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INTRODUCTION

It has been six years sintteefirst volumeof the Journal for Critical Animal Studie€ICAS
was published Significantly, within this period oftime therehasbeena tremendougrowth
of interest and commentary froatademic angopularcirclesfocused orthe broadsubject
of humananimal studies Positioned at the cutting edge thiese everexpanding literary
landscapsg area range ofcritical voices voices which at the very leashave begun to take
importantstepsforward to politicize the multiple oppressions and struggiat exist within
and betweent h bumahnanimal interfacé.6 Collecively these arguments haween- and
will continue tdbe- crucial inguiding andadvancing our understandingtbe common roots
of violence andyrossexploitationwhich unite rather thadivorce human experiencefsom
the experiences afther animalsCrucidly, in doing sotheyhavebegun to cleathe grounds

for newnormative visions andewcollectivestrategies for change take roat

Within this critical literature there exists goowerful and centrabrgument,one which
considerghe pursuit okithe 6 h u madma@an i ma | 6to bebakseebn kighly uneritical,
unreflective and superficial understandioigthe forces of oppression and dominati®hus,
not only arethoseactions whichemerge fronsuchlimited understanding destined to faiyt
they are also highly count@roductive. A more nuanced ancritical understandingvould
correctly arguethat there areno absoluteand unconditionabpace that exist tadivide all
humans andll animals:fundamentallywe are onendthe sameAs Alice Waker* (1986: 6)

said:

! Importantly, one bthe outcomes of this unapologetically inclusive and critical framework has been to
radicallyunderminethe binary humamnimal opposition so often legitimized within traditional mainstream
studies.

2 Alice Walker (1986) Am | Blue?



" P e o pdves forgotten and daily forget all that animals try to tell us.
"Everything you do to us will happen to you; we are your teachers as you are
ours. We are one lessbis essentially it, | think."
Importantly, this deeperuth uncoversa richvein of resources with whicto tap intoin order
to bring about meaningful and lasting (morg@hogressin society It is vital that fiture
discussios within and betweerthose academic and activist communitiesho are truly

interestedn liberatory endsmustat the very leastlemonstrate aommitmentto engaging

with, and actig within, the morénclusiveand unitecconcepto® Tot ali oLnéb.er a't

In this contextJCAS (and thelnstitute for Critical Animal Studiesnore generallyseds

waysin which to bestengageand promotethese authentic, criticahinkers(and agents for
change and, while doing so,contintes to huild bridges betweerroaderacademic and
activist communitiesvhere they are most needéd maintainingan explicitcommitment to
critical animal studies contributorsto the Journalill seek tooffer greater clarity and
context toward the speciesist nature of thmntemporaryworld, and articulate practical

visions and strategie® successfullyiconfront and transcendominantspeciesist ideology

and other forms of oppression and exploitation

Over the last six year§dCAShas continuedb maintaina unique and vital space amootier
publications focused oanimal studies. For those who arg¢emested in exactly wat this
fluni que and vital spaceo is, particul arly
Mainstream Animal Studies, | would ask you to read the excedesady "The Rise of
Critical Animal Theory: Putting Theory into Actioand Animal Liberationinto Higher
Educatiori written by Dr. Steven Best that follows this Editori@tevedelivers apowerful,
passionate and extendedmmentarythat critiques the contributios of mainstream animal

studies, the notion gdure theory and the fetishism of tlmgoMoreover, he essayaddresss

5



the need to "revild" animal studies, and draws explicttentionto the commonalities of
oppression, and the need for Alliance Politics to come to the fore in academic and activities
communities. The need for a radicaparture from old singular humam animal @ earth
politics is more urgent than it has ever besand it is this challengethat we are living in an

era like no other which drives the essay to its conclusion.

Focusing on the five other essays includedhis Issue,;"Bend or Br eak?o: Unr
Construction of Children and Animals as Competitors in Ninete€etitury English Ant

Cruelty Movementsls written by Monica Flegelandfocuses on the complex relationships

which are common to two of thmost vulnerable and defenceless groupsoitiety: children

and animalsThis relationship can be both positive and enabling (e.g. in shared empathy and
understanding) or negative and disabling (e.g. physical and mental abuse). Monica harnesses

a wide varety of illustrations to support her arguments, and makes alobealed call to

recognise that, while oppression can manifest itself in different ways in different contexts, it

is only by understanding these differences (and their cormmaes) that activis can move
purposefully beyodvadani mal babseadkhumandéh curr e

both fronts in modern society.

