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INTRODUCTION

Welcometo Volume V, Issue 2 of the Journal for Critical Animal Studies, which features
another stimulating rourd of scholarly studies published for thefirst time in these pages.
TheJoumal for Critical Animal Studiesis nowin its fourth year of publication; the
Inditute for Critical Animal Studies continues to grow; andin February 2008we hod our
sixth annud conference at the Montana State University, Billings | invite our readers to
meet the new members of the Ingitute® advisory and editorial boads whom| warmly
welcome to our organization. | mug give aspecial welcome and thanksto our new
Assodate Editor for the Journal for Critical Animal Studies, Dr. Carol Gigliotti, awriter,
artist, and teacher of Interactive Media and Critical and Cultural Studies at Emily Carr
Inditute in Vancouve BC, Canada

TheJoumal for Critical Animal Sudiesisthefirst and only peer-reviewed
academic joumd devoted to interdisciplinary and internaiond writingontopics related
to animal rights, animal liberation, animal advocacy, and animal studies. We are hgppy to
see theworldwide growth of animal studies, such as evident in theincrease of books
articles, conferences, departments, courses, and centersrelated to thistopic. Asthese
developments point to a changetoward more progressive ethics and laws, they
nonehdess stem from the sodopolitical maingream, the strengths of which are more
than matched by its weakness and limitations and undescore the uniqueness of our own
inditution.

Thelnditute for Critical Animal Studies emerged and matured in the pog-9/11
eraand thefrightening turnstoward congervativism, conformity, and persecution of
dissent, rampant throughoutacademia and sodety as awhole. Unlike other animal studies
approaches, theInditute for Critical Animal Studies engages controversial issuesrelating
to radical theory, tactics, and politics. In maingream humen rights, animal advocacy, and
environmental movements, discussion of issues such as sabotage, violence, armed
struggle, globd capitalism, and revolutionay struggle agang corporate domnaionis
verboten. Anyonewith political experience knows that activists across the spectrum of
causes are captive to the dognma of pacifism tha see nonviolence as the sole correct
philosophy and tactic, rather than oneapproach anong many, each pertinent to different
contexts and situaions As a system of dogmg, fundamentalist pacifism isinhaently
problematic in itsrefusal to counenance other perspectivesin arationd and open
discussion. But pacifists have also revised and whitewashed history such tha the
diverdity leaders, groups and tactics fusngtogeher to ignite change(e. g., to force the
British out of India or to win passage of the US Civil Rights Act of 1964) are reduced to
onePrime Move (e.g., Gandhi, King), thereby redudang the complexity of history and
politics to a cartoonor Hollywood narative.*

Once this complexity is restored, contemporary groupslike the Animal Liberation
Front (ALF) and Stop HuntingdonAnima Crudty (SHAC) nolonge seem like
aberrationsor threats to our movement and can beviewed for wha they really are: hars
to the militant tactics andapproades indispensable for progressive changethroughout
themoden era. Awareness of the complexity of historical struggle, of how both
QriolentOand nonviolent tactics together spawvned sodal change of howfew people
know these histories, of how dogmetic pacifism straitjackets thoughtand hinde's
effective resistance, the Inditute for Critical Anima Studies emerged. We recognized the



Journdl far Criticd Animdl Studies Volume V, Issue 2, 2007

need for aless dogmnetic and more radical and pluralist approach to animal liberation and
animal studies, onetha allows engagement of theentire spectrum of theories, politics,
and tactics used by past and present liberation movements.

Anothe uniqueaspect of our Inditute, joumd, and conferences istheemphasis
on situating animal exploitation within thelarger sodoecononic context of globd
capitalism. While problematic or wrongin many of its theoretical and political postions
Marxism is hardly a @leadOtheory, and the key categories of Marxist political econorry B
such as labor, capital, compdition, profit, commodfication, exploitation, growth
imperatives, and structural contradictionsbremain vitally important for andyzing
speciesi st systems of oppression, as well as other forms of dominaion such as pdriarchy,
racism, classism, and statism. ThelIngitute for Critical Anima Studies recognizes tha
multinaiond corporationsand capitalist markets are the mos powerful influences
shgping the contemporary world, commodifying nature, animals, and humansalike to
stoke theinsatiable machines of growth and profit.? Because the exploitation of animal
for labor power and profit isaglobd opeationdriven by the phamaceutical and
livestock indudries, to name jud two, and capitalist economies mergewith indugrial
technologies (e.g., factories), aglobd animal indwstrial complex has emerged. While
much of Marx@ andysis till remainsuseful to andyze contemporary globd capitalism,
in searching for amore pluralistic, democratic, and decentralized politics many radicals
nonghdess find better alterndives in the anarchist traditionstha developed from the
nineteenth century to the present.

