Chapter 3 – Methodology
3.1 Introduction

The previous chapter of this research critically analysed existing literature surrounding the effectiveness of the current policing model of managing Sex Offenders and therefore achieved objective one of this study, which is:

To critically analyse existing academic literature to ascertain if the current policing model of managing Sex Offenders is effective?

This chapter of this research will aim:

to identify an appropriate research method to explore MOSOVO officers views on the subject of victim protection through their work.

Research is defined as a process undertaken in a systematic and methodical way to enhance knowledge (Collis and Hussey, 2014 and Saunders, Lewis and Thornhill, 2016). Throughout this research the method of primary research will be utilised, which is defined as the “original analysis of data collected in a research study (Glass, 1976)”. The use of the research onion created by Saunders, Lewis and Thornhill (2016) will support the analysis of research methods to identify and explain the chosen research strategy within this research project.

3.2 Research Onion

The research onion model was created by Saunders, Lewis and Thornhill in 2007 and since its inception has been regarded as one of the primary methods used to design a research methodology (Dissanayake, 2023). As detailed below in figure 1.1 there are six layers to the research onion that must be explored, these are: research philosophy, research approach to theory development, research choice, research strategies, time horizon and techniques and procedures. 
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Figure 1.1 The Research Onion Model (Source: Saunders, Lewis and Thornhill, 2016)

Figure 1.1 shows The Onion Research Model and the research techniques involved in its use.

3.2.1 Research Philosophy

The first layer of the research onion reviewed is the research philosophy, which Saunders, Lewis and Thornhill (2016) state are the beliefs and assumptions the researcher makes about the development of knowledge within a particular field of study.
The subject of this research study involves an interpretivism philosophical approach. Elias (2023) describes the interpretivism approach as understanding the opinions people have of their lived experiences in specific rather than generalised ways. Saunders, Lewis and Thornhill (2016) argue that people experience situations differently to one another due to their individual circumstances and due to this have different opinions of these situations. The use of an interpretivism approach in this study is important due to the wide variety of opinions of the MOSOVO officers involved.

3.2.2 Research Approach

There are three types of approach used within research studies, these being deductive, inductive and abductive approaches. Within this study an inductive approach will be used as this approach as outlined by Thomas (2006, p. 238) analyses the primary data that has been collected identifying patterns to construct a conceptual framework. The use of an inductive approach will help identify if the current model of managing sex offenders is effective at protecting victims of previous and future sexual harm.

3.2.3 Research Strategy and Choice

This research study will adopt a mixed method approach, which incorporates both qualitative and quantitative methods to collect, analyse and integrate data within a single study (Tasahakkori and Cresswell, 2007). The use of a mixed method approach will allow for the use of both research methods to gain the best solution to this research study (Hafsa, 2019).
Within this research the use of a survey with MOSOVO officers in Gwent and South Wales police forces will ensure that information can be obtained from those working within the field of study, therefore giving unique view-points to analyse and therefore reach a research conclusion. The use of a survey strategy is a common strategy within research as they allow information to be collected in an economical way and are easily comparable, therefore making their use valuable in in exploratory and descriptive research (Saunders, Lewis and Thornhill, 2016).




3.2.4 Time Horizon

A cross-sectional study is a snapshot of the participants beliefs and behaviours at a specified point in time (Grimes and Schulz, 2002, Hua and David, 2008 and Saunders, Lewis and Thornhill, 2016). Maier et al.(2023) state cross-sectional studies have many benefits due to them being inexpensive and efficient for data collection. Due to this and the short amount of time available for this study a cross-sectional approach will be used. 

3.3 Techniques: Data Collection and Analysis
3.3.1 Data Collection

The use of a survey presents advantages and disadvantages to the researcher. As outlined by Blackstone (2012, p. 91 – 92) the use of a survey is cost effective, allows for a larger sample size in an easy way and gives anonymity to respondents who are more likely to provide honest responses, however, it is a rigid process which is prone to researcher error.

3.3.2 Survey Design and Sample Size

The survey used in this research study included eight open and closed questions to ensure a range a responses would be received. The use of closed questions meant that the survey is quicker and easier to answer for the participants and allows for easier analysis of the data, whilst the use of open questions allowed the participants to give a lengthier and in-depth response (Hyman and Sierra, 2016).
It is expected that there will be a small sample with between 10 – 15 respondents to this survey, with these split evenly between Gwent and South Wales police MOSOVO teams. Although this is a small sample it is expected that the responses received will be invaluable due to the participants working within the area of study.



3.3.3 Pilot Study

A pilot study is defined by In (2017) as the first step in a research protocol, often smaller in size that assists in the planning of a larger study. From analysis of existing research it is clear to see that there has been no previous research undertaken on the area of study for this research, therefore this research will be a pilot study. 

3.4 Reliability and Validity

Saunders, Lewis and Thornhill (2016) argue that reliability and validity are central to the evaluation of the quality of the research conducted. The validity of the data is concerned with how true and believable the research is and whether it evaluates the area of study chosen, whereas the reliability deals with the appropriateness, consistency and dependability of the data collected (Zohrabi, 2013). Saunders, Lewis and Thornhill (2016) describe multiple threats to the reliability and validity of the research that must be considered, these are participant bias and error, researcher bias and error, past events, change in participants attitudes and beliefs and the instrumentation used within the study.
The use of a survey within this study helps to confirm the validity of the research whilst mitigating participant error as it is designed in a way which helps minimize this (Krosnick, 2018, p. 95). As the survey provides anonymity to the participants it is expected that the answers gained will be of a candid nature, providing further validity to the research.

3.5 Limitations

There are a number of limitations associated with the research study chosen. Due to this study exploring the only the opinions of MOSOVO officers working within the field of study there is a risk of gathering a low number of responses. Another limitation of this study is the non-responsiveness from participants who do partake in the study. The chosen research method is anonymous, although participants may not wish to express their true thoughts and feelings surrounding the subject area. It has, however, been made clear to all participants at the start of the survey that their participation is anonymous and voluntary, therefore mitigating this limitation.
A further limitation of this study is that this study depends on the use of a survey for data collection. Although a tremendous amount of effort has been exerted into designing the instrument used, it is possible that misunderstandings may occur, thus affecting the validity of the data collected.
A final limitation of this study is that of the time frame being limited. Due to the nature of the research the time frame allowed for was a matter of months, therefore the generalizability of this research may be limited.

3.6 Ethical Considerations

It is of the utmost importance when conducting a research study that ethical considerations are explored. At the start of this research project an ethics form was completed to ensure the study mitigated these concerns, ensuring participants are “safe from harm and protected from unnecessary stress (Cacciattolo, 2015)”.
Prior to participants providing answers to the survey they were informed of the research objectives, notified they could withdraw at any time, advised any answers they provided were anonymous and they provided explicit consent to being involved in the study. The data sourced from the participants will be viewed only by the researcher of this study. Due to this there are no concerns that have been raised in relation to ethical risk. There are no concerns foreseen in relation to psychological harm coming to the participants due to them being over the age of eighteen and working within the field of sex offender management.

3.7 Conclusion

This chapter has successfully completed its aim to:
identify an appropriate research method to explore MOSOVO officers views on the subject of victim protection through their work.
This chapter has successfully identified and demonstrated the appropriate research methodology used for this research study. The next chapter will analyse and present the findings of the data collected through methods identified in this chapter.
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