

In my academic studies I am most particularly interested and drawn to learn further about human nature.  Culminating information on what drives humans to live in the societal systems that we do and what influences us to make certain decisions.  More so I am intrigued to learn further about our connection and relationships with animals, why we treat and class them in certain ways which may limit our perception of their feelings and importance in society.  
In Mark Browns article of the Guardian dated Wednesday 4th October he writes documenting an account of a dog attack which took place on the previous day.  This which saw the severe wounding, leading to the later death of a 54-year-old Ian Langley.  No witnesses to the incident were present to give an account and as such minimal detail was available.  This mainly consisted of a character reference of the deceased by the locals that knew him loosely, one of which affectionately referred to the gentlemen as ‘scouse’ and that to those that knew him more, it was apparent that he was the type of person that would not instigate trouble and was of a pleasant disposition.  It is speculated that the victim and offending dog’s owner knew each other prior to the incident by the police investigators, but no mention is made if there were any previous digressions between the pair.  It is reported that there were two dogs present at the time, both being believed to be XL Bully dog types, the offending dog being shot at the owner’s residence while the other seized.  Locals did not speculate the dog’s demeanour or the previous knowledge of their presence in the vicinity.  Nor were the individual characters of the animals known, yet people did communicate that the victim would have been ‘no match for the big dog’.   
There seems to be more emphasis in this article on how the pit bulls breed is already deemed by our society and began to link into a previous incident in the month of September which led to the death of one Ian price of Stonnall, Wiltshire aged 52 by two XL bully types, linking these cases closely as to create more emphasis on the impact these breeds have on our community.   Our government had already expressed concerns about the presence of the breed in our society and our present prime minister Rishi Sunak had previously voiced the following statement and so solidifying the viewpoint that they are dangerous and something to be feared and banned. 
The American XL bully dog is a danger to our communities, particularly our children. I share the nation’s horror at the recent videos we’ve all seen. Yesterday we saw another suspected XL bully dog attack, which has tragically led to a fatality.
It is not currently a breed defined in law, so this vital first step must happen fast. It is clear this is not about a handful of badly trained dogs, it’s a pattern of behaviour and it cannot go on.
(Brown 2023)
The owner of the dog responsible for the attack on Ian Langley has not been named at this time, however his age has been released and had been arrested on suspicion of wounding with intent to cause grievous bodily harm and later arrested on suspicion of murder (Brown 2023). 
The laws are as such that the responsibility of a dog’s behaviour in and out of the public view falls solely on the owner of the animal which can be found on the government website.   In the event of a community member becoming alerted to misbehaving dog, they are fully obliged to report it to the authorities although a dog is only labelled dangerous if there is risk of it injuring someone, has injured someone, has hurt another person’s animal, or risks hurting someone if they attempt to stop the dog from attacking their animal. The penalties carried to the owner of the dog vary dependant on how a court deems the responsibility of the owner, if they feel that the person allowed their dog to attack the supposed victim. In the case where a suspected incident obtaining to a dog occurs most cases will be assessed by police or council expert on the day to access the breed of dog and if it could be a danger to the public and if it will be seized.  However, it is the responsibility of the owner to prove that the dog is not on the banned breed list, if this is not the case than the owner can be prosecuted, and the dog will be destroyed.  Exceptions to this are possible if a court of law decide that the dog is not a danger to the public, but the dog must be neutered, microchipped, always muzzled on a lead in public and housed in a secure place with no risk of escape. The UK presently deems the act of owning, selling, abandoning, giving away or breed from one of these 4 particular breeds of dogs as against the law, these are: Pit Bull Terrier, Japanese Tosa, Dogo Argentino and Fila Brasileiro.  However, assumption on whether a dog is deemed as a banned type depends on the dogs features rather than breed or name.
Despite these regulations that were imposed and are part of the Breed Specific Legislation in 1991 as part of the Dangerous Dog Act the R.S.P.C.A acknowledges that animal aggression is influenced by other factors than just breed and this analogy is faulted.  Dog bites have increased since the act was introduced by 154% from 1999 – 2019 and they continue to rise still and from the 48 people who died from dog related attacks, 53 from the 62 breeds were not on the prohibited list (RSPCA 2023)
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