While animal studies generdly is multidisciplinary, theoristsin thisfield typically
ignore onekey peaspective -- political econony -- and fail to mediate culture with the
larger structures of capitalism. While some forms of animal studies are apolitical, and
others are political in thar call for welfare or rights, very few theorists BDindudng the
Qadical Oabolitionists -- recognize the need for the ultimate abolition, tha of capitalist
domnationitself. Animal liberation will never beremotely possible withouthuman
liberation from capitalist oppression and until sodal movements can end corporate
control of the state and state hegemony itself. Thus as many correctly emphasize tha
human liberation isimpossible withoutanimal libeation, it is equally truetha animal
liberationisimpossible withouthuman liberation. The only adequée political postionfor
radical politicstoday isthroughbulding abroad alliance politics, onetha connects
animal liberation, human liberation, and earth liberationin a globd struggle for total
liberation.

Thus in contrast to maingream animal studies, the Ingitute for Critical Animal
Studies promotes a critical animal studies which is characterized, amongother things by
(1) atrandisciplinary perspective tha incorporates not only history, socology,
philosophy, anthropology, literature, art, and so on, butalso political econony; (2) a
nomative and engaged postiontha linkstheory to practice and critiqueto politics; (3) a
radical political orientation that views capitalism as inhaently unsugainable and
exploitation; (4) a holistic undestanding of the commondity of oppressions such that
gpeciesism, sexism, racism, ablism, statism, classism, militarism and other oppressive
ideologies and inditutions are viewed as parts of alarger, interlocking system of
domnation; (5) aradical aliance politics perspective tha attacks all forms of hierarchical
domnation.
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We are only beginningto clarify and develop what acritical animal studiesis, in
contrast to more academic, apolitical, and conservative forms of animal studies. The
inchoae naure of this notion and project can be seen with a Google search of Qritical
animal studiesOwhich, on our recent effort, turned up only a mention to asmall program
at the University of Washington and to our own Institute for Critical Animal Studies.

We mug emphasize, findly, that the broad characterization of Qritical animal
studiesQin this Introdudionis not aparty line or the exact characterization that all our
members would provide Norisit atouchgoneor checklist of theoretically and politically
correct criteriatha every writer mug meet in every detail before publishingin our
joumd. Onewill find,indeed, a variety of philosophical and political pespectivesin the
pape's published in thisissueand in the past archived issues. Withoutseeking an
impossible (and repressive) consenauson theoretical and political paticulars, thegod of
the Inditute for Critical Animal Studies, broadly put, isto situate animal studies and
animal liberation within alarger sodoeconormic context; to theorize thelinkages of
human, animal, and earth liberation movements, and to study a broad rangeof politics,
tactics, and meansof struggle.

| ssue Overview

We bagin thisissuewith Andrea Rossing McDowelI3 probing study, Q.ev Tolstoy and
the Freedomto Choose One@3 Own Path.OTolstoy -- renowned vegetarian, anti-
vivisectionist, and animal rights advocate living in nineteenth century Russia -- was
ahead of his place and time, as inded were animal rights and vegearian advocates since
thedays of Pythagoras. While it has notgoneunndiced tha Tolstoy incorporated his
views on animals and vegetarianism into the narratives, characters, and themes of his
books few theorists have grasped the moral depth and meaning of Tolstoy® passion and
compassion for animals. McDowell, in contrast, sets Tolstoy@ philosophywithin afar
broader context that points theway for more fruitful work in this direction. From this
perspective, McDowell emphasizes tha Tolstoy@ vegetarianism was motivated not only
by the ascetic strain of Russian Chritianity, but also by genuine compassion for animal
suffering.