Mike Jaynesis the author of the thiréssay "From War Elephants to Circus Elephants:
Humani t yds AbU ke nmkes eEpowepfth and triical contribution to the
literature, detailing the often horrific and shameful ways in which elephants have been used
instrumentally as means to human ends. Significantly, Mike completegdsbay/with a
renewed call for a@n. In particular he argues that there is the need to recognise the critical
responsibilities that key individuals (especially parents and teachers) have in ensuring that the

systematic abuse of these wonderful and inspiring giants can be challengeemote.



"Mythologies and Commodifications of Dominion in The Dog Whisperer with Cesar 'Millan
is written Lisa JackseBchebettaHereLisa draws our attention to the highly constructed and
dominant representations and images which surround and inforfbittaay, hierarchical,
anthropocentric, imperialistic) relationships that we have toward dogsotaedanimals

more generally). To acknowledge and understand the dominant mythology and
commodification, Lisa argues, is liberatingt is a necessary stépwards being able to +e
imagine and rénvent a more liberatory future, set firmly against these cunmamttives of

dominion

Thefifth essayis written by Roger Yates. [fRituals of Dominionism in Humadonhuman

Relations: Bullfighting to HuntingZircuses to PettingRoger skilfully develops a persuasive
critique which seeks to contextualise the p
speciesist relationships with other animals. Consistently referrinitom Masonds (2
multidisciplinary approach to the analysis of hurrmhuman relationdRoger draws on a

wide range of international examples to il
pheasant shoots; Spanish bull running;-atislood sacrifices to the North Americandeo

riders; and AngleAmerican hunters/ shooter3he essayplaces great emphasis dhe

cultural changes whichra needed if the moral zeitgeist informing our attitudes towards

nonhuman animals is to be unshackled frasfeciesist chains and evolve.

This Issue ends with the latest cobtiion to JCAS by Norm PhelpsTHe Quest for a
Boundless Ethic: A Reassessment of Albert Schweitthis is a beautifully written and
passionate contributiowhich focuseson the mixed legacies of DAlbert Schweitzer, the

renownedhumanitarian, theologian, missionagndmedical doctorWithin the essayNorm



develops several interesting and critical themes, which certainly includes the ethic of a
6reverence for l'i fed with wddiThdre isSncubhwe bet z e r
drawn upon for guidance in many aspects of huar@amal advocacy, but perhaps the lesson

t hat 6Grand designs are rarely achievedé Sn

important of all.

As a final note teendmy first JCAS Ediorial, it is anindisputablefact thatthe 21stCentury
is increasingly caughip in aviolentweb ofglobal criss (environmental, economic, political
and social) all of which carry very real anaatastrophiamplications forboth humans and
nornthuman aimals. It ismy belief though that these crises are gstélgotiable,and the
prospect otreating fundamenta@ihange and progresavarda better futures still present!f
JCAS can help develop and inspire further discussions and more impoatztdhs related

to critical animal studiethen it will continue make an invaluatded uniqueontribution.

Dr. Richard J White

Editor -In-Chief



The Rise of Critical Animal Studies: Putting Theory into Action and
Animal Liberation into Higher Education*

Steven Best

AThe capacity to contain and manipul ate
part of the given society. o0 Herbert Marcu
In the last three decades, animal studies has experienced an exponential growth rate in the
academy. Th eindademicmessdarch hasrmowed throughout humanities, the fine
arts, and social sciences; it has crossed into fields such as psychology, philosophy,
anthropology, political science, sociology; and it has made its mark in literature, history,
cultural and dtical studies and the arts, geography, philosophy, feminism, and queer theory.
Currently, there are at least 40 courses being offered in departments that span these
disciplines in universities and colleges in North America, the UK and New Zealanduriihe t
is manifest in an explosion of articles, books, conferences, and academic programs opening

up from Canada to New Zealand.

Without question, these trends will continue and animal studies will evolve in new and
stimulating directions. As its popularitycreases, this new perspective will gain eveyader
acceptance within academia and, one would hope, within the public realm at large. Within a

decade, per haps, AANI mal Studi es0O progr ams

1| am much indebted tanthony J. Nocella I, Richard Kahn, Carol Gigliotti, Richard White and Jason Miller
for their helpful edits and comments on this essay, which is a foray into the novel and much uncharted territory
of critical animal studies.

