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PREFACE

As co-editors of the first one-volume encyclopedia to address the geography of
human-animal coexistence for a general audience, we are excited to have a role in
sharing knowledge of a field about which we are passionate. As geographers, we are
used to multifaceted complexity, but at times we were surprised by the challenge of
bringing together for this volume an area of study that ranges across disciplines as
diverse as anthropology, art, biology, cultural studies, economics, ethology, geog-
raphy, history, law, literature, politics, science studies, and veterinary sciences. We
feel that we successfully met this challenge and hope that our readers will as well.

As with any work of this kind, tough decisions must be made on relevant topics
to include. We have done our utmost to exercise good judgment in this regard, and
the resulting scope of this work is a cohesive presentation of the spectrum of
human-animal relations, organized alphabetically around 150 topics. These include
specific species, biological concepts, philosophical concepts, social movements,
specialized fields, and different categories of relations. Every effort has been made
to include as global a perspective as possible, in recognition of cultural/spatial vari-
ety even within broad categories like pets or religion.

The contributors were tasked to write succinct yet comprehensive entries for a
worldwide, English-speaking audience. Entries provide accessible, jargon-free over-
views of topics so that readers may gain an understanding of key terms, relevant
histories, geographic locations or variations, and explanations of any controversies.
The selected images allow readers to see human-animal relations in the world visu-
ally, while they are learning to “see” them textually.

We have also provided one set of supplemental materials. The set includes a selection
of excerpts from 20 key documents ranging from foundational single-author books,
to court decisions, government legislation, and international treaties. These primary
sources exemplify the different ways in which human-animal relations are articu-
lated by different social bodies.

‘We hope this volume will not only serve as a reference but also as a starting point
for deeper engagement. To that end, we have provided further reading suggestions
with each entry, a master bibliography, a glossary of terms for quick clarifications,
and a full index for ease of locating specific topics.

This volume would not have been possible without the vision, guidance, and sup-
port of our editor, Julie Dunbar, at ABC-CLIO. We are grateful to her for providing
us with this opportunity, and we appreciate everything we have learned from her.
We also extend our deepest thanks to our incredible group of contributors. Their
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expertise and enthusiasm (along with patience and sense of humor) have ensured that
this encyclopedia will become an essential reference for anyone with a budding
interest in the coexistence of humans and animals. This work would not have been
possible without them.



INTRODUCTION

It is practically impossible to move through your day without encountering animals
in one form or another. They might be on your plate, snuggled next to you in bed,
talking to you in advertisements, television, or film, or you might hear them flying
overhead on your way to work or drive by their remains on the side of the road.
You might hunt them, photograph them, draw them, get a tattoo of them, see them
as having souls or not, avoid them at all costs, or take a family picnic to the zoo to
surround yourself with them. The fact is, animals are everywhere humans are—
from dust mites enjoying a snack of your dead skin, to the companion animals and
wildlife in your neighborhood, to the livestock and wildlife that live farther away
from you. Animals also live in more places than do humans—able to survive in the
deep ocean trenches or in the harsh cold of the Arctic and Antarctica. Indeed, humans
are but one of millions of species of animal and, as animals ourselves, our very sur-
vival as a species is intimately connected to these others. How does a person begin
to make sense of the many ways we have relationships with all the different non-
human species when it involves considerations of ethics, biology, economics, cul-
tural difference, and the larger planetary environment?

This encyclopedia provides a first step and ongoing guide for those looking to
explore these intricate relationships. Recent decades have seen a dramatic rise in
scholarly interest in human-animal relationships, and this volume is a concentra-
tion and synthesis of that work. Scholars are interested in these relationships for
many of the same reasons anyone else might be—for example, they care about a
particular species and want to learn more about it, they want to understand why
some people eat pigs and others don’t, or they may be curious about how the new
neighborhood being built down the street will impact wildlife. Some scholars may
be animal advocates themselves—meaning they act politically (e.g., writing letters,
protesting, making animal-friendly consumer choices, participating in policy-
making or legislation) to support what they believe are ethical ways of interacting
with other species, while others are focused more on solving scientific questions
about behavior, habitat, or conservation, or studying how and why relations between
humans and animals are the way they are. The umbrella term for those scholars
studying these topics is Human-Animal Studies (HAS), and this encyclopedia is a
contribution to this field. HAS encompasses work from fields as diverse as anthro-
pology, biology, geography, history, literature, medicine, philosophy, and veterinary
medicine, to name but a few. There are now undergraduate and graduate programs

Xi
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in various fields of HAS, along with dozens of research journals and specialty groups
developing around the world.

Indeed, the rise of public and scholarly interest in human-animal relations has
come at a time when our one, human, species is having tremendous impact on all
other species. This time period is now being referred to as the Anthropocene—or
the Age of Humans—because humans have become the primary driver of actions
shaping life on Earth. At the same time that scientists are learning more about our
impact on animal species in the world, they are also learning more about the amaz-
ing experiences and capabilities of animals themselves. While many people around
the world have grown increasingly fond of animals with the growth of visual media,
they have also grown increasingly concerned about their treatment from expos€s
by animal advocacy organizations and dire warnings from conservation scientists.
Until now, there has not been a resource for those looking to sort out their own views
on human-animal relations without struggling with jargon in scholarly writing or
feeling hesitant to engage with the activist stance of animal advocacy groups. As
educators, we know that individuals first engaging with the topic of human-animal
relations can face an overwhelming amount of material, so we believe that this one-
volume work on the topic is an excellent way to open the door to many different
people.

As geographers, it was essential for us to ground the volume in the perspective
of the subfield of animal geography. Geography as a whole is interested in where,
how, and why earthly phenomena happen, as well as the connections between phe-
nomena. Geography is about the relations in and between places and across space.
It is simultaneously about the specific and the general patterns of human and natu-
ral life. For animal geographers, the focus is on where, how, and why we have the
relations that we do with other species, both historically and in the present day.

