change and how (Fetters, Curry and Creswell, 2013). 
[bookmark: _Int_98xDzZ2Q][bookmark: _Int_6lfqcfrN]Mixed method questionnaires are the most common form of data collection within the social sciences (Young, 2016). Young (2016) suggests this could be because they are easy to construct, anonymous and are cost-effective in comparison to other data collection methods. Additionally, questionnaires have the benefit of being adapted to certain audiences, as they have the capacity to be simple, complex, short or long (Young, 2016; McNabb, 2010). However, there are certain limitations to questionnaires including non-response, incorrectly formatted questionnaires and limitations in distribution (Zohrabi, 2013). The validity of questionnaires can be compromised due to vague and leading questions (Zohrabi, 2013). Although the effectiveness of questionnaires is debated, research suggests a well formatted, coherent questionnaire can be a simple yet cost effective method of obtaining data (Zohrabi, 2013; McNabb, 2010). 
One of the largest benefit of questionnaires are that they can now be completed online, thus mitigating cost, time and increasing the likelihood in responses in comparison to paper questionnaires (Ebert et al,2018; McInroy, 2016). Additionally, the use of questionnaires proves effective in collecting data from hard-to-reach, marginalised individuals (McInroy, 2016). Due to the sensitive nature of the research being collected within this project, questionnaires prove beneficial in the sense that these vulnerable groups are protected by confidentiality and anonymity.
It must also be taken into consideration the age group that are likely to respond. Regmi et al (2016) explain the likelihood of older individuals responding is less than younger individual who are confident with their internet skills. In a similar fashion the questionnaire is limited in the sense that it does not consider responses from those who do not use social media (Kosinski et al, 2015). Kosinski et al (2015) highlight how a lack of face-to-face interaction decreases the individuals' feelings of accountability effecting the quality of answers given. Kosinski et al (2015) continue however to highlight despite this, online questionnaire’s produce robust, relevant results.
As the questionnaire will be uploaded on a personal Facebook account there are certain ethical considerations and limitations to the study. As the Facebook account is private then it can be assumed that the researcher knows the participants in some form and may have similar outlooks and experiences, thus, subjecting the research to bias (Regmi et al, 2016). Additionally, there are ethical implications of sending the questionnaire out via Facebook, to mitigate these implications the questionnaire will be posted as a link that can be selected if an individual wishes. This is then in line with GDPR regulations which states any information that could identify an individual must be kept safe or avoided (BERA, 2018). Additionally, contact details of the researcher will only include an institution email to safeguard the researcher (BERA, 2018).
Ethics:
Due to the sensitivity of the research question, there are significant ethical considerations in the implementation of this research. By using an online questionnaire verbal consent is impossible (Regmi et al, 2016). To ensure consent is clearly given, the questionnaire will require written consent before the individual can continue. Included at the beginning of the questionnaire will be information on the study, this including the aims of the study, confidentiality, anonymity information and the participants’ rights to withdraw. This page will have to be accepted before the participants can continue. By ensuring this information is available the study is ethically sound as all participants are fully informed (BERA, 2018; BSA;2017; Regmi et al, 2016). Additionally, by doing so the study is adhering to the Data Protection Act 2018 and General Data Protection Guideline requirements by having evidence of informed consent (Data Protection Act, 2018; Gov, 2018).
As stated in BERA ethical guidelines (2018) research should aim to minimise any harm including emotional and physical. To mitigate this risk the questionnaire will clearly state beforehand the implications of this research on emotional wellbeing. Additionally, all participants have the right to withdraw from the study, options to skip questions and go back to edit their responses. By doing this, the study remains ethical by minimising the risk of emotional harm (BERA, 2018; Regmi et al, 2016).  
The nature of this research may interest those who are experiencing or have experienced domestic violence. These groups are particularly vulnerable (Bryman, 2016), therefore, to ensure no harm comes to these individuals the questionnaire will be anonymous (BSA, 2017). However, maintaining anonymity proves significantly more difficult when using online platforms to conduct research (BERA ,2018).  To minimise this risk however, participants will have the option of completing the questionnaire and due to the nature of the questions asked no personal or identifiable information will be obtained.
Conclusion:
The aim of this research is to understand the Welsh public's understanding of domestic violence and IDVA, and by doing so analyse what is needed to improve understanding. By taking a pragmatic approach within this study it enables the data collected to be practical in nature (Kelly and Cordeiro, 2020). Thus, identifying what is needed to address the lack of understanding of IDVA, this research, and can be implemented to support change. Although this study gains an understanding of the Welsh populations understanding, the study was limited as the questionnaire was issued online (Regmi et al, 2016). Further research using a different data collecting method would enhance and build a more rounded view of the Welsh public’s understanding of domestic violence and IDVA. 
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