Chapter 5 Findings and Conclusion

5.0 Introduction
This part of the researcher’s chapter will provide a summary of the primary objectives of the research which was conducted. It will then reflect on the objectives which were set out in the introduction looking at two precise reasons:
Reason 1 – To establish if the researchers’ objectives of this dissertation have been met.
Reason 2- To conduct an evaluation of the findings from the participants and to see if the findings are similar or oppose the research which was discussed in the literature review. A conclusion will then conduct with recommendations in this chapter.
The aims of the research were:
1. Identify members of the public and police officers’ views on dangerous dogs 
2. To gather if the participants views on if they believe the government are doing enough surrounding dangerous dogs.
3. To explore if the participants believe dogs should be judged on their temperament rather than breed.


5.1 Summary of primary findings

The objective of this dissertation was to explore the governments laws and the publics perception surrounding dangerous dogs. The aims were to find out if the participants believed the current laws which are in place are helping protect members of the public or are they a quick fix when a new breed is deemed dangerous by the government. The online questionnaire was completed by 25 members of the public and police officers. All of which seemed to agree that they did not believe the government were doing enough surrounding dangerous dogs and supported the RSPCA stance on a dog should be judged on its temperament rather than its breed. (RSPCA, N.D)

5.2 Objectives 

5.2.1 Identify the participants who have heard of the new laws in which were introduced surrounding XL Bullys in 2024
When the participants were asked this question, 25 participants took part in this question with 24 out of 25 answering stating they knew about the new law with one person saying they were unsure. This question it was merely to gather information on the participants to see if they are taking note of the new laws in which were introduced surrounding dangerous dogs in the UK. If a large number of the participants who took part in the survey answered they weren’t aware or unsure, then it is likely that this survey would be of disputed due to the participants not keeping up or aware of the Governments new laws surrounding dangerous dogs. 
Participants were also asked a follow up question to this and were asked if they believed the laws in which the government have in place surrounding dangerous dogs were currently working, the objective of this question to gather the participants thoughts on the current laws and if they believe they are working. Out of the 25 who answered the question only 5 participants believed this was working, with one person being unsure and 18 stating they do not believe they are. This showed a clear message that they do think the Government should revise these laws surrounding dangerous dogs.
5.2.2 Investigation in to the participants belief that a dog should be judged on its temperament rather than breed
To meet this objective participants were asked a closed answered question on their opinion surrounding if the dog should be judged on its temperament rather than its breed. The government currently have a list of dogs in which are banned from the UK. This list stops the sale and handing over ownership and the breeding of the dogs on this list. Currently there are five dogs on this list including the latest which was banned in February 2024 an XL Bully. A large percent 84 percent of the participants stated they believed a dog should be judged on their temperament rather than breed. The underlining issue to this would be who would fund the expert who would judge the temperament of a currently banned breed, would this be the owner of the dog or would this be funded by the government themselves. The other factor would be is there enough experts in the field of dog behaviour and temperament. If the dog was deemed to be of a good temperament by an expert and later attacks a member of the public, who would be liable for this. There are several issues that arise with deeming a dog safe due to its temperament.


5.3 Recommendations 
The researcher has examined the current issues with the governments laws in regards to dangerous dogs and finds these recommendations for things to improve and to stop dangerous dogs harming members of the public.
1. More research into why these types of dogs are dangerous and why certain breeds attack members of the public. Do these breeds have a history of attacking or is it the way that the owner has trained the dog?
2. Research into attacks, what has happened before the attack and what made the dog attack? Were there any underlining factors? Was the dog provoked.
3. Instead of blanket banning these breeds, each dog should be judged on its own merit and be assessed by a expert in dog behaviour to clarify if the dog is dangerous and should be put to sleep.

5.4 Conclusion 
The researcher believes there should be more money spent by the government in regard to dangerous dogs and members of the public should be listened to in regards to the laws. Although the research this dissertation was to a small number of members of the public, it was quite clear that the participants believed that dogs should be judged on their own merit and it should not be a blanket ban on types of breeds. 
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