There are two main ways all human-animal interaction is geographical. The first
way is linked to the specific, as it is clear that every individual human-animal inter-
action happens in a particular location—in a place. Therefore, we need to under-
stand those specific locations and their relationships to more general spatial pat-
terns to get a deeper understanding of why a relationship is happening as it is. The
second way human-animal relations are fundamentally geographical is because each
relation sits at the center of a constellation of conceptual linkages. This means that
we not only enact human-animal relations in a physical way, but that we also cre-
ate human-animal relations based on how we conceptually “place” animals in human
social structures. It is for both reasons that mapping human-dog relations, for exam-
ple, can be both quite complex and extraordinarily fascinating. In some places
dogs are food, in others they are pets, yet in still other places they are workers or
entertainers. We can also note that even among those who consider dogs to be pets,
or companions, some may still conceptualize the proper place of the dog as being
in the yard, not in a human’s bed. While many people regard kicking, starving, or
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fighting dogs to clearly be cruel, these same people may have no problem with get-
ting their dogs’ tails, ears, or vocal cords removed to satisfy human taste or conve-
nience preferences. These acts can also arguably be seen as cruel because they also
cause pain and, additionally, remove key ways that dogs express themselves and
experience their world. Mapping where and how conceptions of cruelty are linked
to treatment of dogs helps us understand the contexts in which dogs themselves
are being recognized as beings who subjectively experience their world and have
dog-specific needs and desires. Animal geographers, then, understand the human-dog
relationship, like any human-animal one, by bringing together and analyzing a wide
range of varied material.

The word “coexistence” was essential in our book’s title for us to convey a sec-
ond framework for the volume. Nonhuman species that live on, with, and around
us have been both visible and invisible to us since our species began. As parts of
human societies, they have been and continue to be both visible and invisible, inten-
tionally excluded and included. Understanding human-animal relations is essential
intoday’s world. Many scholars who are researching and writing about human-animal
relations, both inside and outside of geography, are not only concerned with the
quality of their research for advancing the field but also with an unwavering belief
that humans owe it to our fellow animals to learn how to better live alongside them
and to show them the respect they deserve as, like us, inhabitants of planet Earth
with their own value. There is a belief in something not only profoundly powerful
about sharing our lives with so many wondrous other animals—each with their own
ways of being in the world—but also our being inextricably linked with them in
terms of our well-being and survival. For example, without bees to pollinate them,
a multitude of crops would not produce food. Although many people believe it is
wrong and choose not to eat animals, for some they are an important protein source.
As social beings ourselves, for many who would otherwise be alone, animals pro-
vide vital companionship and love. Although thought to be unethical by many, a
number of humans have been helped by animals used in medical research and sci-
ence. And finally, what would the world be like without animals to stop us in our
tracks with their fierceness, mystery, beauty, or silliness? We are better equipped
than at any time in history to reflect on our capacities as human animals to funda-
mentally alter the planet, nonhuman animal lives, and, by default, our own. Asking
questions about our relations to other species enables us to make choices about how
to productively evolve in these relations. And getting to know animals—as them-
selves and not just as not-human—connects us to them in ways that can fundamen-
tally deepen our appreciation for our shared lives and places in the world.

We approached the opportunity to edit this encyclopedia with excitement and
ambition, but also a sense of limitation. Our conversations about which entries to
include, important documents to excerpt, best ways to organize, and so on quickly
highlighted the tiny slice of human and animal coexistence that we would be able
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to represent. Our aim, therefore, has been to capture a broad representation of impor-
tant aspects of this coexistence, not only in the present day and in the English-
speaking world but also historically and globally. That being said, we (and many
of our contributors) recognize that there will be differences of opinion on the entries
and documents that we have selected.

Any limitations aside, we believe this encyclopedia achieves the aim of providing
a foundational collection of entries, primary documents, and a key readings bibliog-
raphy for new scholars and/or the general public seeking an engaging and accessible
reference for their questions about human-animal relations. It is our hope that those
who pick up this encyclopedia with a curiosity about only one topic will find them-
selves following references to other pages, or reading other entries that caught their
eye. We especially hope that this book will excite the interest of readers to learn
more about the amazing geography of our human coexistence with other animals,
and will therefore be a springboard to further exploration.



Advertising, Animals in

When an animal such as a dog or a cat is included in advertisements for products
that they need or use, such as cat litter or dog treats, it makes sense to have them
there, scurrying around or eagerly eating. When what is being sold is for humans,
however, their inclusion is less easily explained. Certain species of animals are fre-
quently used in advertising, and there are several common ways of using them to
symbolize aspects of human life.

The first animal symbols made by humans likely date to art in ancient Paleo-
lithic caves and on rock outcroppings. While not advertisements per se, they may
have been used to indicate, for example, important spiritual sites or plentiful hunt-
ing or fishing areas. Animals are employed in mythological tales and stories, such
as Aesop’s fables, in order to address the big questions of life (where did we come
from? what is love? what is death? what is proper behavior toward others?).

In addition to their functions providing food, clothing, tools, chemicals, and com-
panions, animals—and their likenesses—are used to convey cultural meanings.
Considering the thousands of years during which humans and animals have been
interacting, it is no surprise that animals are also used in advertising. Advertising,
defined as time and space paid for to sell something, is designed to tell us some-
thing about a product or service, but more so, what that product or service can do
for us.

Animals in advertisements, whether real or fictional, animate or inanimate, draw
on culturally specific, shared understandings of what is believed about a particular
species and how those attributes can be used to say something about a product or
service. For example, while we know raccoons don’t really sit in chairs (e.g., La-Z-
Boy® recliners), dogs don’t drive cars (e.g., Subaru®), and polar bears don’t con-
sume soft drinks (e.g., Coca-Cola®), portrayals of them in these ads have come to
seem so normal and natural we often fail to see the constructed nature of them. Like
other communication tools, animals are used to link a particular set of qualities with
a brand’s image. Animal characters are the most commonly used trade characters
because they are efficient communicators of human qualities, characteristics, and
values. For example, at least in the United States, beavers are considered industrious,
turtles steadfast, and monkeys funny; a dove suggests peace; and an elephant signi-
fies memory. Thus, the shared meaning a species has in a culture translates to its
use in the culture’s advertising.
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Gidget, the Taco Bell dog, during a photo session in October 1998 in Los Angeles, Califor-
nia. Dogs are the most popular animal used in advertising in the United States. Advertisers
choose animals they believe will both appeal to their target audiences and become associ-
ated with a particular brand. (Vern Evans/Getty Images)

The most popular animal used in advertising in the United States is the dog, with
the likes of Budweiser® (beer), Trivago® (a travel website), Taco Bell® (fast food),
Geico® (insurance), and Bush’s Baked Beans® all including canines in ads. No
doubt this is because dogs and humans have an ancient relationship, and dogs fig-
ure prominently in many people’s everyday lives. Other globally popular advertis-
ing animals are birds, horses, cows, bulls, fish, cats, insects, elephants, mice, and
rabbits. In print and television advertising, research shows that the choice to use
anthropomorphized (i.e., human characteristics ascribed to other species) animals
is related to the type of product (Spears, Mowen, John, and Chakraborty 1996).