% Steve Bests an Associat Professor at the University of Texas, El Paso Texas. Hesditar (with Anthony
J. Nocella Il and Peter McLaren) Atademic Repression: Reflections on the Académdigstrial Complex
(AK Press 2009) and author bforal Progress and Animal Liberatiohe Struggle for Human Evolution
(Rowman and Littlefield forthcoming 2010). His websitevisvw.drstevebest.conand he can be reached at:

best@utep.edu



http://www.drstevebest.com/
mailto:best@utep.edu

academiaandtakeeh r r i ght f ul pl ace al o-AmgesicardSudié&¥o me n 0

Chicano/a Studies, Disability Studies, and Queer Stddies.

This growing popularity of animal studies, moving it from the theoretical margins toward the
academic mainstream, [®oth laudable and lamentabldé-or as animal studies becomes a
potential force of enlightenment and change in public attitudes and behaviors toward animals,
its academic proponents can only advance it by currying for respect, credibility, and
acceptance, which camly come by domesticating the threatening nature of the critique of
human supremacism, Western dualigmd the human exploitation of nonhuman animals.
Throughout the world philosophers, sociologists, historians, literary critics, and others who
embracehis fascinating and fecund field of study seek their rightful and equal place within
academia, without realizing that animal studies is in grave danger of becorpgedoand
contained, if it has not already been muzzled and neutralized by a coimpmedecratic
machine and its codes and logics. For once it takes shape within the sterile, normalizing,
hierarchical, and repressive environment of academia, animal studies, like any other
knowledge or discourse, is tied to abstract, arcane, technicalapoidical codes and
discourses, and is reified as a marketable academic product and commodity as well. The
Faustian pact that any discipline or professmployee signs with academia demands that
they obey the logics of abstraction, profit, utility, arsdtezrism; that they will never seek to
medi ate theory with practice (unl es)sandi hey w
above all, that they will never question the legitimacy of social power and organize against it,

or they shall quite posdipbe exiled from ivywalled kingdom

3Toforestallps si bl e confusion, fAAni mal Studieso with capita
or department, whereas fiani mal studieso refers to rel
knowledges independent of any institutionalizedustat
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The recipe for the Tismmersioeis abdtraaidn, induigentuse of st u d
existing and new modes of jargon, pursuit of thforyt heor ydés sake, avoid
controversy (however intellectdal controversial it may often be), eschewing political

i nvol vement , and keeping a very safe distanc
animal rights- is also the formula for its failure, upon beingaoted, tamed, and neutralized

by academiaConsequently, the profound ethical, social, political, and environmental issues

of animal exploitation are buried in dense theoretical webs; the lucidity and power of clear
communication is oiled over with jargon and inscrutable language accessibte enjyerts;
politically-charged issues are depoliticized; and theory is divorced from practice, resistance,

and struggle. And all this unfolds amidst a new extinction crisis, the last one being 65 million
years ago which wiped out the dinosaurs and oviémohaxisting specie$and as a massive

planetary social and ecological crisis begins to unfold through the reverberations of global

climate change.

But the fissures and cracks in the emerging paradigm of animal studies create openings for
radical inteventions. In this essay | emphasize the important virtues and contributions of
animal studies, but the most crucial insights and implications of the challenges to humanist
histories and the debilitating dualism between human animal and nonhuman animal are
obfuscated and blocked by esoteric language, detached standpoints and apolitical
comportment in a world in crisignd humanity at the most critical crossroads in its entire

history. Wh a t I am calling fAmainstremm anin

* On the current extinction crisis, see Peter Waites End of Evolution: A Journey in Search of Clues to the
Third Mass Extinction Facing Planet EarfNew York: Bantam Books, 1995); and Richard Leakey and Roger
Lewin, The Sixth Extinction: Patternd bife and the Future of Humankirflew York: Anchor Books, 1996).
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Acritical ani mal studieso (CAS), a viable

trying to develop in theory and in practice for nearly a de¢ade.