McDowell argues tha Tolstoy® Qiberation philosophyQriewed animal and
human issues asinseparably linked, such tha themoral evolution of humanity was
impossible so longas sodety was based on violence and the destruction of animal life.
Writing aboutthe victimization of humansand animal, Tolstoy@ noves condenn
hierarchy, exploitation, pariarchy, and injugice pe se. McDowell shows, moreover, how
Tolstoy(@ concern with animal abuse Gesonae[s] with hislarger soda concerns, such as
his oppostion to serfdom therole of women in society, the devolution of sexud mores,
and the destruction of rural life throughmodernization OMcDowell linksthese sodial
issues to Tolstoy® preoccupaion with persond authenticity and theindividud &
obligaion to break with the entire system of soda oppression and forgea new ethic and
modeof existence. QAt the core of all of these issues,Oshewrites, Qies hisintringc
concern: theimpact of sodo-historical factors onthemorality, autonony, and valuaion
of theindividud beng.OWhile noting some limitationsin his liberation ethics, such as
his Christian-influenced pariarchd bdiefs, McDowell argues that Tolstoy@work nat
only represented a magjor innovdionwithin Russian literature, but his all-indusve ethics
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tha knitted animals and humansinto the same community of life was a key step toward
changing moden views toward animals.

From Tolstoy® mog unothodoxChristianity we moveto a study on Qewish
Ethics and Nonhunan Animals.Oln this thoughtprovoking essay, Lisa Kemmerer
highlights the much-ignared moral resources in ancient Judasm, such as expressed in the
Old Testament (Tanakh). By way of her ovaview of recent critical literature on Judac
ethics, Kemmerer uncmovers a startlingly progressive view of animals and human
obligationsto other living beings as she highlights passages tha Qeveal theworld as
God preferred and intended it to be OHer interpretation standsin bold contrast to those
who identify Judeo-Chrigtianity as the root cause of the human war agang animals and
nature, asit also contradicts standard speciesist views of thefaithful Christian flocks.
Whereas ONVesterners have long admired the nature-friendly qudities of Eastern spiritud
traditions such as ahimsa and reincarnation, which tie human beingsto thecircle of life
tha reaches across species and which requires a compassionge approach to al living
bengsOK emmerer notes that Qve have often failed to acknowledgethis same beautyN
teachingsof compassion toward all living bangsN in Western traditionsONew critical
interpretations of the Judaic roots of Western sodety are crudal, for they provide Gethical
standadsto which others mighthold bath Jews and Christians accountable in thar
relationsto animals and theworld as awhole.O

Kemmerer@ reading of Genesis reveals a postive, peaceful, loving egditarian
world in which humansare animals, al animals have intringc value, and veganism isthe
idedl, divindy-intended diet. Speciesist interpretationsof the Bible, Kemmerer argues,
stem prindpdly from decontextudized readingsof Genesis 1 apat from Genesis 2 and
other key passages. Genesis 1 states that (1) God creates humansin his @wn image,Oand
(2) grants them QlominionCover theworld. Noting that unwarranted readingsof these
passages have judtified much humen arrogance, exploitation, and general indifference
toward therest of creation,OKemmerer exposes two major errors in order to clear the
groundfor anew ethic. First, reliance on the human creation On theimage of GodO
modd ignores God® covenant (Genesis 9) which created all bengsas interdependent
members of onecommurity. Second, maingream Christianity confuses QlominionQwith
domination and confounds a nomative conaept of GuleOwith the naked exercise of
power. The speciesist interpretation of the Bible correctly emphasizes tha God gives
humansa special mission in theworld, butfailsto grasp God®@trueintent -- to respect,
love and carefor animals, andto hdp them realize their own uniquepurposes. If we shift
focusfrom Genesis 1 to Genesis 2, she claims, onecan discern tha humansare meant to
bethe servants of God( creation, not self-appointed masters, tyrants, and world-
destroyers.

