4. Chapter Four: Data Analysis

4.1 Introduction
The previous chapter aimed to outline the methodology and research parameters of how Information is going to be collect.

This chapter of the dissertation aims to showcase the researcher’s findings of the method explained in the previous chapter, to obtain information from volunteers by way of a questionnaire. The aim is to analyse the data collected through the questionnaire and measure the findings against the dissertation objective:

To analyse the social impact the act has had on general dog owners and owners of a banned breeds within the United Kingdom.

4.2 Data Analysis 
Data analysis is the system process of collecting and transforming data and information where the research findings gathered can support in decision making, summarising and evaluating data. (ORI, no date)

The data has been collected from a questionnaire created on Microsoft forms and was created with the respondent’s time in mind. The questionnaire has twelve questions in total, three of which where free hand text boxes where the participant could type an answer if they so wished, and nine questions were multiple choice.

The questions would take approximately 3 minutes to complete depending on how much the respondent would like to write within the boxes available to them.  The following visual figures of results throughout this dissertation have been extracted from the information provided by Microsoft Forms Package as a result of the questionnaire.

An unanswered copy of the questionnaire itself can be found in Appendix A which shows the format and questions that were asked.





4.3 Demographic 
The participants were first categorised by if they are a dog owner or not. This enabled the researcher to ascertain if the DDA has affected or had an impact on a person’s view of the legislation or if the objective within this dissertation affected them as dog owner or not. This question was added to ascertain if you need to be a dog owner to be affected by the DDA.

The questionnaire was sent to closed social media groups and colleagues of Gwent Police, including the K9 unit. A total of 46 people responded to the questionnaire and 52% of participants were dog owners as shown in the figure below.
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Figure 4.3 – dog owner percentage 

Question two was Do you own a dog from the banned breed list. Not one respondent owned a dog on the banned breed list which meant that all information through the rest of the questionnaire would be from the perception of a person, who does not own a banned breed but may have been involved in an incident which included a dangerous dog or a general knowledge regarding the DDA.  

[image: ]Figure 4.3.1 Do you own a dog from the banned breed list


4.4 Questionnaire Findings.
4.4.1 What is your familiarity with the Dangerous Dogs act 1991.

When analysing the responses which were of multiple choice, there was a split between variables, two in particular. Where the largest percentage of respondents answered that they had Heard of it.
According to (Bryman and Cramer, 2004) when asking a sample of people a multiple-choice question, each available answer to chose from would be classed as an Ordinal variable because we can categorise the answers in rank order.
In this questions case, the variables categorise the level of familiarisation for the DDA from Very familiar which scored 4% to not familiar at all which scored 9%. 48% of respondents chose the answer Heard of it and 38% were somewhat familiar with the DDA. Do these findings suggest that more awareness is needed regarding the DDA as 57% weren’t familiar with the act causing their perception of it to be one of a low and uninformed. 
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Figure 4.4.1 What is your familiarity with the Dangerous Dogs act 1991.












4.4.2 As a dog owner, how has the Dangerous Dogs Act 1991 impacted you personally?

This question was one where the respondent could manually input their answer on how they have been affected by the act or banned breed. I will add below a few responses depicting how the participants have been directly involved with the DDA or with banned breeds.

This would be Qualitative data analysis as it focuses on non-numerical data. In this case textual content from the participants. This method will gain an insight to the human experiences the participants have regarding firsthand knowledge and uncover other meanings attributed to the participants experiences of the DDA. (Wong, 2008)

Respondent 12 states that they have had a first-hand incident regarding a section 1 banned breed where it almost killed their family dog and feels the DDA failed them. 
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Figure 4.4.2a Respondent 12



Respondent 22 states that they have had financial loss and personal loss as a banned breed attacked their horse and killed three of their sheep. Respondent 22 is a dog owner.
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Figure 4.4.2b respondent 22







Respondent 25 details that they are a dog grooming service who as a result of the stigma attached to banned breeds in this case the XL BULLY, they need to be booked in at the end of the day as customers are afraid to take they dogs to the business where there may be a banned breed also at the salon.  
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Figure 4.4.2c Respondent 25

Respondent 28 is a dog owner and states that as a result of information from the DDA it has enabled them to become more aware of potential dangers with other breed and will take action upon spotting danger by crossing the road
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Figure 4.4.2d respondent 28

Respondent 7 feels that they and their dog are safer when out walking the dog in parks etc as a result of the DDA being in place
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Figure 4.4.2e respondent 7







4.4.3 What measures do you believe would be more effective in preventing dog attacks?

This question provided the participant with multiple choice options of preferred prevention tactics. The participant in this case could select all that apply to their thought process or preferred method of prevention. 

42 out of the 46 participants selected, Stricter penalties for owners. 31 of the 46 participants also selected More rigorous enforcement. This indicates that the participants feel that the DDA is not fulfilling expectations of owner responsibility if these answers were selected.
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Figure 4.4.3a What measures do you believe would be more effective in preventing dog attacks?


4.5 Conclusion
This chapter has achieved its objective:
To analyse the social impact the act has had on general dog owners and owners of a banned breeds within the United Kingdom.
In conclusion, the questionnaire has captured the impact of the general public’s involvement with dangerous dogs and how the DDA has had an impact them on a personal level.
Although the DDA has had a positive impact, its fair to say that people still feel let down whether that’s a result of fatal incidents and incurring a financial costs as a result of dog attacks on their animals or businesses such as dog groomers having to cater for banned breeds to satisfy its customers who simply see the stigma attached to the banned breed as a result of its nature and status in society. As a result, a large portion of participants would like to see more done by the DDA by way of enforcement, awareness, training, and penalties.
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It's raised my awareness of the breeds of dogs to cross the road to avoid,
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anonymous  Makes myself and my dogs safer when in the park or public places
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9. What measures do you believe would be more effective in preventing dog attacks? (Select all that apply) (0 point)

@ Sricter penattesfor owners
@ Mandatory taining for certan breeds
@ Increased public awareness
@ More rigorous enforcement

@ None of the above.
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anonymous

My dog was attached and almost killed by 2 dog on the list, who fled the scene and
no action ever taken. So the Act failed to protect us
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anonymous

A dangerous dog breed of dog attacked my horse, needing her to require vet
attention and her escaping loose onto the public highway. In a different incident, two.
dangerous dogs attacked our sheep, killing one and the other two suffered such
injuries that they had to be put down
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As I do not own a banned breed | am not effected other than : 1 am a dog groomer

and | now have to ensure that the XL bullies that are customers come into the salon

muzzled and that the owner has the necessary papenwork and insurance. Because of
all the negative publicity of the breed , | have to ensure that the dog is booked in as
the last dog of the day as other customers are intimidated and unnecessarily scared

of the dog thinking it is going to eat their lttle fluff ball!!