Furthermore, advertising that uses animals portrays them in at least six (not
mutually exclusive) ways: as tools (transporting humans, working for them, as
food), loved ones (active members of family life), symbols (as images that stand in
for the brand), nuisances (problems to be solved), allegories (playing human-type
roles), and in nature (flying, climbing, jumping, doing what comes natural to them)
(Lerner and Kalof 1999). Animals can convey both positive and negative character-
istics and can reinforce gender, class, and racial stereotypes. Advertisers choose
which representations they believe will most resonate with the target audience, who
will quickly associate something about the animal to the product.



Advocacy | 3

A primary consideration in using animals in advertising is whether they should
be seen as more or less like humans. Anthropomorphized portrayals are often used
in advertising to minimize tension, discuss awkward topics, or provide emotional
distance, and are designed to reach a general audience. Anthropomorphized ani-
mals speak, wear clothing, display human-attributed emotions, or do something only
humans do, such as vote, drive a car, or use toilet paper. Nonanthropomorphized
portrayals are used when the point of including an animal is to demonstrate the work
they do for us (tools), how they are acceptable as food, or for recreation. This strat-
egy is used to reinforce the species barrier between them and us. Also, the more a
part of nature animals are meant to be, such as in travel advertising, the less likely
they are to be anthropomorphized.

Other considerations factor in as well. For example, when dogs are used, we see
friendly yellow Labrador retrievers, beagles, and Irish setters, not fearsome pit bulls,
in ads for home products and comfy clothing. However, if an advertisement were
for a product with an image of being tough, strong, and fearless, a pit bull might be
the perfect choice. Similarly, a cheetah or rabbit would be used to signify speed,
whereas a goat or turtle would not. Furthermore, animals in advertising serve two
primary functions that appeal to different sexes. The first is using animals to repre-
sent a desired quality such as strength or loyalty. This function has been shown to
appeal primarily to men. The second function is relational, showing animals and
people interacting, which appeals mostly to women (Magdoff and Barnett 1989).

Debra Merskin

See also: Animals; Anthropomorphism; Dogs; Race and Animals
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Advocacy

Although animals are often understood to be mere instruments for human use, there is
a longstanding resistance to this worldview with the argument that nonhuman species
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deserve a certain level of respect as more than objects, and as beings related to us.
The animal advocacy (or “animal protection”) movements of today can generally
be divided into two categories: animal welfare and animal rights/liberation,
although there is overlap. Animal welfare groups tend to agree with mainstream
opinions that animals may be used for human benefit in the form of food, experi-
mentation, entertainment, and companions, but maintain that certain levels of treat-
ment and care must be met. The animal rights/liberation position, however, pro-
poses a more radical shift—demanding nonhuman species no longer be seen as
property or tools for humans, with animal rights theory proposing more legal rights,
and animal liberation promoting an increase in the status of nonhuman animals that
is less centered on a discussion of rights, if at all. The animal rights position is chiefly
derived from the work of philosopher Tom Regan and his 1983 book The Case for
Animal Rights, but the utilitarian Peter Singer’s 1975 work, Animal Liberation, is
widely credited with creating the modern animal liberation movement, of which
demands for legal rights are a component.

Early animal welfare movements emerged in the United Kingdom with the 1824
establishment of the Society for the Prevention of Cruelty to Animals (now the Royal
Society for the Prevention of Cruelty to Animals, or RSPCA), which at the time
was largely concerned with the treatment of working animals such as carriage horses.
Its American equivalent, ASPCA, established in 1866, is today one of the largest
animal advocacy groups in the world.

Animal welfare advocacy today often focuses on the treatment of pets, especially
dogs and cats, and on improving conditions for animals used for food and various
types of research. Animal welfare campaigns include advocating for legislation that
bans extreme confinement for farmed animals, such as the 2008 California referen-
dum Proposition 2 (“Prop 2”°), which requires farmers to phase out farming practices
and housing that prevent animals from turning around, fully extending their limbs, or
lying down. Legislation is a popular tool with animal welfare advocates, who often
push for harsher penalties and criminalization of animal mistreatment. They also pro-
test using animals for entertainment such as rodeos and circuses, and also hunting. As
part of these campaigns, activists use social pressure through media campaigns, civil
disobedience, protest, and releasing undercover footage of animal mistreatment.

Although animal rights and liberation activists often engage in the above activities,
they also work to reduce or even eliminate consumption of animal products such as
meat, milk, eggs, fur, leather, and wool, as well as cosmetics, medical devices, and
drugs that are tested on animals. Less frequently, activists vandalize buildings, steal
devices such as knives used to kill and gut animals, and remove animals from captivity.

Although there are significant differences between animal welfare and animal
rights/liberation positions, overlaps exist, with prominent animal rights groups like
People for the Ethical Treatment of Animals (PETA) and Mercy For Animals (MFA)
working alongside welfare-oriented organizations such as the Humane Society of
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the United States (HSUS) and ASPCA toward increased legal protection, harsher
criminal penalties, and banning certain practices.

The Nonhuman Rights Project, spearheaded by animal law attorney Steven Wise
(1952-), is pursuing the legal recognition of four captive chimpanzees as “per-
sons” under common law, rather than as property—an argument that could be
expanded to other great apes, elephants, and dolphins. Using habeas law—a legal
action asserting unlawful imprisonment brought about by a third party on behalf of
someone without legal standing, such as slaves—the project aims to establish that
at least some nonhuman animals have rights to bodily liberty and bodily integrity.
The animal species prioritized—dolphins, whales, great apes, and elephants—are
chosen on the grounds that they are scientifically established as being self-aware.

Recent campaigns by both animal welfare and rights/liberation activists have
aimed at banning bull hooks (pointed hooks used to direct circus elephants), increas-
ing penalties for dogfighting and other sports in which animals are or may be
killed, and developing less painful methods for killing farmed animals.

Today, animal protection movements exist all over the world. People for Ani-
mals, the largest animal welfare organization in India, led by Maneka Sanjay Gandhi
(1956-), operates shelters, rescues animals from neglect, and works toward
legal changes such as successfully lobbying to have all packaged food in India
labeled as vegetarian or nonvegetarian. Notably, India’s constitution stipulates that
all citizens have a duty of compassion toward animals. Palestine Animal League
works for stray animals, hosts humane education events, and pursues greater legal
protection for animals in Gaza and the West Bank.

China has very few animal protection laws, and does not have a longstanding
animal welfare movement. Although many religious traditions in China, such as
Taoism and Buddhism, include statements about compassion for animals, the rul-
ing Communist Party has regarded compassion for animals as opposed to their
political program. Since the 1990s, however, compassion for animals has grown.
Both domestic and international animal welfare organizations like Animals Asia are
working to combat practices such as dog and cat meat consumption and bear bile
farming—a practice in which bears are kept in cages with open wounds to harvest
their stomach acids because of their value to traditional medicine.

