Introduction
This chapter of the dissertation aims to present a critical analysis of reliable and relevant sources and statistics in relation to Dangerous Dogs’ legislation, which has adapted since its initial introduction in 1991. Its evolution stemming directly from a positive correlation between new breeds recognised as dangerous and crimes involving either attacks or out of control behaviour. 
The sources and statistics examined will be attained from Google Scholar, a search engine to obtain academic sources from journals, articles, government publications and research. In addition, the University of Trinity St David online library will be used, which provides further access to papers and journals relating to the legislation that will be studied. 
Finally, there will be reference to general research relating to Dangerous Dogs legislation and how police officers are utilising this legislation in order to manage incidents of this nature. 
In order to obtain this information search terms such as “Dangerous Dogs” “Dangerous Dogs and policing” “Dangerous Dog crimes” “Dangerous Dogs legislation” will be used.

Dog Bans
The Dangerous Dogs Act (1991) was introduced to prevent the ownership of dogs classified as dangerous, along with ensuring that dogs are under proper control. The term “proper control” applies to all dogs, stating that “Your dog is considered out of control if it: injures someone or makes someone worries that it might injure them.” (CPS, 2019)
(Shepherd.K, 2009) Considers the effectiveness of the Dangerous Dogs Act (1991) by highlighting that the highest number of cases in court relating to the act come under section 3 of the Dangerous Dogs Act (1991). This section relates to having a dog dangerously out of control, which can apply to any breed, not just those identified as dangerous. This poses the question as to whether the legislation addresses the issue as it focusses specifically on dog breeds and not general dog behaviour. 
(Shepherd.K, 2009) explains that the owners of the dogs involved in incidents where they are out of control, are not aware that their dogs would bite and that owners lack of understanding of canine behaviours are a key factor as to why these incidents occur. 
(Shepherd.K, 2009) states that Section One of the dangerous dog act covers the ban of the pit bull type breeds and eludes to its lack of effectiveness due to the fact that the dogs that have banned would rarely want to bite a human. Research suggests that destroying dogs that have been reported as dangerous without the forensic investigation of the dog first is not acceptable and likens it to “crushing an unexamined vehicle after a road traffic accident.”
The need for changes in dog legislation has been highlighted as there is a lack of education by owners surrounding canine behaviour.  That until there is a shift in society with regards to understanding canine behaviour and why dog bites have occurred then the flaws in legislating against these dogs will remain. 
Despite this source being from 2009, it is relevant to the discussion topic. The author has an excellent knowledge of canine behaviour and tendencies, which is vital to consider when looking at the legislation. However, there is a lack of statistics to cement the concerns raised around legislation and canine ownership being the overriding contributing factor to dangerous dog incidents. It could also be suggested that the author isn’t able to offer a neutral point of view as they are a veterinarian, therefore their priority would be the animal’s welfare. 
(Hallsworth, 2021) Looks at how the Pit Bull ban came to light in 1991 after the campaign by Britain to eradicate this breed by seizing and destroying them. This was the beginning of the Dangerous dog legislation and led to the seizure of 1000 dogs. States how the Dangerous Dog legislation was built upon public perception rath than it being evidence led. This raising flaws within the legislation from the start. refers to the Dangerous Dogs act as being a “Knee jerk reaction” that took 6 weeks to pass through parliament with little evidence to support this new legislation. It suggests that there was little research conducted prior to this act being created. 
(Hallsworth, 2021) Research shows the history of the Dangerous Dog legislation, highlighting the changes due to the lack of suitability of the original legislation the first change to the legislation being in 1997 after the original legislation being reviewed and shown to be incredibly flawed. The legislation was amened providing the courts with more discretion in regards to owners being allowed to own the band breeds if it is deemed a suitable situation by the courts. The research touches upon the mandatory seizure of these dogs by the police, leading to them being kept in kennels waiting for court dates, which is described in the paper as deeply traumatic for both the dog and the owner, raising animal welfare questions. 
(Hallsworth, 2021) Mentions statistics regarding dog attacks in the united kingdom when the paper was written. These statics will be outdated now however it shows that dog attacks have always been prevalent with there being nine human fatalities between 2005 and when the paper was written. The paper shows that at the time of it being written dog attack fatalities were low in comparison for horse related fatalities. 
(Hallsworth, 2021) has used a number of sources however many of them are shown to be news articles that are referenced throughout the paper. The statistics used related to 2005 onwards which is outdated but still relevant information for the question to be answered in this dissertation as it shows how and why the legislation has been adapted through the years. The author focuses a lot on section 1 of the Dangerous Dogs act and specifically the ban of the Pit Bull this highlights the paper being outdated as there have recently been more dogs added to the banned breed list with more to date statics. 
