Data Analysis and Results
Introduction 
This dissertation focussing on coercive and controlling behaviour legislation set out four objectives. The literature review in chapter two has answered objectives one and two, which were to explore police officer attitudes towards CCB and identify the challenges facing police when investigating the offence. 
Chapter three outlined the methods that would be used to achieve objectives two and three, which are: 
· Examine the current process of investigating CCB.
· Gather views on legislation currently used in England, Wales, and Scotland and determine if England and Wales legislation should be changed.
This chapter will present the results of the study. Primary research was conducted via a survey that was created using Microsoft Forms. This survey was made available to officers within Gwent Police and gained 38 responses in total. This chapter will display the results using the charts accumulated within Microsoft Forms. 
The survey contained 14 questions. Due to the limitations of the wordcount, this chapter will analyse the questions that are most relevant to achieving the objectives. A blank copy of the survey will be available in the appendix. 

Results
How easy do you think the current legislation used in England and Wales is to understand?
[image: ]
42% think that the legislation is somewhat easy to understand. 35% of respondents believe the legislation is somewhat difficult. 21% were neutral whilst only one person thought that the legislation was extremely easy to understand. 
When investigating CCB, how easy do you think it is to achieve the points to prove? 
[image: ]
There are four ‘points to prove’ within the CCB offence definition[footnoteRef:1]. 39% of respondents think that achieving these points are somewhat difficult. 32% think that it is extremely difficult. 21% remained neutral whilst only 8% think that achieving the points was somewhat easy. When asked what is considered the most difficult points to prove, points one and four were thought the most difficult. Point three also scored highly with only two respondents selecting point two.   [1:  1. (A) repeatedly or continuously engages in behaviour that is controlling or coercive
   2. (A) and (B) are personally connected
   3.  The behaviour has a serious effect on (B)
   4. (A) knows or ought to know that the behaviour has a serious effect on (B)] 


Considering the Scottish Legislation, how much do you agree with the following statements?
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47.4% agree that the Scottish legislation is easier to understand and 34.2% strongly agree. 18.4% remained neutral. 52.6% of respondents agree that the Scottish points to prove are simpler, while 28.9% strongly agree. 18.4% stayed neutral. 
47.4% agree, and 28.9% strongly agree that the Scottish legislation has less evidential barriers. 23.7% neither agreed nor disagreed. 
When asked if the Scottish legislation was too broad, 39.5% remained neutral. 13.2% agreed with the statement and only 2.6% strongly agreed. 39.5% disagreed that the legislation is too broad, and 5.3% strongly disagree. 

The Scottish Legislation focusses on offender behaviour as opposed to victim impact. Do you think this would be easier to investigate?
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66% of respondents think that focussing on offender behaviour would be easier to investigate and the remaining 34% answered maybe. When asked to explain their answer, 13 respondents thought that that offender behaviour would be easier to identify or prove. Nine participants have said that victim impact is difficult to evidence, with some saying impact is subjective, and others recognising that victims can find it hard to express the impact. Three respondents think that it is important to investigate both offender behaviour and victim impact. One thought that victim impact is easier to evidence as behaviour can be difficult to capture. One officer thinks that the Scotland legislation is easier to understand, but is too broad and open to misinterpretation. 






Do you think that changes to legislation in England and Wales are necessary to simplify coercive control and bring more offenders to justice? 
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74% believe that changes are needed to s76 legislation. 21% answered ‘maybe’ and only two officers think that the legislation does not need to be changed. 

Please briefly explain how you would conduct a CCB investigation.
22 out of 38 respondents said that they would speak to the victim and obtain a statement. Seven mentioned gaining all available evidence however did not go into detail about this. 11 officers have said that they would consider phone work, such as downloading a suspect’s phone or obtaining screenshots of text messages. 17 respondents mentioned witness statements, with 12 identifying these witnesses as friends and family, with 5 also adding work colleagues as potential witnesses. Four officers would consider gaining medical records, whilst some would also consider looking at bank statements. A continuing theme throughout the responses is the safeguarding of the victim and arresting and interviewing the subject. 
Respondents were also asked what they would consider can be used as evidence. The results are displayed in the table below.

	Evidence
	No. of Mentions

	
	

	Statements
	24

	Digital Enquiries (EG. Phone download) 
	24

	Finance Records
	17

	CCTV
	12

	Medical Records 
	11

	999 Recordings 
	3

	Tracking Devices 
	3



What do you think are the biggest challenges that response officers face when investigating CCB?
The most common theme is that officers do not have the time to investigate CCB due to daily demand, high workloads, and staffing issues. Some have noted that officers and victims may not recognise or understand the offence, and many have mentioned evidential difficulties such as victim not supporting. When asked how long on average a CCB investigation might take, 61% said 6-12 months, 26% thought 12-18 months, 11% thought 18 months or more. Only one person thought that a CCB investigation takes up to 3 months. 

Conclusion 
This chapter has presented and analysed the data collected in this study. The survey achieved 38 responses in total with all candidates being employed by Gwent Police. The vast majority of this sample agreed that the legislation used in Scotland is easier to understand and would be easier to prove than the current CCB legislation used in England and Wales. This is reminiscent of the views of Bettinson (2020). 
The study has also revealed how officers would conduct a CCB investigation, with the most common answers being to speak to the victim and witnesses. Phone, finance, and medical records are also considered to be relevant evidence. 
Participants were also asked about the challenges that response officers face dealing with CCB. The overarching factors are time, demand, and low staff, along with lack of understanding, and evidential difficulties. This fully supports the findings of the literature review. 
The next chapter will discuss the findings of this study and how the objectives have been achieved. 
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