Drew Robert Winter

See also: Ethics; Humane Education; People for the Ethical Treatment of Animals (PETA);
Rights; Welfare
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Agency

Agency is an individual or group’s ability to exert power and choice in the world.
Individual or collective agency can be limited or enabled by material (e.g., walls or
money), institutional (rules and norms), or cultural (customs and traditions) modes
of societal structure. Animal agency refers specifically to a nonhuman animal’s abil-
ity to exercise individual or collective power and choice, usually in the context of
human-dominated society. The question of whether animals have agency is signifi-
cant in the context of animal ethics, law, advocacy, husbandry, and conservation.

The idea of human agency has roots in early Greek philosophy (ca. 400-320
BCE), which explored the role of human intention, obligation, and accountability
in Western society, and 19th-century sociology (the study of human social behav-
ior). Philosophers have used the idea of agency to address questions about action
and causality (what action caused what result) and the nature of free will (indi-
vidual capacity to choose). Philosopher René Descartes’ (1596—1650) statement
cogito, ergo sum (“I think, therefore I am”) implied that if a person could think, a
person had agency. Sociologist Emile Durkheim (1858-1917) challenged this sim-
plistic idea of thought as agency, arguing that social structures influence thought
and decisions. For example, social class and gender influence what choices are avail-
able to individuals and how individuals respond to those choices. Free will implies
accountability for choices made, but because all people do not have the same power,
opportunities, and choices, they may not have the same ability to act according to
what is right or wrong (defined as moral agency).

Agency can be active or passive. Active agency refers to individuals doing, con-
structing, or controlling with conscious, goal-directed intention, often using rational
thought (making conscious sense of the world using logic). Resistance or purpose-
ful inaction is also a form of active agency. For example, when African American
Rosa Parks (1913-2005) famously refused to give up her seat on the bus to a white
passenger in 1955 in the U.S. state of Alabama, she exercised agency by resisting
societal rules that existed at that time. Her resistance contributed to the collective
action that developed into the U.S. Civil Rights Movement. Passive agency is demon-
strated when an individual unintentionally exerts power or unknowingly participates
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in events that determine or affect power. Nonhuman individuals often demonstrate
passive agency. For example, a single jaguar occupying Southwestern Arizona
forced the protection of over 750,000 acres of critical habitat (legally protected
habitat mandated by the U.S. Endangered Species Act) in 2014. This habitat pro-
tection limits the agency of ranchers and developers to make choices about how
they use the land. In this example, the jaguar acted as an unintentional agent of legal
and land management change. Another example of passive agency occurred in 2009,
when a flock of Canada geese collided with a jet, forcing its emergency landing
on the Hudson River. Birds cause airports an estimated $1.2 billion per year in
damage and lost flight time, and airports spend millions more attempting to man-
age the behavior of birds.

Animals also exhibit active agency. Domestic animals such as sheep and horses
will jump fences, a donkey may refuse to move under a heavy load, and working
animals may not cooperate with their handlers. Wild horses strategically scatter
mares in their bands to avoid capture during round-ups, and captured horses noto-
riously resist being tamed. Wild animals such as coyotes often maintain their tradi-
tional territories and travel routes despite human development.

These acts are often perceived by animal handlers and observers as intentional
acts of resistance, but scientists often attribute this kind of active animal agency to
biological instinct, such as what drives beavers to build dams or a termite colony
to transform a landscape when they construct a mound. Despite growing evidence
that animals can have complex thought and emotional processes, the extension of
agency to the nonhuman is a challenge, as it remains unknown exactly how ani-
mals think. We do not know the depth of animal self-awareness, or know with cer-
tainty if they act with intention. We do not know to what extent animals make
conscious choices, or what factors enable or restrict an individual animal to act on
its will. Moreover, we cannot generalize about animal agency. We cannot assume
that what is true of a cow is true of a wolf, and we cannot assume that what is true
of one wolf is true of another.

Emerging studies on nonhuman agency in many areas of modern thought and
academic disciplines, including geography, anthropology, and political theory, chal-
lenge the anthropocentric (human-centered) focus on agency and expand the con-
cept of agency to nonhuman animals (even proposing the agency of inanimate
objects and technological creations).

The broadening of agency to nonhuman categories challenges previously limit-
ing assumptions, including the restriction of agency to humans, and the notion that
rationality and intentionality are necessary for agency. The extension of agency to
the nonhuman is particularly important in the inquiry of Human-Animal Studies,
Animal Geography, Animal Ethics, Ethology, and other intellectual fields focusing
on nonhuman animals in society.

Anita Hagy Ferguson
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Animal Assisted Activities

Animal assisted activities (AAA) are casual interactions between animals, their
human handlers, and clients. AAA is used to provide motivational, educational, and/
or recreational opportunities to enhance quality of life. Historically, animals have
held significant support roles in human society, improving health, social interac-
tions, and overall well-being. AAA builds upon this relationship as a method to pro-
vide emotional, social, and cognitive outlets and support for humans.

The importance of animals as companions to humans is documented going
back thousands of years. A 12,000-year-old human skeleton with the skeleton of a
puppy in its hands was found in Israel (Davis and Valla 1978). Tombs excavated in
ancient Egypt contain the mummies of important pets and animal totems of gods
(Pitt Rivers Museum 2002). Ancient Greeks believed that dogs’ saliva had heal-
ing properties (Becker 2013). In the present day, we are learning how animals have
a calming effect on humans, reduce anxiety, and improve self-esteem (Help Guide
2015).

AAA encompasses many approaches to partnering with nonhuman animals to
improve the lives of clients. Dogs are the typical partner in animal assisted activi-
ties, but horses, cats, and rabbits are becoming more common. AAA can take place
in almost any environment, and involve one or more clients. The clients meet the
animal with direct supervision of the animal handler. The handlers are trained in
supporting the specific animal they are partnering with and in interacting with cli-
ents. Animals are selected for participation in AAA based on preferred behaviors
and temperament.
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Unlike animal assisted therapy (AAT), key factors of AAA sessions are not
individualized to the specific needs of a client. They are, instead, composed of spon-
taneous content and do not have predetermined goals. Sessions can be any length
of time, and are determined by handlers’ assessment of the animal partner and by
client preferences. Handlers do not need to be therapeutically licensed profession-
als and are not required to keep records about the visit.