This alternative to the arid and shockingly detached and complacent nature of MAS is itself
growing, as the bankruptcy and irrelevance of ivory tower thinking becomes increasingly
clear at a time of urgent social and ecological crisis. Whereas MAS remains entombed in the
catacombs of academia, CAS seeks to breakdown and mediate oppositions bedepen t
and practice, college and community, and scholarship and citizenship, in order to make
philosophy (in a broad sense) again a fasEehange and to repatriate intellectuals to the
public realm. Against MAS, CAS seeks to illuminate problems and pasgons through

vivid, concrete, and accessible language. It openly avows its explicit ethical and practical
commitment to the freedom of wdleing of all animals and to a flourishing planet. It
opposes all forms of discrimination, hierarchy, and oppesas a complex of problems to

be extirpated from the root, not sliced off at the branch. It supports civil disobedience, direct

action, and economic sabotage. And it promotes biigjeling and alliance politics as the

® Core members of ICAS have used the discourse and formulated the positions and politics of CAS against MAS

f

C

since founding our original group, the Center on Animal Liberation Affairs (CALA) 2 00 1. For | CASOs

definitional pl atform on -foiotstatemert lzelow andat: ma | studies, 0
http://www.criticalanimalstudies.org/about.htfor recent attempts to defiti@s field, see my introductory

essays to thdournal for Critical Animal Studies/olume V, Issue |, 2007
(http://www.criticalanimalstudies.orgZAS/Journal_Articles_download/Issue_6/introduction)pdihd (with

Carol Gigliotti) Volume V, Issue II, 2007
(http://www.criticalanimalstudies.of$CAS/Journal_Articles_download/Issue_7/introduction.peér clear

examples of CAS, see myessayflRet hi nki ng Revol ution: Ani mal Liberati

Fut ur e o fThe tntereatidna Jotirnabof Inclusive Democraegl.2, no.3, dne 2006
(http://www.inclusivedemocracy.org/journal/vol2/vol2_no3 Best rethinking_revolutiof.fith h e Ki | 1 i ng
Fields of South Africa: Eco Wars, Specikep ar t hei d, an dFadtGapitlismlksieR, &/ollamei on, 0
2, 2007 http://www.uta.edu/huma/agger/fastcapitalism/2_2/home)html a Mirddingithe Animals: Ethology

and theObsolescence of Left Humanisn®he International Journal ofnclusive Democragyd Vol ume 5,
Number 2 (Spring 2009)
http://www.inclusivedemocracy.org/jourfebl5/vol5_no2_best_minding_animals.hthdevelop a detailed
interdisciplinary and politicalhpriented CAS position in my forthcoming bodkpimal Liberation and Moral

Progress: The Struggle for Human Evolutidtanham, MD: Roman and Littlefield 201@.avi d Ni hber t 6s
Animal Rghts, Human Rights: Entanglements of Oppression and Liber@étaotham, MD: Rowman and

Littlefield, 2002) approximates the ki nMakiogfa approach

Killing: The Political Economy ofAnimal RightgBerkeley CA: 2007), but the latter book is severely marred in
its uncritical embrace of the fundamentalist pacifist views of Gary Francione and the social ecology of Murray
Bookchin, and its careless attempt to merge these incompatibleoitesip

12
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means to promote the largeale scial transformations that alone can free the continuum of
ani mal l'ife and the dynamic natur al worl d fr

building furies of global climate change.

Contributions of Mainstream Animal Studies

In many ways, thénternational, transdisciplinary, and pluralist field of animal studies defies
easy categorization and generalization. It is still, moreover, a young and emerging framework
(even as it congeals into theoretidiWen taond
anything goes approach, which helps partly to account for its broad afspeabl studies is
everything to everyone including welfarists, carnivores, speciesists-pirasectionists, and

sundry human supremacists and animal exploiters.

While a rich variety of animal studies approaches abound, we can identify some broad
orientations, some of which rely on a clear empiricist style of writing and argumentation,
while others take a far more esoteric, hermeneutic, and postmodern approach. Thése inc
empirical and socipsychological viewpoints; feminist/ecofeminist methods; the
Continental/postmodern theory school; and posthumanist outlooks. Whether embedded in
assumptions or brought to the fore, the political biases and orientations of MA&ralso
diverse, and may tend toward welfarism, rights, or abolitionism/liberationism. Among official
animal advocacy organizations and acadeaffitiated groups, however, CAS is unique in

its defense of direct action tactics, its willingness to engagedabdte controversial issues
such as anttapitalism, academic repression, and the use of sabotage as a resistance tactic; its
emphasis on the need for total liberation stressing the commonalities binding various

oppressed groups; and the importance ohiegrfrom and with activists

13



The term fAani mal studies, o in fact, i's a mi
for the field is not about nonhuman animals in isolation from human animals, but rather about
humannonhuman animalelations Animd studies examines how our lives, identities, and

histories are inseparably tied to other sentient, intelligent, communicative, and cultured
beings in ways that human animals (in Western cultures above all) have systematically
denied. Various writers andhihkers have thereby erased the fundamental, constitutive role
nonhuman animals have played in the biological and social developnig¢ataf sapiensas

human beings have of course for the last ten millennia domesticated and controlled every fact

of everyuseful animal, an exploitative power now extended into systematic manipulation of

ani mal s6 genomes.