Turning from religiousto secular debates, we present Stephen D'Arcy® bold and
origind essay on Deliberative Democracy, Direct Action, and Animal Advocacy.O
D@rcy shows how animal rightsissues are largdy ignored in debaes over democratic
theory and politics, yet are noneghdess directly relevant to their core concerns
Specificaly, D@rcy engages a sorely neglected topic Dmilitant direct action for animal
liberation Bsuppressed from nearly all joumd, online and conference forums on animal
issues, butis more than welcome in the Joumnal for Critical Animal Sudies. D@rcy
describes a shift in recent demoaratic theory from a passive modd of citizendhip reliant
uponbehavior such as voting and its outcome in aggregate public preferencesto an active
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modd of citizendhip tha emphasizes rationd ddiberation and public debae. The conaept
of ddiberative democracy upholdsthe process of rationd and critical discussion of
political issuesin a Gree and unmanipulated wayOas a precondition for thelegitimacy of
policy, goveanment, and the voting acts fetishized by thefirst modd as authentically
democratic without specifying thar relevant backgroundconditions

Thestrengthsand flaws of theddiberative modd of democracy are immediately
appaent: it graspshow voting is subject to manipuation and encourages a richer concept
of citizenship and democracy, yet it does not address the fundamental flaws of liberd
democracies and capitalist state systems in ther hierarchical and corporate-dominaed
forms. Moreover, this ethereal outlook assumes reason by itself can guaantee democracy
and judice, tha truth can always speak to and be heard by power, that democracy can be
realized within the condraints of acorporate-domnate state and legd system, and that
persuasive talk can achieve results indegpendent of forceful actions Theddiberative
approach, therefore, cannotaddress a key aspect of contemporary animal liberation
struggles Bnamely, direct action and tactics such as threats and sabotage Bsuch as
undetaken by groupssuch asthe ALF and SHAC. Acutely aware of thelimitationsof
rationd dialogueand moral pesuasion, direct activists choo® the pah of confrontation.
Rather than aiming to influence the general pubic, direct activists apply pressure tactics
to ther specific targets: theindviduds and/or corporationsprofiting from the
exploitation of animals. Ingead of following theniceties of open communication, radicals
go undegroundto form affinity groupsand cells tha act clandestindy. D@\rcy argues
tha direct actiontactics are necessary and judifiable and exist as supplementary not
antithetical to ddiberation, debate, education, and persuasionin public contexts. Thus
D@ rcy seeksto initiate a (potentialy fruitful dialoguedin which theorists think about
direct action animal advocacy in light of theddiberative turn, and andyzing the
ddiberative turn from the perspective of direct action animal advocacy.

Continuing with thecritical discussion of tactical issues, Katherine PerloB essay,
Cshould Anti-Vivisectionists Boyoott Animal-Tested Medicines?Oln thisilluminaing
essay, Perlo examines arguments for and agang boycootting animal-tested drugs She
raises ahog of mora dilemmas tha animal liberationists and vegans confront everyday
in asodety organized aroundanimal exploitation. Confronting the possibility of taking a
drug tested on animals, anti-vivisectionists face the dilemma (or, Qhear-dilemmaQ) of
usng amedicine possibly hdpful for thar condition, and thereby opening themselves to
the charge of hypoaisy, or staying trueto thar moral commitments at potential harm to
thar health andthar dependents (induding animals). Althoughsome individuds may
refuse to take animal-tested medicines, the animal liberation movement hasrejected an
organized boyaott of these drugsfor fear of not gaining wide suppot and alienating the
public fromtheanti-vivisection cause.

Perlo notes the difference between boyatting animal -tested cosmetics and
animal-tested drugs such tha the cog of avoiding thelatter is much highe, andthe
choice isfar more strenuous given thewideavailability of crudty-free coametics
compared to vegan medicines. Thus should a vegan choo to take animal-tested
medicines, theissueisless a statement of persond hypoaisy than it is an indictment of a
sodety and science ingitution reliant on outmoded and fallaciousbiomedical paradigms
and that severely restricts individudsCchoice in pharmaceutical drugs It must be
emphasized, of course, tha the availability of adrugisno guaanteeit is safe or will
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work, as theharmful and deadly unintended consequences of drugsthat test GafeOon
animalsiswell doaumented. If theissue of hypoaisy isonthetable, Perlo turnsthetable
to reveal the hypoaisy of the British govenment and scientific establishment which
promised to reduce animal experiments butin fact increased them while providing less
enforcement of Ganimal welfareOregulations Perlo notesit is apowerful statement that
those who could benefit from such drugsrefuse to take them at thar own risks, and
thereby demondrate ther passion and sincerity for acause in a potentialy influential
way. Avoiding asmplistic either/or aternative, Perlo condudes that anti-vivisectionists
oughtto promote a number of strategies, induding rejecting such medicinesin favor of
aterndive treatments and making thar voice heard in favor of nonanimal research.