There are numerous forms and functions of AAA. It is used in prisons, juvenile
homes, hospices, retirement homes, treatment centers, homeless shelters, schools,
and hospitals. Teachers use animals to teach and transfer skills through the care
of small animals like hamsters, rabbits, and fish. AAA can be brought to the class-
room with larger animals, like dogs, to facilitate ongoing learning with the animal
as an educational tool. Additionally, human and dog teams visit university campuses
during finals to provide support to stressed students through animal interaction.
Patients living in long-term care benefit from changes to daily schedule and a
friendly visitor. Furthermore, there is growing support for pet-friendly assisted living
communities to improve the quality of life of residents.

AAA can be used to assist participants in the development of specific skills.
Reading-aloud programs, during which participants read out loud to animals, ben-
efit people who are learning to read, have a reading disorder, or are uncomfortable
reading. It encourages participants to gain experience and confidence by reading to
a nonjudgmental animal, usually a dog but also with horses. Prison-Based Animal
Programs (PAP) partner inmates with rescue animals. Inmates care for and train
dogs or wild horses to improve their likelihood of adoption. If support sessions for
inmates are provided outside the scope of training the animals, then this compo-
nent falls into animal assisted therapy.

There are many benefits of participating in AAA. It aids in development of motor
skills like coordination, balance, and posture. It has positive, psychosocial effects
such as decreased feelings of loneliness, despair, isolation, and fear. AAA can
decrease incidents of aggression and problem behavior, while having positive impact
on self-esteem. AAA can facilitate human social interaction that increases levels
of communication and change the relationship dynamic of those who participate in
them. The presence of an animal serves as a social lubricant and is a neutral topic
to facilitate shared experiences of pet ownership.

Several studies aim to better understand the impact of AAA on the health of
humans. One study documented that cardiac care patients who had pets lived lon-
ger than their non-pet-owning counterparts. Interactions with animals are shown to
decrease stress, depression, and anxiety, while increasing feelings of comfort (Pichot
2006, 4). A study that looked at the impact of a dog’s presence on children found
that, even without touching or petting the dog, children’s blood pressure decreased
(Friedmann et al. 1983, 44).

Concerns about the possible negative impacts to humans require consideration.
Some studies argue that AAA has no effect on the elderly and can possibly decrease
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morale and health in some populations. Health concerns include the transmission
of disease and fleas, client allergies, fear/dislike of animals, negative emotional con-
sequences of the death of an animal, or incorrect perception of client ownership of
the animal. Specific concerns for the welfare of the animals include limited access
to water, high temperatures at facilities, high expectations of the length of time for
visits, overall stress of work, safety from aggressive client behavior, and the poten-
tial for accidental harm to the animal. Animal partners have the capacity to feel
complex emotions; therefore, the welfare of animal partners is paramount to discus-
sions about implications and overall benefits of AAA.

Andy VanderLinde

See also: Animal Assisted Therapy; Service Animals
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Animal Assisted Therapy

Animal assisted therapy (AAT) is an intervention that partners animals with thera-
pists as a treatment option to meet specific health goals for a client. Since the
1700s, AAT has been used as an alternative to traditional therapies, like in-office
talk therapy. AAT is shown to improve therapeutic relationships and help clients
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The use of animals in human health environments is becoming more mainstream. For
many people,animals are easier than humans to interact with, and in the right environment
animal assisted therapies can open the door to healing. (AP Photo/Efrem Lukatsky)

reach therapeutic goals more quickly than traditional therapies. Despite the appar-
ent benefit to humans, the ethics of using animals in AAT continues to be debated.

For over three centuries, humans have partnered with animals to provide AAT.
Horses were used in therapy for various illnesses as early as the 1700s. However,
the first clearly documented case of the use of animals in a therapeutic setting to
teach self-control appears in 1792, at the York Retreat in England. In 1860, Flor-
ence Nightingale (1820-1910) wrote about her observations of the beneficial rela-
tionship between companion animals and chronically ill patients. She is credited
as the first clinician to document the positive role of animals on the health of patients.
Sigmund Freud’s (1856-1939) dogs attended therapy sessions because he claimed
that they had a “special sense that enabled them to judge his patient’s character”
(Latham 2009). In 1969, Boris Levinson (1908—-1984) began the work of populariz-
ing and mainstreaming the idea of partnering with animals in therapeutic practices.

AAT is a treatment option for individuals with physical, social, emotional, or
cognitive challenges and does not follow a single theoretical approach. AAT is the
general category of interventions that use animals to reach specific therapeutic goals.
Unlike animal assisted activities (AAA), AAT sessions have specific, stated goals;
are of pre-determined lengths; and are scheduled. Each session is documented, along
with progress toward meeting therapeutic goals.

There are several organizations that provide training and certification in AAT
internationally. These organizations typically specialize in providing training and
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guidelines for the partnership with a particular species. Equine Assisted Growth and
Learning Association (EAGALA) and Professional Association of Therapeutic
Horsemanship International (PATH Intl) provide training for working in equine
assisted interventions. Pet Partners offers training and certification for working with
dogs in a therapeutic setting. Additionally, the growing support for AAT resulted
in the integration of AAT studies at universities, including Prescott College in Ari-
zona and the University of Denver in Colorado.

Around the world, AAT is used to improve therapeutic relationships and facili-
tate emotional growth. Mental health outcomes include increased verbal interac-
tions, attention skills, self-esteem, and reduced anxiety. Physical health outcomes
include improved fine motor skills, balance, flexibility, and muscle strength. AAT
can broadly be divided into programs that use the movement of the animals and
those that involve human/animal relationships. Dolphin Assisted Therapy (DAT)
uses facilitated swimming and interaction with dolphins to reach patients’ goals.
Hippotherapy uses movement of horses as a physical, occupational, or speech ther-
apy treatment strategy to address impairments, functional limitations, and disabili-
ties, often through mounted work with the horse.

Animal Facilitated Counseling uses the presence of an animal to build rapport
and trust. Animal partners enable the counselor to interact with clients who are with-
drawn and do not respond to traditional therapies. Equine Facilitated Psycho-
therapy and Equine Assisted Therapy (EAT) are interactive processes in which a
licensed mental health professional and an equine professional partner with horses
to address psychotherapy goals. It usually does not include riding.

Programs for autism have documented the positive effects of AAT, specifically
that it aids youth with autism in learning to bond and form social attachments. There
is ongoing research to substantiate anecdotal support of AAT. One study documented
drops in stress hormones and blood pressure and increases in healthy social hor-
mones after time with a therapy dog. AAT is also shown to improve behavior, reduce
depression, and assist in treating symptoms of Alzheimer’s, Post Traumatic Stress
Disorder (PTSD), and trauma (Altschiller 2011).

