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INTRODUCTION
The Dangerous Dogs Act 1991 (DDA) was enacted in the United Kingdom In response to the rising public concern relating to dog attacks and the aggressive behaviour of dogs. The legislation created within this act specifically bans certain breeds which have been identified as being dangerous in nature. 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 reports have sparked an understandable concern from the public throughout the country.  This review explores the implications of the DDA on banned breeds, dog owners, and the public, drawing on various academic works. 

[bookmark: _Hlk175482539]The Governments answer was the creation of the DDA. Prior to the creation of this act, any dog incident would be resolved through a civil route, meaning the owners and aggrieved would settle issues regarding dog incidents through the courts themselves. After the introduction of the DDA, Police were then equipped with new powers that enabled them to take control of the dog in question by seizing it. The police could then decide to retain the dog for further consideration once an investigation to the alleged incident had been completed or have it destroyed (evidence permitting) which was a big jump from their 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 human attacks, primarily the Pit Bull Terrier. These breeds were prohibited from any person owning one due to their dangerous nature and unpredictable behaviour. (Limb M, 2018) The XL Bully was later added to this section where it became illegal to own from the 1st February 2024 without its accompanying document (RSPCA, 2024).

EFFECTS ON DOG OWNERS
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).
Regarding these banned breeds, section 1 of the DDA also states that no person can import, breed from, buy, sell, or give away (gifted) any of these breeds. This puts these breeds at risk of significant decline due to the owner faced legal risks associated with possessing these breeds. (Oxley, 2012) But what does that mean for the owners of the breeds already residing in the UK. For owners of banned breeds, the DDA creates a complex and legal environment. Various restriction have been put in place within the DDA to promote good dog ownership and public safety. These were that any owner who has a dog that falls into the banned breed list would have to have the dog sterilised/neutered, microchipped, registered, muzzled in public, always kept on a lead to enable full control of the dog whilst out in public spaces and insure their dog. This would mean that these dogs would not be able to run around off the lead for the rest of their natural lives, which could in itself be argued as cruel, especially if the banned breed is a well behaved dog that has been raised correctly and does not fit the narrative of a dangerous dog but is deemed to be because of what it looks like. It also imposes a significant financial burden to owners, who must navigate all costs themselves and adhere to the above compliance measures which can deter responsible ownership. (Webster and Farnworth, 2018)
The DDA does cover all other breeds who are dangerously out of control and cause injury or death to humans. This relates to Section 3 of the Dangerous Dogs Act 1991, which 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) However these breeds are not governed by the same restrictions as section 1, banned breeds.

IMPACT ON BANNED BREEDS
The detrimental issue for the forenamed banned breeds is that the DDA recognises these breeds simply by their appearance alone. Yes, these breeds have been chosen to become fighting dogs due to their inherited strength, potential aggression and can be highly dangerous however, it is argued that they have become this way through human (owner) directive, purely for one purpose and from a very young age. This is for the dog fighting scene. (Webster and Farnworth, 2018)
It can be identified from (The veterinary record, 2014) that the DDA can have a detrimental effect on a dog’s welfare. This review has already highlighted that a section 1 dog must be kept on a lead in public spaces and muzzled. A welfare concern to a dog that is constantly leashed and muzzled it that this action is likely to reduce the dogs ability to carry out its normal behaviours as its is now physically restricted which can negatively impact the dogs welfare. “The need to be able to exhibit normal behaviour patterns is one of the five welfare needs under Section 9 of the Animal Welfare Act 2006”. (Dogs Trust, 2024).  A section 1 dog runs into further complications if it is given up. The DDA states that a section 1 dog cannot be rehomed by a rescue organisation. If an owner gives up a section 1 dog, to a rescue centre, then the dog must be euthanised regardless of its health. This highlights the question of if this is a necessary action simply due to what breed the dog is.
Banned breeds are also currently becoming intrinsically linked to antisocial behaviour where they are used simply as a tool of masculinity and violence amongst people who wish to adopt such a persona. These dogs are not being cared for in a way that would suggest good owner etiquette and will suffer as a result either by way of seizure by authorities if an offence has been committed or the dog is injured as a result of human directive. (Malloy, 2024).
Information from (The British Veterinary Association, 2010) states that there is overwhelming support to have the DDA revised so that it is not so detrimental to a section 1 breed. It states that the DDA has failed as it has not achieved what it has set out to do and that it was a “kneejerk piece of legislation which was rushed through in its haste”. And is having a detrimental effect on banned breeds. 


STATISIC AND PUBLIC AWARENESS
According to a report conducted by the Royal Society for the Prevention of Cruelty to Animals (RSPCA). Five years since the DDA was created there was no considerable reduction in dog attacks or bites in the UK. Within this five-year period, dog bites were still on the rise which could question if the DDA is even fit for purpose, especially regarding its evaluation on which breeds were deemed dangerous and the restrictions put on said dangerous breeds as it was reported to be many other breeds not on the list responsible for many attacks on humans such as German Shepards, jack Russel Terriers and Chihuahuas. In fact, an increase of aggression towards humans were found to be in a variety of breeds such as Cocker Spaniels, Belgian Shepards, Catalan sheepdogs and beagles. From 1991 to 1996, there was 30 fatalities registered in dog related incidents, 16 were children and 14 were adults. 21 of these incidents were caused by dogs not on the banned breed list. (RSPCA, 2016) 
[bookmark: _Hlk179126827]The DDA was revised in 2014 which extended the legislation to cover dog attacks committed within private property, as before it only covered attacks 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. (The veterinary record, 2014)
“the maximum prison sentences in England and Wales for allowing a dog to attack someone have now been increased to up to 14 years (previously two years) for a fatal attack; up to five years (previously two years) for injury; and up to three years if an assistance dog is attacked.” (The veterinary record, 2014)
In respect of the DDA and its restrictions that were implemented with public safety in mind, the overall goal was to prevent further dog attacks and strengthen public confidence especially with the ever-present media coverage that was picking up speed and reach. “Between 2005 and 2017, the number of recorded dog attack-related hospitalisations had risen by 81 percent, proving that the act was not working” (The veterinary record, 2014). Out of these findings, only 20 percent of the attacks were relating to section 1 dogs.  
Information taken from the (Office for National Statistics, 2023) states that between 2019 and 2023 the number of deaths registered between these years, where the underlying cause of death was bitten or struck by a dog was 31 human deaths recorded in England and Wales. The number of deaths here are 3 more than what was recorded from 1991 to 1996. 

EFFECTIVNESS OF THE DANGEROUS DOGS ACT 1991
The effectiveness of the DDA in enhancing public safety is a continuous topic. Numerous studies indicate that breed specific legislation has not significantly reduced incidents of dog attacks. A complete overhaul of the DDA is required as it has failed to remotely protect the public and is pushing for more owner responsibility regarding their own dog’s behaviour. It is believed that the Act focuses more on an incident after one has occurred as opposed to preventing it from occurring in the first place. (the veterinary record 2013)



CONCLUTION 
The Dangerous Dogs Act 1991 has had significant implications for banned breeds, their owners, and public safety. While intended to protect the public from dangerous dogs, the legislation has led to stigmatisation of banned breeds, pressure and distress to owners of banned breeds, and questionable effectiveness in reducing dog attacks. The DDA is largely focused on breed specific legislation and may detract from the wider issue of canine aggression in general regarding all breeds and responsible dog ownership. Public education and a focus on individual dog behaviour could be included to promote an effective framework for ensuring public safety and welfare for all dogs and their owners. 
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