Following the lead of historicists, poststructuralists, postmodernists, feminists, and others
who <challenged and dismanticed o6o) abthar ynebh
pivotal to Western ideology and hierarchical rule, animal studies theorists have rearranged

the conceptual furniture in the house of humanism. They have called into question the
essentialist and dualist assumptions underpinratge fviews of humans and other animals

alike. In doing so they have exposed the vain attempts to separate mind and body, the rational
and the emotional, culture and nature, men (the masculine) and women (the feminine), and so

on. These critical theoristgject Platonic metaphysics and notions that natural, human, and

conceptual realities are grounded in or reflect some unchanging substance or essence.

Whereas postmodernists have deconstructed the numerous binary oppositions humans have

created throughowestern history, many took apart everything but the Berlin Wall dividing

14



human from nonhuman animdlénimal theorists take it to the next level to dismantle the

bi furcation between the Ahumano and f#Aani mal
humanc onstructed their own Anatureso and that
fallacious dualisms and the distorting lens of speciesism; this effectively prevented
philosophers and scientists from grasping biological and social evolution in déansnity

in difference and a difference in unity. It produced a theoretical mystification that both
overestimated the fetishized fArationalityo
of intelligence found throughout virtually every animal spe¢se€h as specifically explored

by the revolutionary field of Afcognitive et
emerge with Darwin in the later part of the nineteenth century, was revived with the work of
Donald Griffin in the 1980s, and was subseqtly advanced and popularized by scientists

and writers such as Roger Fouts, Frans de Wall, and Marc BéKAR. argues that the

Aani mal 6 includes all sentient beings, i ncl t
be properly formulated andena ed apart from fAhuman | i berat.i
in addition that species survival is dependent upon a flongsénvironment and global

ecology, and thus animal, human, and Earth liberation are inseparably intertwined in the

politia&ls loif b@ASdasthcritical hman studies, and analyses how the discourse

of the Ahumanodo has been constituted in duali
terms.

AThe question of the ani mal ,oo being usaddysmapyhi | os

schol ar s t o hi ghlight At he noti on t hat hu

® This is not to say that major postmodern thinkers operated with an uncritical humanism, as certainly thinkers

like Gilles Deleuze and Felix Guattari and Michel Foucault dismantled Cartesian concepts of human agency, but

with exceptions suchas@u ze and Guattari éds concept of fibecoming
dissolution of species boundaries, they rarely explored humans as distinct kinds of animals in relation to other

animals. See Gilles Deleuze and Felix GuatfarThousand Plateau€apitalism and Schizophren{aondon:

Athlone Press, 1988).

"See St e vvindingkhe Animals: BEthology and the Obsolescence of Left Humanigm

15



subjectivity must be called into questioh.Such a discursive approach would analyze, for
instance, how the Western world fractures the evolutionanginuity of human/nonhuman
existence by reducing animals to (irrationa
(rational, thinking) human Subjects. Animal studies can show, moreover, that the same

di scour ses used to devadmiemdaoishded | essesnt i @sav
di sorderly fAbeastso to whom humans HKHaree no I
used to exploit and massacre human groups (e.g., Jews, women, and people of color) once

they are dehumani zed ahdedmsetuesd Thudsant mal

human oppression of other animals and of themselves are deep and profound.

The Animal Standpoint

Postmodern critigues have been hugely influential in many theoretical strains of animal
studies, but theorists cldinot employ the insights of postmodernism without overcoming
their limitations. This is crucial for two reasons. First, deconstructionists and social
constructionists are typically speciesists and dogmatic humanists (even those who deconstruct
A h u ma B who macely challenge the human/animal dichotomy and analyze how it is used
to advance false views of all animal, human and nonhuman. Second, they fail to see that the
human/animal opposition underpins oppositions between reason/emotions, thought/body,
men/women, white/black, and Western/Adtestern. Yet as noted by theorists (e.g., Keith

Thomas, Jim Mason, and Charles Pattefswitlh broader optics and more inclusive theories

®Matthew Cal arca, nfeAniamalPhiilmsOpmy, o
http://www.hnet.org/~animal/ruminations_calarco.html