Critics of AAT cite the need for improved quality of research, including random-
ized trials and long-term follow-ups, especially regarding Equine Assisted Therapy
(Anestis et al. 2014). Although there are numerous studies touting the success of
AAT, they often involve small sample populations and short-term analysis of
results. Critics seek to establish the limitations and reach of AAT’s efficacy and
effectiveness to ensure clients are fully informed of treatment expectations while
participating in AAT and are receiving the best treatment possible for their needs.

Ethical questions arise with the use of animals in therapy, because they are voice-
less, and it is difficult to guarantee their physical and emotional welfare. Generally,
work with domestic animals such as horses and dogs is considered an ethical partner-
ship, because these animals would not exist without a close relationship with
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humans. However, programs that involve the use of wildlife, such as elephants, mon-
keys, and dolphins, are often the focus of criticism.

Betsy Smith, one of the original proponents of Dolphin Assisted Therapy (DAT),
and the Whale and Dolphin Conservation Society called for the end to the practice
after reflecting on the negative ethical implications of the use of dolphins in ther-
apy and the potential for harm to humans. The methods for obtaining dolphins for
DAT can be cruel and even fatal to the dolphins. Being restricted from engaging
in normal behavior can result in dolphins’ illness and premature death (Whale and
Dolphin Conservation Society 2014). Furthermore, DAT exposes human partici-
pants to serious risk of physical harm, including bites, bruises, scratches, abrasions,
and broken bones, and potential risks to health, such as disease transmission. These
concerns are shared and generalized to AAT practices that use wildlife as the ani-
mal partner.

Andy VanderLinde

See also: Animal Assisted Activities; Service Animals
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Animal Cultures

Scientific evidence is mounting that some animals use tools, live by moral codes,
use complex communication systems, and have culture. These findings fit squarely
within Charles Darwin’s (1809-1882) theory of evolution, which predicts that dif-
ferences between humans and other animals are in degree, not kind. Yet there is an
ongoing debate about the nature and sufficiency of the evidence for culture among
animals. Some scholars aren’t convinced that ecological and genetic explanations
for animal behavior have been ruled out in all cases, while others define culture in
ways that exclude nonhuman animals. The unresolved debate makes this an active,
exciting field of study, with new discoveries and important advances appearing
regularly.

Culture has been defined in many different ways since the first anthropological
definitions were published in the 1860s, but at the heart of the concept is the idea
that culture is learned. People learn culture by observing and interacting with other
people; in this process, they construct shared systems of meaning and shared norms
of behavior. Debates about whether or not animals have culture hinge on how cul-
ture is defined. Some have argued that culture distinguishes humans from animals;
they tend to focus on definitions of culture as complex systems of meaning. Others
have argued that some animals do have culture; they tend to define culture as shared
behaviors acquired through social learning. This broader definition of culture allows
scholars to address interesting questions about the different kinds of culture across
species, the role culture plays in helping different species adapt to the environment,
and the evolution of culture across species in combination with genetic evolution.

Scholars from a variety of academic disciplines study animal cultures using two
major methodologies. Primatologists (who study apes and monkeys) and cetol-
ogists (who study whales and dolphins) tend to take an ethnographic approach.
Developed by anthropologists for studying human cultures, this approach involves
observing animal behavior and interaction over time, usually in the wild. It pro-
duces both qualitative data (detailed descriptions of animal behavior) and quantita-
tive data (systematic and comparative observations of animal behavior over time).
Comparative psychologists (who study psychology across species) tend to take an
experimental approach, which involves designing and carrying out experiments on
animal behavior, often in captivity. Ethologists (biologists who study animal behav-
ior) use both approaches: they conduct ethnographic work to document the range
and kinds of animal behavior and then design experiments to more fully under-
stand these behaviors.

Scholars taking the ethnographic approach to studying animal cultures look for
evidence that animals use learned behaviors to engage with their environment and
with each other. In a famous early study, Japanese primatologists inspired by Kinji
Imanishi (1902-1992) identified Japanese macaques as individuals and studied their



Animal Cultures |

social interactions, enabling them to trace the spread of behaviors within troops.
When one macaque took provisioned potatoes and washed them in seawater, for
example, others in her troop soon learned to follow her example to get cleaner, tast-
ier potatoes. They traced the spread of stone handling—which appears to be a
form of play or relaxation—through another troop.

Ethnographic studies also provide evidence that shared behavior varies from one
social group to another within the same species. Extensive research on chimpan-
zee behavior at multiple sites across Africa by William McGrew, Andrew Whiten,
and others has revealed over three dozen behaviors, both ecological (like techniques
used to fish for termites with sticks) and social (like grooming techniques), that vary
between groups. Dolphin foraging behavior, as documented by Janet Mann and
others, is also highly diverse across social groups and includes many different coop-
erative hunting strategies, a multistaged method for processing cuttlefish, and even
tool use among two Australian groups whose members regularly put sponges on
their noses to protect themselves while rooting around on the seafloor for fish.

Scholars taking the experimental approach aim to prove that animals use one or
more social learning processes. These include stimulus or local enhancement (draw-
ing another’s attention to a particular object or place), imitation (observing and
imitating another’s behavior), and active teaching. Experiments can also rule out
genetic or ecological factors, leaving culture as the explanation for behavior. Exper-
iments on wild, coral-reef fish, for example, have shown that French grunts removed
from one group and introduced into another learned the schooling sites and migra-
tion routes of their new host group. Likewise, when one group was entirely removed
by researchers and another group was introduced to its vacated habitat, the newcom-
ers did not follow the patterns of the original inhabitants but developed their own,
showing that their movements were not entirely determined by ecological factors.

Scholars have used both approaches to study communication systems among ani-
mals as forms of culture. Experimental studies of birdsong provided the earliest
scientific evidence for animal culture, as ethnologists demonstrated that some bird
species inherit their songs genetically, while others learn their songs from more
experienced members of their species. Ethnographic studies of humpback whales
by Roger Payne and Katharine Payne, among others, provide an especially power-
ful example of animal culture. All males within a breeding population share the
same complex song, but individuals introduce changes that others in their group
then adopt, so that the song slowly changes over the course of months and years.
In the South Pacific, entire song types migrate from east to west as humpbacks adopt
songs from their eastern neighbors, then pass them on to their western neighbors.

