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1. What is the study’s research questions/hypotheses/study aim?
The article values the argument that domestic violence is a multivariate aspect since it occurs in different forms. The study relies on the hypothesis that domestic violence is linked with substantial consequences for every individual who encounters the violence. The study aims to “replicate DeJong and Burgess-Proctor’s work while offering a 10-year update, and in different settings offer an advancement of the stats of statutory PPO language in the context of United States” (Richards et al., 2017). The above statements grant the article a direction for research.
2. What is the study’s theoretical foundation? Or, is the study testing a theoretical perspective?
The study is based on theoretical explanations that the PPO is a beneficial form of civil intervention offered to all domestic violence victims across the country; but, there are significant differences in its applicability (Richards et al., 2017). It is also founded on a theoretical argument that different advocates and proponents have been engaged in movements to combat risks attached to the domestic violence as well as counter revitalization. Another theoretical base is that “PPO statutes have significantly evolved to match with the new federal legislation integrated with broader definitions about types and categories of domestic violence addressed by the PPO; a factor which necessitates for highly extensive provisions for victims.” The above theoretical foundations provide a basis for integrated study with relevant findings and suggestions.
3. Describe the study’s methodology. Is it a qualitative or quantitative study? Did the methods involve a sample? If so, describe the sample. Describe the procedure for the data collection. Where did the study take place?
The research used qualitative study design. The study was carried out in different states of the United States and Washington D.C. The study population included investigation statutes from 50 states and Washington, D.C. (Richards et al., 2017). The study pays attention to four main domains applied by DeJong and Burgess-Proctor for conceptualizing victim friendliness. A coding scheme was used to identify and explain variables attached to each domain and hence sourcing information for the study.
4. What were the results? What is the answer to what you posed in question 1?
Result1: The study outlined that victim friendliness scores had improved over the past decades. 
Result2: Clear language concerning the validity of PPOs was found necessary since many victims choose to transfer in search of freedom form their abusive partners (Richards et al., 2017).  
Result 3: the ability to sustain victim’s address private is beneficial for victim safety.
5. How do the research findings from this study have the potential to advance theory, policy, or criminal justice practice?
The research findings have the potential to improve the foundational theory, enhance criminal justice practices and policy implementations in varied contexts. Clear languages will provide the police and other enforcers with an effective understanding of validity and applicability of different PPOs policies, hence supporting criminal justice practices. Sustaining victim’s address private will effectively justify the theory on victim-friendliness of PPOs statutes and legislation.
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