Findly, in CCritical Pedagogy and Humane Education: Making a Difference in the
ClassroomOPiers Beirne and Meena Alagappan explore whether arights-based course
onthesodology of animal abuse can significantly changeuniversity student attitudes and
behaviors toward animals. In thar compdling narative, Beirneand Alaggopan discuss
the experience of teaching a sodological course on GAnimal AbuseOat the University of
Southern Maine. Foregoing a disingenuousheutral Oor (bjectiveOapproach, the course
was taughtfrom a Qoro-animal Operspective that Geeks to develop empathy and
compassionin relation to other living bengsand which, throughthe devel opment of
critical thinking, seeks to affect students at the cognitive, affective, and behavioral
levels.OAs they describe, the gods of the course are two-fold. First, it aimsto providea
sodological introdudion to the enomity of animal abuse, engaging notonly historical,
cultural, andinditutiond questionsbutalso thediscursive issues of how concepts such as
GinimalsOand humensgOhave been sodally (and quite fallacioudy) congructed in
Western sodeties. Second, moving fromtheoretica to persond issues, they draw onthe
methodsand gods of humane education. Here, Beirne and Alaggppan seek to promote
critical thinking, to cultivate empathy and compassion, and to draw the practical
condusonsof animal rightsfor everyday life.

The objectives of the course are pursued throughfilm as well as articles and
books and througha number of theoretical and political perspectives induding feminism,
utilitarianism, and liberal-rights modds. Asther approach is soundto the extent it works,
Beirneand Alaggppan describe the methodolbgy they adoptto assess the degree to which
the course changes thinking and behavior, by ingiring students to shift from unaitical
gpeciesism to areflexive animal rights standpont. Andyzing the contrasting responses of
control and sample groups the authors describe their subdantive success and condude
tha acritical pedagogy of animal studies has great potential for promoting sodal change
and they affirm theimportance of humane education approaches for all levels of
education, from grade schools to universities.

We condudeg as aways, with critical reviews of recent and/or classic literature in
theanimal studies field. Lisa Kemmerer examines Eric Schlosser@influential book Fas
FoodNation: The Dark Side of the All-American Meal. While noting thevalue of the
book®accountof therise thefast-foodindusry, the poisonsthis empire peddles, andits
catastrophic impact on public hedlth, Kemmerer emphasizes Schlosser@ startling moral
schizophrenia, such tha despite vivid descriptionsof animal torture and killingingdethe
ghoulsh hdl of daugherhouses, helimits hismoral conaern to exploited workers and
poisonad consumers. (For those seeking a degper holistic andysis that addresses the
connectionsbetween human and animal exploitation, Kemmerer rightly directs usto Gail
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Eiznitz& powerful book, Slaugherhouse.) Kemmerer notes that the movie adaptation of
Schlosser® book replicates the same error of moral myopia and speciesist excluson, by
focusgng on human travails and by treating animals as if they were no more than
inanimate pats of the machines tha destroy them as fast as humanly and technologically
possible. Thefilm does the bookoneturn better, though,in its negdive portraya of
animal activists as misguided and incompetent.

In thefirst of two contributions Steven Best reviews Charles Patterson@classic,
Eternal Treblinka: Our Treatment of Animals andthe Holocaud. Best emphasizes the
acute importance of wha hecalls the Ginimal standpointO-- a much-ignared but crudal
perspective for undestanding history, culture, human identity, and ecological crises --
and heviews Patterson@ book as a masterful application of this perspective. Typical of
animal studies, however, Patterson abgracts his analysis from the political econony of
globd capitalism and has no plaugble suggestionsfor changing the acute crises he
diagnoss. Best next appraises Norm Phdps3 new historical study, The Longest
Struggle: Animal Adwocacy from Pythagoasto PETA. Best notes the numerous
contributonsof Phdps3 history of animal advocacy, but undescores theincongstendes
of Phdps@ praise for theliberation actionsof Jesusand others, while nonghdess
denoungng the ALF and SHAC. Best reads Phdps symptomatic of the animal advocacy
movement( failure to grasp thelegitimacy and importance of militant direct action and
of radical aliance pditics, and the unsttling ways much of the maingream movement
(e.g., theHumane Sodety of the United States) directly or indirectly suppots thechilling
neo-McCarthyesqueattack on contemporary radicalism or dissent of any kind.