Wendi A. Haugh

See also: Chimpanzees; Communication and Language; Dolphins; Ethology; Great Apes;
Multispecies Ethnography; Personhood; Research and Experimentation
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Animal Geography

Animal Geography is defined as “the study of where, when, why and how nonhu-
man animals intersect with human societies” (Urbanik 2012, 38). It is a subfield
of the academic discipline of Geography and of the multidisciplinary research field
of Human-Animal Studies. Its areas of focus have expanded in three major waves
since the start of the 20th century: from an initial focus on mapping wild species
to today’s focus on cultural practices (e.g., fighting, animals in media) and animal
subjectivities (how do animals experience their worlds?). For animal geographers,
understanding where a human-animal interaction takes place—and why—is fun-
damental to 1) gaining a deeper understanding of how and why humans have the
relations that they do with other species and 2) revealing the inseparability of other
species from human societies.

Geographers have always been interested in animals because the goal of geography
(the name of which comes from the Greek for “earth description” or “earth writing”)
has been to discover, describe, and interpret all phenomena on the planet. Histori-
cally, however, geographic work on animals consisted only of simple descriptions of
the types of animals being encountered in different parts of the world. As geography
developed into a formal, scholarly discipline in the late 19th century in Europe and
the United States, geographers began to focus in a more systematic way on animals.
This first wave of animal geography, called zoogeography, focused on mapping the
ranges and types of wild species on the planet. These historical maps remain use-
ful today, as geographers, biologists, and conservation scientists use them to assist
in understanding how animal ranges have increased or decreased over the years.

A second wave of animal geography was developing by the mid-20th century as
part of the growing geographical focus on cultural ecology (how humans adapt to
their environments). This wave added to the first by studying domesticated animals
and also by including the human relationship. For example, geographer Carl Sauer
(1889-1975) researched the ways in which nonnomadic pastoral groups (sedentary
animal herders) in Mexico reshaped the landscape through grazing, building pens,
and protecting their animals.

Toward the end of the 20th century, several processes converged, shaping the third
wave or the “new” animal geography of today: the exponential increase in scientific
understanding of the impact humans are having on the planet, new understandings
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of animals and animal behaviors, the increase in political movements around animal
advocacy, and the increasing love of animals around the world as evidenced by the
growing number of pets and visibility of animals in popular culture. Animal geog-
raphers began to realize that the spaces and places of human-animal encounters,
relations, and practices went far beyond mapping wild species or the human-
domesticated animal pastoralist relationship.

Animal geographers today focus on practices connecting humans and animals
and on specific animals or species alone. Their methods include quantitative (cal-
culations using large-scale data sets), field-based (direct observation, basic count-
ing and mapping), and qualitative (in-depth, small sample sets) such as interviews
and reviews of archival material. There are four main conceptual approaches. The
first is historical and explores where and how animals intersected with human socie-
ties in the past and how changes in relations have occurred over time. The second
explores how economic practices impact animals both wild and domesticated. The
third examines ethical and/or political conflicts around animals to see where, how,
and why animals are included or excluded from human societies. The final area
of focus is the cultural landscape, which refers to how human-animal relations are
(in)visible in our daily lives. In any of these approaches, animal geographers may
also focus on the experiential lives of individual animals/species.

To illustrate the wide spectrum of animal geography today, we can use the cul-
tural practice of meat eating and the domesticated dog as two examples. With an
historical approach, animal geographers might focus on where geographically
people have eaten meat, or where specific dog breeds originated and why (e.g., for
herding or companionship?). Economic analysis might include studying the scale
of meat production (how many animals being produced, under what conditions), or
the growth of the modern pet economy through the rise of dog daycares, dog sitters,
dog groomers, and dog supplies. Ethical/political approaches might include studies
about the relationship between meat eating and climate change, or cultural attitudes
toward eating and farming dogs. In terms of the cultural landscape, geographers
might study the places where meat eating occurs—such as religious festivals or
restaurants—or explore how changing attitudes toward pets are visible in our
everyday lives through the rise of modern dog parks and dog-friendly public spaces.

Animal geographers are interested in animals’ perceptions of their own experi-
ences. Making visible an animal’s experience of its life is an essential part of better
understanding the animal side of human-animal relations. For example, with respect
to farmed animals, geographers are exploring how farming practices such as electronic
milking equipment or access to the outdoors help or hinder what we understand
about a cow’s experiences and needs as a cow. With regard to dogs, geographers
have studied the ways in which breeding for specific traits (e.g., shortened nose) or
removing specific parts (e.g., docking tails) impact their health and communication
needs. Geographers have also examined the different ways in which humans and
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dogs have learned to communicate with each other in the home, revealing how
much of the human-animal relationship is produced by both humans and animals.
Julie Urbanik

See also: Biogeography; Ethics; Geography; Human-Animal Studies; Multispecies Eth-
nography; Pastoralism; Social Construction; Zoogeomorphology
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Animal Law

Animal Law is a broad term which at present encompasses the body of law, or juris-
prudence, concerning various rights which may be asserted by humans over or on
behalf of animals. The main focus of Animal Law concerns animal welfare stan-
dards and restrictions upon human actions that may affect animals. The classifica-
tion of animals as property, or “things,” means that the law excludes animals from
being subjects in society, or citizens who are entitled to legal rights and protections,
and therefore from the class of “legal persons,” or those who have legal standing to
assert even limited rights. The battle for legal personhood (or to view animals as
subjects rather than objects) for animals, and the resulting legal standing of ani-
mals to assert those rights and protections, is at the forefront of Animal Law today.

For thousands of years, various cultures have enacted laws regulating human
conduct toward animals. Examples of early animal laws include hunting bans and
meat-eating restrictions by the Indian emperor Ashoka (304-232 BCE); Hebrew
and Islamic ritual slaughter practice laws (still adhered to today) designed to limit
animal suffering by specifying the method of killing; and the Edicts on Compas-
sion for Living Things enacted by the Japanese ruler Tokugawa Tsunayoshi (1646—
1709), also known as “the Dog Shogun,” in 1690, for the benefit of dogs. Other
cultures held animals accountable for the consequences of their actions. For
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example, medieval European animal trials expressly recognized personhood in
naming animals as criminal defendants capable of intentional action, and also held
them directly liable for crimes such as murder, bestiality, theft, and killing other
animals. In fact, animal defendants sometimes appeared in court and were on sev-
eral occasions represented by counsel.

Western cultures, influenced by Greek and Roman philosophers, historically have
considered animals as chattel (personal property) and rejected the idea of legal and
moral obligations to, or rights which may be asserted by, animals. For example,
the Prussian philosopher Immanuel Kant (1724-1804) based such views upon the
belief that animals are not rational and do not possess free will, and therefore had
no intrinsic value (value in themselves) and so should not be afforded legal rights
and protections. The idea that animals have natural rights that should be respected
by humans came into being in 19th-century Britain and America, resulting in the
establishment of various humane organizations (e.g., the Royal Society for the Pre-
vention of Cruelty to Animals), which emphasized anti-cruelty statutes and crimi-
nal enforcement. The first Western animal protection law was England’s An Act to
prevent the cruel and improper treatment of Cattle (1822), which set punishments
for those who beat certain types of farm animals.

