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I will be submitting the 8,000 word project.

	NAME: Alex Hall

	STUDENT ID No.: 2124934

	DRAFT RESEARCH TITLE QUESTION: 

Evaluating the impact of the Dangerous Dogs Act 1991 on public safety, banned breeds, and owner responsibility.


INTRODUCTION:

I have a love for all animals and endeavour to become a PC dog handler within Gwent Police during my career. 
The Dangerous Dogs Act was created with public safety in mind however, since its enactment, it has faced criticisms stating that dog attacks and human deaths by dog attacks have only risen, questioning its effectiveness regarding what the act was intended for.
As the Dangerous Dogs Act was intended to safeguard the public, I have seen arguments against the act calling for it to be completely revised to be fair and effective and to promote responsible dog ownership.
I am proposing to review the Dangerous Dogs Act 1991 to compare information regarding its effectiveness on public safety as well as its included specific sections which form the act such as section 1, banned breeds.

Information from Bleasdale-Hill and Dickinson (2016) states that the dangerous dogs act was created due to growing media coverage regarding the horrific continuous dog attacks mainly on small children who sustained serious consequential injuries as a result. These reporting have sparked an understandable concern from the public throughout the country. The UK government then introduced the Dangerous Dogs Act shortly after the latest dog attack. 



	SUMMARY OF RESEARCH OBJECTIVES: 
There are key points within the Dangerous Dogs Act such as, breed specific legislation, public safety and the impact on responsible dog owners.
I am proposing to assess the effectiveness of the Dangerous Dogs Act 1991 regarding how it has reduced dog related incidents and attacks promoting public safety which is the reason the act was introduced.

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

To evaluate the implications for banned breeds under the act and how everyday life has affected the welfare of the dog.





	LITERATURE REVIEW:
The Dangerous Dogs Act (1991) (DDA) was created on the 12 August 1991 by the Department for Environment, Food and Rural Affairs (DEFRA). The introduction of the act was made with public safety in mind. The act made it illegal to possess several specific breeds which are considered aggressive and contributed to a number of serious and fatal dog attacks on adults and children.

[bookmark: _Hlk175482539]These attacks were widely fuelled by the national media raising public concern for safety in relation to dangerous dogs and forced the government to act in some way. This way was the creation of the DDA. Until it was created any dog incident would be resolved through a civil route. After the introduction of the DDA, Police were then able to take control of the dog in question by seizing it, where the police could decide to sell the dog or have it destroyed which was a big jump from the powers previous. (Bleasdale-Hill and Dickinson 2016)

Within the DDA, there is, section 1, which relates to four breeds of dogs are banned. These dogs are the Pit Bull Terrier, Japanese Tosa, Fila Brasileiro and the Dogo Argentino. They have been placed on the banned breed list as they were bred for fighting and deemed to be a danger to the public as well as being involved in attacks primarily the Pit Bull Terrier. These breeds were prohibited from any person owning one due to their dangerous nature. (Limb M, 2018)

Regarding these banned breeds, section 1 also states that no person can import, breed from, bought, sold or given away (gifted) any of these breeds. Section 3 of the Dangerous Dogs Act 1991 applies to all dogs that reside in the ENGLAND makes it illegal for an owner or a person in charge of a dog to have a dog which Is dangerously out of control, and this can be any dog not just banned breeds. (Oxley 2012)
There is an issues for responsible dog owners when purchasing their perceived family pet especially lately in regards to the newest member of the banned breed list, the XL Bully which was added to section 1 in 2023 due to its status attached to attacks on humans.

Under the DDA, dog owners are now responsible for determining the type of dog they are purchasing. Dog owners should not purchase a breed from the banned list as they and the seller would be breaking the law in doing so. The issue with this is that a person may not be able to recognise that the dog they are about to purchase could potentially be on the banned breed list especially if they are a puppy which can cause complications for the owner later. (Bleasdale-Hill and Dickinson 2016)

The DDA was revised in 2014 which extended the legislation to cover dog attacks within private property as before it only covered in a public space. This was implemented due to the number of attacks within people’s homes. The DDA also introduced larger sentences or fines being handed out to the owner of a dog that has been involved in a dog attack. Other powers were given to the Police and local authorities to allow them to step in before an attack occurs. This could be getting the owner to repair their property fence, containing the dog within or address their dogs behaviour with dog classes. The revision made in 2014 was much needed in respect to public safety and to promote confidence in the DDA.




	SUMMARY OF RESEARCH –SURVEY METHOD: 
I will be conducting a mixed method approach which will involve the collection of qualitative data regarding statistics on dog attacks before the act was created and what the statistics look like presently to gather a better understanding if the act is working as intended.
To construct a questionnaire that will gather quantitative information via multiple choice questions. 

 


	SUMMARY OF SAMPLING FRAMEWORK: 
I will gather information from studies in relation to the Dangerous Dogs Act 1991 and reference accordingly as well as collecting information from regarded professionals in the field of dogs through the Gwent Police K9 Unit, veterinarian practices, and closed social groups to people who are over 18 and via a questionnaire.  




	ETHICAL ISSUES:
I do not foresee any ethical issues at this stage. Persons I will be coming into contact with will be professionals in the field of dogs and any questionnaire I put out will be targeted to over 18-year-olds. I am not proposing to speak with any vulnerable person during my dissertation.


	TIME SCALE:

I have a clear timetable set out by my university with the end date for all works to be completed by 07/04/2025 
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