Chapter 5, Findings and conclusion 
5.1 Introduction
The previous chapter analysed data compiled for this study, this chapter aims to provide a conclusion into the findings of research obtained regarding the objectives of this dissertation.
This dissertation has aimed to examine the impact of the Dangerous Dogs Act 1991 (DDA) on general dog owners, dogs and owners of banned breeds, as well as the implications that have been posed on dogs’ welfare because of legislations and to better understand if the DDA is fit for purpose. The research throughout this dissertation suggests that the act was introduced to enhance public safety however, the act has come up against some unintended consequences where owners of Banned breeds have been subjected to restriction that affect both the welfare of the dog and owner.
When analysing research that has been conducted, the analysis has highlighted some important key results when answering the dissertation objectives. 
5.2 Main findings.
There are statistics that have been published identifying that dog related attacks have only risen since the act’s creation, evidencing the DDA is not working as intended to protect the public. It would seem from the research that the DDA has not had the desired effect it was intended for as it hasn’t decreased attacks and that they have only continued to rise. 
A contradiction has been found within the literature review that the DDA requires a banned breed dog to be leashed and muzzled whilst in public. The animal welfare act and information from the RSPCA suggests that prolonged and continuous use of a muzzle can have a negative effect and impact on a dog’s welfare. Taking into consideration the DDA has made legislation that banned breeds are to be leashed and muzzled whilst in public for the rest of their lives, it is evident that the although the reason for this is to protect the public, the dog’s welfare has been put aside instead of addressing the root cause of dog incidents such as lack of training or irresponsible ownership. These restrictions that have been put in place limits the dog’s socialisation opportunities which further hinder the dog’s quality of life, in turn having a detrimental effect on the dogs existence.  This successfully answers the objective question of, To evaluate the implications for banned breeds under the act and how everyday life has affected the welfare of the dog
There are a number of people who feel let down by the DDA. During research conducted from a questionnaire with in the results chapter of this dissertation, participants have articulated their own dog related incidents and have formed their own conclusion that the DDA was of no help or assistance to them. Others indicated that the DDA had raised their awareness in relation to dog and owner safety. For a piece of legislation which holds in its hands the safety of the public and animal welfare, there should be no discrepancy of what the DDA relates to and wants to achieve. The research conducted doesn’t show a broad knowledge or understanding of the act unless a person has been directly involved in an incident where the act has then become apparent to them due to their current position. 



5.3 limitations 
During the collection of data within this study, there was limited information regarding the most recent addition to the banned breed list which is the XL Bully. This breed was placed as a section 1 banned breed in February 2024 due to media coverage of the breeds aggressive behaviour and many incidents spanning the UK sometime of a fatal nature. More time may be needed to ascertain if there is more studies have been created regarding this new banned breed.
There was not a large participant rate when answering the questionnaire. Although the data retrieved from this was informational and more than adequate, it would have been more advantageous to this study if there were more participants to collect data from.
5.4 Recommendations
Given the findings within this study, there is an identifiable need for a policy reform that helps model legislation towards act awareness, owner responsibility and to achieve a fair balance between legislative approaches and animal welfare. 
This study has identified that there is a blanket rule regarding the banned breeds which could be explored to achieve a more behavioural based assessment of the dog instead of a death sentence or restriction which could have a detrimental affect on animal welfare. 
A main recommendation would be for a more comprehensive strategy regarding education to the public whereby the DDA is well known put out to the public on a larger scale than what it is running at currently
Ultimately this research has highlighted the unintentional consequences of the DDA. There are flaws relating to public safety in respect of education and flaws relating to animal welfare. These findings are evidence that the act is needed, however a policy change within the DDA needs to be implemented. The onus should be placed on dog responsible ownership rather than breed specific legislation as the issues have not been solved since the enactment of the DDA. This would be to achieve a safer and fairer environment to the public, dogs and dog owners, ensuring a balance that can be carried forward effectively. Responsible ownership of dogs would not only enhance public safety but bring forward awareness that benefits the dogs wellbeing also. As it stands, there are shortcomings in the DDA that need to be addressed for the act to work for all. 