Animal Law did not exist as a separate specialization until recently. In 1973,
Henry Mark Holzer (1933-), an America lawyer, filed the landmark lawsuit Jones
v. Butz (374 FE.Supp. 1284 (D.C.N.Y. 1974)), which advocated for the animals’ inter-
est in challenging an exception under the federal Humane Methods of Livestock
Slaughter Act of 1958. Holzer ultimately lost, but only after the case went all the
way to the U.S. Supreme Court. His lawsuit is credited with creating the emerging
field of Animal Law, which he actively promoted through outreach and by estab-
lishing a professional journal, the Animal Rights Law Reporter. Prior to the Jones
case, cases involving animals were usually viewed as subsets of property, contract,
trusts and estates—and, occasionally, criminal—law and were not directly con-
cerned with the interests of the animals. Consequently, no specific body of law that
considered the extent of human obligations to animals existed until recently.

Cases subsequent to Jones include challenges to zoo conditions (Jones v. Beame
(380 N.E.2d 277 (N.Y. 1978))) and aerial shooting of goats on federal land (Animal
Lovers Volunteer Association, Inc. v. Weinberger (765 F.2d 937 (C.A.9 (Cal.), 1985))).
Additionally, TVA v. Hill (437 U.S. 153 (1978)), an environmental case, considered
the rights of the snail darter (a species of fish) to occupy critical habitat threatened
by the construction of a dam. Throughout these early cases, there was an attempt
to balance the previously unrestrained rights of humans with the newly arising legal
protections afforded to animals and animal interests, environmental concerns, and
the law’s concern for species preservation as a whole. However, there was little to no
recognition of animals’ rights or allowing the assertion of protections for individual
animals.

19



20 | Animal Liberation Front (ALF)

There are two major currents in Animal Law today. The first is the struggle on
behalf of certain animals for legal personhood and legal standing, which has taken
the form of legislative efforts, habeas corpus (literally, “present the body”) peti-
tions, and administrative law changes with which to assert protections and reme-
dies through animal guardians. For example, habeas corpus petitions have been filed
in Austria, Argentina, Brazil, and the United States, seeking to assert legal standing
by chimpanzees as persons to gain release from confinement, primarily from ani-
mal research facilities, zoos, commercial exhibition, and private captivity, to more
suitable conditions such as wildlife preserves. These legal challenges, asserted by
self-appointed guardians who claim to represent the animals’ interests, have been
mainly based upon the “capabilities approach,” which asserts that the mental capa-
bilities of these nonhumans are such that they could, like a human, exercise free
will and choose a better environment. The other main area of Animal Law is the
struggle to protect animals from the effects of human-induced global warming and
habitat destruction. This takes the form of legislation aimed at preserving wildlife
by limiting human activities, such as polluting, construction and habitat encroach-
ment, hunting, and interference with migration routes, that affect animals and their
habitat.

John T. Maher
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Animal Liberation Front (ALF)

The Animal Liberation Front (ALF) is a leaderless, decentralized animal rights
organization that engages in direct action (the use of public forms of protest instead
of negotiations), often through illegal means. ALF members believe that no ani-
mal should be exploited for food, entertainment, or science and that nonhuman
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lives should not be seen as private property, meaning that animals should not be
owned. The ALF’s mission is to “abolish institutionalized animal exploitation because
it assumes that animals are property” (ALF n.d.). The ALF operates through
small groups of individuals, called “cells,” that operate independently of one
another, without a hierarchical chain of command. This allows ALF members to
avoid identifying other members if they are questioned. Due to this structure and
anonymity, the ALF is able to operate underground. Active in dozens of countries,
the ALF works to remove animals from factory farms, laboratories and testing facil-
ities, and zoos, while inflicting economic damage on the institutions and organ-
izations that promote animal exploitation for profit or entertainment. Animals
liberated by ALF members are placed in sanctuaries or homes where they can live
out their natural lives. Although it has been classified as a domestic terrorist orga-
nization in the United States, one of the ALF’s tenets is to take all precautions
against harming any human or nonhuman animal. The Animal Liberation Front is
an important topic area for animal studies, especially in characterizing the differ-
ent levels of opposition to the use of animals’ lives for financial or personal gain.

The Animal Liberation Front emerged in 1974, but its roots extend back to the
1960s. Founded in 1963, the Hunt Saboteurs Association physically interfered
with animal hunts in the United Kingdom throughout the 1960s. Inspired by the
Hunt Saboteurs, in 1971 British activist Ronnie Lee started a group called the Band
of Mercy, which focused on not only sabotaging hunters’ vehicles, but also on pro-
testing animal testing (vivisection) in laboratories. These groups primarily used
direct action. Lee began to support the use of arson and other forms of property
destruction as the main tactics used in the group’s mission.

In 1974, Lee, along with fellow-activist Cliff Goodman, created the Animal Lib-
eration Front. The new group was incredibly successful, and more than £250,000
($397,000) worth of damage was attributed to the ALF in its first year of opera-
tion. It was not until the 1980s that the Animal Liberation Front moved to North
America, and it did not gain much traction there until the 1990s. To enact mean-
ingful change, the ALF focuses on direct economic threat placed upon companies
that use animals in research or entertainment. Together with the Environmental
Liberation Front (the ALF’s sister organization), the ALF is estimated to be
responsible for around $43 million in damages between 1996 and 2002.

One of the first high-profile rescues that the ALF committed in the United States
was in September 1985, when they raided a laboratory at the University of California
at Riverside. Members of the ALF removed a stump-tailed macaque monkey
named Britches who had been separated from his mother at birth and had his eyes
sewn shut for a study that tested the effects of sensory deprivation on young mon-
keys. During the raid, activists rescued Britches along with 467 mice, cats, opossums,
pigeons, rabbits, and rats, and also committed $700,000 worth of damage to equip-
ment. Britches was taken to a sanctuary where he spent the remainder of his life.
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As a result of the raid, the University of California stopped several research pro-
grams and no longer allows monkeys’ eyes to be sewn shut. The ALF still recog-
nizes the rescue of Britches as one of their most successful.

According to philosopher Steven Best, there are several ways to understand the
ALF in the United States. First, as an organization, the ALF operates as part of a new
social movement that places attention on the historically ignored issue of animal
rights and welfare. Second, this animal liberation movement is focused on stop-
ping all nonhuman animals from being categorized as legal property. The move-
ment in general, and the ALF in particular, argue that 