Review of dog legislation 
(The veterinary record, 2018) provides research that states that dog attack hospital admissions have increased since 2005 by a staggering 81 percent. The paper covers the fact that the legislation passed by the government is “incoherent”. The research shows that the current legislation is failing to protect the public due to the legislation only banning certain breeds or dogs. Raises points around the issues of the innocent dogs being destroyed namely due to their breed rather than their temperament. The research states that even with little evidence supporting the ban of certain types of breeds within the legislation under section 1, the government were not at that time willing to change it due to them calling it “irresponsible” to do so without safeguarding the public (The veterinary record, 2018).
The report covers issues with the legislation not taking into account that there is no regards for the fact that legal breeds pose a great risk to public safety too. But that these dogs can be owned with no restriction, yet there are now powers for these dogs to be seized.
(The veterinary record, 2018). report is missing statics comparing the attacks by band breeds and legal breeds in order to support the arguments being reported. This paper was written in 2018, where it comments on the dogs classed as banned breeds it does not contain up to date breeds in the paper. Therefore when answering the question of this dissertation it will cover the new legislation which includes the up to date banned breed list. 
(Bleasdale-Hill and Dickinson, 2016) has conducted research covers the development of the newer legislation included for dangerous dogs. (Bleasdale-Hill and Dickinson, 2016) States how in 2014 there was a review of the legislation which lead to the act containing dogs needing to be under proper control in households. The 1991 legislation originally only covered dogs that were in public spaces. (Bleasdale-Hill and Dickinson, 2016) report shows that 70 percent of people involved in the consultation wanted private property laws to be added to the legislation. The Association of Chief Police Officers that the difficulties in the new legislation could arise when a dog is involved in a violent incident on private property. Although this journal touches upon police opinion it has not explored the effect it has on policing dangerous dogs. 
(Bleasdale-Hill and Dickinson, 2016)  has covered the historical development of the dangerous dog act legislation. Mainly how it has had to adapt over the years in order to safeguard the public in household settings too. They focus on how the solely legislation approach when dealing with dangerous dogs is not completely effective. The author is a credible resource as they have used a number of research papers throughout the report to provide statics to support their arguments. 
(Bleasdale-Hill and Dickinson, 2016) Research shows how it is difficult for the law surrounding dangerous dogs to be difficult to police due to the difficulty of determining what category the breed of the dog is.  Research shows that the review of the 2014 legislation of the Dangerous Dogs legislation has highlighted that there are many uncertainties surrounding the effectiveness of the legislation 
(The Veterinary Record, 2019). Covers how police currently interact with dangerous dogs by naming them as a proscribed type and then it is up for the owner to prove otherwise, the high court have the final say.
(The Veterinary Record, 2019). States research around the seizing of the dogs by the police has been conducted for this report where it is stated that it is not about the genetics or DNA of the dog but rather the conformational analysis which is conducted by the police in order to establish whether it conforms with a pit bull breed standard. The research shows the floors in the current way that the dogs are typed as a Pit Bull having no scientific support as to whether the dog is genetically a Pit Bull but rather if it looks like one it will be treated as a band breed. 
In the research, (The Veterinary Record, 2019) covers the RSPCAs difficulty when it comes to the rehoming of animals covered under the legislation as often they will rescue one and then due to their conformation it will end up being destroyed. The views of RPCA workers are covered where they believe that the legislation should take into account the dogs behaviours, not look. 
The author has also researched the views of vets by speaking to the British Vet association where they do not support section 1 of the Dangerous Dogs act which is breed specific legislation. 
This source is relevant to this dissertation as it contains information regarding the Dangerous Dog legislation however it does not go into detail and provides no statics around the polices response to dangerous dog calls but does briefly mention a tactic used being the categorising of the banned breed dogs under the legislation. Due to it being written in 2019 it does not include the new XL bully legislation which this dissertation will look to contain. 
Summary 
There is a number of academic resources and literature surrounding the Dangerous Dog act and legislation. Most of the sources have looked at how specifically the section 1 of the act has little evidence to support it and there need to be a review in order to allow the legislation to be more effective. Whilst completing the literature review, it is apparent that there is a gap in the research surrounding the polices response to dangerous dogs. There is little academic research to show firstly the techniques used and how effective is what this dissertation will look to cover. There is a lot of research from veterinary resources surrounding the effectiveness of the Dangerous Dog legislation but none of the papers have explored policing role in with holding these laws. Due to the Dangerous Dog legislation recently changing in 2023 there is no academic literature providing data or statics around the XL bully ban. This opens a gap for the research that will be required in order to complete this dissertation. There are many newspaper articles surrounding the changes in the legislation and how police have dealt with certain incidents but there are no academic papers that have been written. This opens a gap for the research of the dissertation to obtain up to date statics to analyse regarding the changes in the legislation and how effective the police are in dealing with incidents involving them.  
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