The public survey findings outline that most respondents reported limited direct contact to police dog units, often stating that they rarely or hardly ever see police dog units operating in their area that they live. Despite this low contact with respondents, the perceptions of police dog units were overwhelmingly positive. The vast majority of participants concluded that police dogs are effective in locating suspects, finding missing or vulnerable people, and enhancing officer safety. This idea supports Morris’ (2025) argument that police dogs possess capabilities that exceed the capabilities of response officers, especially due to their enhanced sense of smell, speed and capability to intimidate suspects. The public’s overall confidence in police dogs outweighs the negative perceptions despite a lack of exposure to police dog units. This suggests that the participants opinion on police dog units maybe shaped by institutional reputation, cultural understanding, and the way the media portrays dog units rather than the direct exposure alone. Importantly, the majority of respondents concluded that police dog units are worth the cost spent on them and should be protected from government budget cuts. This contradicts claims that were made by animal rights groups and organisations such as PETA (Giddings, 2024). These groups challenge my findings by stating that the publics opinion of police dog units is increasingly negative and oppose the use of dogs in police forces. Findings from the survey suggests that participants may be aware of ethical dilemmas however, the perceived operational necessity of police dogs outweigh these concerns. 

Participants from the survey sent to the dog handlers reported a high level of deployments, typically responding to between 20 and 50 incidents per month, confirming that dog units are operationally active despite their limited public visibility. Dog handers who responded to the survey stated that their dogs frequently directly contribute to successful outcomes, including suspects apprehension, evidence recovery and missing person searches. These findings strongly co-inside with the BBC article by Morris (2025), which outlines how police dogs play a vital role in modern day policing through detection, pursuit and deterrence. Handlers also reported dogs reduce the amount of force that is needed to be used when dogs are deployed to police incidents, this is in support of ethical arguments that police dogs can act as proportionally in high-risk situations utilizing a reasonable amount of force depending on the situation. When handers were asked the question about the cost effectiveness, an overwhelming amount of handers perceived their role as adding equal or greater value to incidents in comparison to non-dog units. This supports the argument raised by Gritton’s (2025) cost analysis, suggesting that while initial and ongoing cost are notable, the frequent and impact of dog hander deployments justify the financial investment. 

Participants from the response officers survey provided valuable data into the operational integration of police dog units. The majority of response officer reported working with dog handlers occasionally or frequently and agreed that dog units add a positively to front line policing. Respondents of the response officer survey stated they view dog handlers as effective in locating suspects and missing people and improving officer safety. However, perceptions were more varied concerning response time and the availability of police dog units. Some response officers reported a slow response time from dog units attending incidents when requested. This reflects limitations on resources rather than a dissatisfaction with dog unit performance. These responses highlight pressure caused by a shortage of dog units within financially challenged police forces as described by Davis (2025). Participants overwhelmingly agreed that dog handlers are worth the money that is spent on them. However, data shows that there was confusion regarding the handler pay and allowances, with officers providing varied responses on the pay of police dog handlers. This suggests that there is a lack of internal understanding rather than criticism and supports organisational justice arguments highlighted by Kihlander (2019), where fairness in police forces depends on the force being transparent rather than remuneration. 

Ethical issues raised within the literature review, especially those raised by PETA (Giddings, 2024) and Kihlander (2019), were considered in responses gathered through the survey. Findings show that ethical issues are acknowledged but balanced against the operational necessity of police dog units. Public participants showed a high trust in police dog handlers’ professionalism, whereas response officer and handlers them selves outlined training, welfare standards and accountability. The IOPC report (2024) spoke about in the literature review shows how the use of police dog is subject to scrutiny and investigation, which participants appeared to understand as a safeguard against misuse.  The finding from the survey results suggest that the existence of formal outsourced accountability groups play a large role in maintaining public confidence in the police forces, especially when police dog handlers use force. 

Throughout the three surveys, the main opinion from participants was that police dog units represent good value for money. Public participants, handlers and repose officers largely stated and acknowledged that police dog units should be ruled out of budget cuts. Rather, police dog units were seen as a specialist capability that should be protected, even during times of budget cuts. When this data is viewed alongside Gritton’s (2025) breakdown of finances, police dog units are presented as cost effective in comparison to their operational impact. Given their furthered ability to located suspects and missing people more effectively, reduce officer risk and support evidence recovery it is apparent that their continued funding is justified. 


