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Title and venue 
Henry County Dog Warden V. Henry Human Society, 64 N.E.3d 1076.
Rule of law 
The case was based on the Revised Code section 955.11 which provides an explanation for what entails a “dangerous dog”. According to the section, a dangerous dog is defined as a dog which without being provoked has: 
i) Caused an injury to a person 
ii) Caused the death of another dog
The law does not include police dogs as dangerous dogs other than in instances when the dog causes serious injuries or death. Also, provocation in the definition of “dangerous dog” includes teasing, tormenting, or abuse of the dog by a person (Lockwood, 2017). 
Facts 
The case was filed by a Dog Warden Beth Spurgeon to the municipal court in Napoleon designating a dog named Bruiser as a “dangerous dog”. the written statement issued to the court on January 5, 2016, also identified Henry County Humane Society as the owner of the dog named Bruiser. The chief dog warden in filing the notice identified various incidents from the past in which the dog had caused injuries to people without provocation. 
The first reported incident took place on December 7, 2015, where the dog caused bruises on a four-year-old child from the family which had adopted the dog six weeks earlier. The dog left the bruises on the child by either biting or scratching leaving an injury on the cheek of the child. On December 10, 2015, a four-year-old boy visiting the home of a new owner was also bitten and injured by the dog prompting the need for emergency services.
Issue 
Is the evidence provided enough to designate Bruiser a “dangerous dog”?
Opinion and decision 
The Municipal court ruled that Bruiser could be designated a dangerous dog due to the various incidents from the past. The two instances of injuring two four-year-old boys were used as the key in designating Bruiser as a dangerous dog. 
Effect of business and society 
The court ruling in the case helps in alleviating the threat of harm from society. It is a rule to protect the people from further injuries that may be caused by the presence of the dog in society. The ruling is also a major way of the judicial system playing a role in protecting society (Lockwood, 2017).
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