A Distinction with a Difference

Many of thisissue® articles and reviews develop key themes of critical animal studies.
As oneof two broad strandsof animal studies, critical animal studies differentiates itself
from an apolitical, abgract academic approach tha studies human relationsto and
representationsof animals for its own sake, withou openly endorsing animal liberation or
engaging itsimmense political significance. As Best wrote in thelast issue of thisjoumd,
critical animal studies seeks Qo avoid the scholasticism, jargonladen languaye, apolitical
pretense, and theory-for-theory@ sake style and mentality that infects so much academic
writing, induding thefield of animal studies E [Critical animal studies] takes shapein
awareness of historically-condructed ideologies and systems of power and dominaionin
which humanshave oppressed and exploited animals. Rejecting the masks of objectivity
and neutrality tha in fact hide covert commitments and by default suppot systems of
oppression, critical animal studiesisinformed by a nomrmative commitment -- such as
groundel in ethology, ecology, and themora philosophy of animal rights -- to animal
liberation.O

It iscrudal to emphasize here that different theorists will have varying
interpretationsof the meaning of critical animal studies, and the attempt of Best and
Gigliotti in this Introdudion to clarify the conaept should not be confused with an effort
to impose or essentialize a paticular viewpoint as the meaning, definition, and approach.
We, the co-authors of this Introdudion, do not mean to speak for other members of the
Inditute for Critical Anima Studies nor anyoneel se theorizing thisinchoae, emerging
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field, butrather seek to begin a dialogueon different tendendes within animal studies
andto initiate aradical intervention within thisfield.

Nonedhdess, if our distinct orientation and project is to have any meaning, the
word QriticalOcannotbe empty or infinitely plastic. Amongother things Qritical O
suggests opan normative commitments to animal liberation, oppostionto hierarchical
domnation of any kind (e.g., speciesism, racism, patriarchy, classism, statism,
militarism, and homophobg), and atheoretical and political engagement of human and
animal domination as oneintegrated and inseparable system of oppression. While critical
animal studiesideally mobilizes a number of theoretical perspectives (e.g., Marxism,
anarchism, feminism, anti-racism, and podmodenism) in order to andyze a number of
forms of domination, it smply cannotcomprehend animal exploitation withoutengaging
the crudal role of capitalism, which requires Dnat in any crude QrulgarOor redudionist
way Buse of Marxist categories such as class, profit, exploitation, capital, labor, and
commodities. However anarchist onechooss to be in the critiqueof Marxist
authoritarianism, statism, or centralism, Marxist categories remain inescapably relevant
and important to undestanding capitalist soda dynamics.

Two fall 2007 conferences -- Nature Matters: Materiaity and the More-than-
Human in Cultural Studies of the EnvironmentO(Toronto, Ontario), and the Orwenty-
First Annud Conference of the Sodiety for Literature, Science and the ArtsO(Portland,
Maine) -- highlighted major contrasting versionsof animal studies. Enrichingthis
emerging field with uniqueinterdisciplinary perspectives, members from the growing
number of animal studies organizations institutes, and networks were represented,
induding the Ingitute for Critical Animals Studies, the New Zealand Centre for Human-
Animal Studies at the University of Canterbury, the Center for Animals and Public Policy
at Tufts University, the Sodety and Animals Forum, theH-Anima Network, andthe
British Animal Studies Network, as well as many undfiliated presenters.

While amajority of the presentationsat both conferences were involved with
articulating what Erica Fudgecalls @Qhe meaningful role of animals in making cultural
meaning,( a sizeable number of the presenters were also building on these issues to
mountcritiques of undelyingissues of political econony aswell as prioritizing the
negdive impact of these issues on animals themselves. At the Nature MattersO
conference, audience questionsand discussion also encouraged the shift to amore critical
discussion aboutthe connectionsamongthe capitalist exploitation of humans animals,
and the environment. The multiple streams of presentationsat the Sodety for Literature,
Science and the Arts conference, in contrast, limited somewha theinterdisciplinary
possibilities of smilar discussionsinvolving theimpact of capitalism and technologies on
thenonhunan world. Presentationsspecifically concerned with animal studies were
sepaated from those involving forms of power and dominaion in contemporary sod ety
and unfortunaely missed oppotunities for dialogLe.

To besure, there are other tendendes this broad distinction between Qritical
animal studiesOand CGanimal studiesOdoes not cover, such as, for ingance, involve
welfarist and liberal-rights orientations There are also variousorientationsof method,
such asfeminist, pogshumanist (e.g., theever-élliptica DonnaHaraway), and
posmodeanist (e.g., Steve Baker), and a combinaion of these and/or other methods
Thereisaso amore sodological and empiricist approach to animal studies, such as
assodated with the Animals and Socgety joumd, contrasted to more philosophical,
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cultura, interpretive, and normative-critical approaches. There are many complex
differences, divergences, overlapping, yet to be mapped and to surface.

Thetheorization and development of critical animal studies BDas we hopetodoin
thisjoumd and elsewhere Bseems to ushighly significant and important. We hopenot
only to clarify thegeneral terrain of animal studies, butalso to interject aradical
perspective and to hdp enaure the political relevance and potential of animal studies
before it freezes into adominant method and meaning tha is coopted by academia. Wha
Karl Marx said abouttheory in the nineteenth century has never been more relevant than
today: (Hitherto philosophes have only interpreted the world; the point, however, isto
changeit.O

Of course, theory mug inform practice, but practice mug also inform theory. The
point of critical animals studies is notto beclever in the decongruction of Qexts,Onotto
spin esoteric word webs aroundthe minutia of a Renassance panting or an eighteenth
century nove, notto engagein theory for theory@® sake, nor even to question cultural
representationsof animals or sodety in alimited (moralistic and psychologistic) way.
Rather, critical animal studies seeksto illuminate core structures of power, to andyze
overlapping systems of domination, to see salient connectionstheoretical and politically,
and to hdp bring abouta new enlightenment tha transcendsthe limitationsof humanism
and speciesism in al forms. Critical animal studies, certainly, championsthe god of
abolitionism, butrecognizes tha animal liberation, as oppo®d to kinde killingand larger
cages, ispossible only throughaglobd struggle dedicated to the ultimate abolition Btha
of capitalism and al forms of hierarchy.

We hopeyou will join usin thedevelopment of critical animal studies. This
important task has jus begun butit has an exciting futurein store for those of uswho
undestand theimportance of animal liberationto other liberation movements and who
seek avita alterndive to the academic and sodal maingream.

Steven Best, Chief Editor
Carol Gigliotti, Assodate Editor

1 For an excellent discussion of this point, see Peter Gelderloos, How Nonviolence Protects the State
(Boston: South End Press, 2007).

2 An important contribution to this broad theorization is David Nibert book, Human Liberation, Animal
Liberation. More recently, we find another significant systemic analysis in Bob Torres® book, Making a
Killing: The Political Economy of Animal Rights (Berkeley: AK Press, 2007). Torresis arare example of a
L eftist radical who was able to break through the conceptual prisons of speciesism and grasp the larger
field of domination involving the human war of extermination against animals. Unfortunately, Torres@
book is marred by fundamentalist pacifism and failed attempt to defend the outrageously implausible and
historically falsified argument that animal liberation can be brought about by legal and peaceful means, and
these means only. Thisis a particular bizarre argument for someone like Torres, who clearly understands
that the mechanism and range of capitalist domination extend to an implacable control of a militarized and
violent state pacifists think they can dismantle with arguments and petitions. To recall the words nineteenth
century anarchist, Emma Goldman, Of voting changed anything, they would have made it illegal long ago.O
® Erica Fudge, Orhe History of Animals,OH-Net-H-Animal Discussion Network (http://www.h-

net.org/~animal/ruminations_fudge.html).