? See Keith Thomasvlian and the Natural World: Changing Attitudes in England 25600(New York:

Penguin Books, 1981); Jim Masdkn Unnatural Order: Uncovering the Roots of Our Daation of Nature

and Each Othe(New York: Simon and Schuster, 1993); and Charles PatteEsemal Treblinka: Our
Treatment of Animals and the Holoca(idew York: Lantern Books, 2002). All three books develop
penetrating critiques of dualism and speisies and grasp commonalities of oppression, but they also lack a
political viewpoint and tactic in response to the immense problems they raise, and thus in a crucial way fall
short of CAS as | attempt to define it.
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than humanism, speciesism and animal domestication provided the concepplatetemd

soci al practice whereby humans begin to cl ea
Aani mal i PAnindlsia@red li inteyd. c(as fAbrute beéethaebys o | ac
provided the moral basement into which one could eject wopeaple of color, and other

humans deemed to be subhuman or deficient i n

Whereas nearly all histories, evens@a | | ed fAradi cal 06 narratives,
human standpoint, a growing number of theorists have brokem d&f the speciesist
straightjacket to examine history and society from the standpoint of (nonhuman) animals.
This approach, as | define it, considers the interaction between human and nonhuman animals

T past, present, and futureand the need for profmd changes in the way humans define

themselves and relate to other sentient species and to the natural world as a whole.

Wh at I cal l the dani mal standpointo examin
through the dynamic, symbiotic interrelatiorshietween human and nonhuman animals. It
therefore interprets history not from an evolutionary position that reifies human agency as the
autonomous actions of a Promethean species, but rather frorevelotionary perspective

that sees nonhuman animals iaseparably embedded in human history and as dynamic

agents in their own righit.

The animal standpoint seeks to illuminate the origins and development of dominator cultures,

to preserve the wisdom and heritage of egalitarian values and social relatidrs, discern

19 Ecofeminists argue that speciesism goadriarchy emerged together in history, as part of the same

hierarchical cloth of agricultural society, and so constitute the basis of, or significantly influence, other forms of
hierarchy and oppression. See, for instance, Karen Watoefieminist Philsophy(Lanham, MD:Rowman &
Littlefield, 2000).

| develop this concept of the animal standpoint in great detail in my forthcomingAssiokal Liberation and

Moral Progress: The Struggle for Human Evolution
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what moral and social progress means in a far deeper sense than what is discernible through
humani st hi storiography, ant hropol ogy, soci .
Asubversive, 0 Agroundbr e afkistaorical, and sacial dynamecs, i ¢ al 0
very few theorists have managed to see beyond the humanist bias in order to adopt a proper
analytical and moral relation to other animals; they have failed, in other words, to grasp the
importance of nonhuman animalshaoman life, the profound ways in which the domination

of humans over other animals creates conflict and disequilibrium in human relations to one

another and to the Earth as a whole.

Thus, the animal standpoint seeks generally to illuminate human ballognd social
evolution in important new ways, such as reveal the origins, dynamics, and development of
dominator cultures, social hierarchies, economic and political inequalities, and asymmetrical
systems of power that are violent and destructive to #vagy they touch. Providing
perspectives and insights unattainable through other historical approaches, the animal
standpoint analyzes how the domination of humans over nonhuman animals is intimately
linked to the domination of humans over one another|t aalso brings to light the

environmental impact of larggcale animal slaughter and exploitation.

A key thesis of animal standpoint theory is that nonhuman animals have been key driving and
shaping forces of human thought, psychology, moral and sdeiahhd history overall, and

that in fundamental ways, the oppression of human over human is rooted in the oppression of
human over nonhuman animal. Animal standpoint theory thus leads us ineluctably to
understanding the commonalities of oppression, aedcdr to alliance politics and the

systemic revolutionary viewpoint of total liberati&rit demonstrate$ would that dogmatic

12See StevenBedi, The Ki | | i n bAfriea: Eco Wars, SpkcieSApartheid, and Total Liberation
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Left, ecehumanists,andsoal | ed fAenvi r on meha prafdund anpatancet a k e
of veganism and the animal rights#ration movement for human liberation, peace and

justice, and ecological healing and balance.

A Critique of Pure Theory

AThe contemporary effort to reduce the s
tremendous, and the philosophers themselves proclaimmbéesty and

inefficacy of philosophy. It leaves the established reality untouched; it abhors
transgression. o0 Herbert Marcuse

CAS shares with MAS an interdisciplinary approach and engagement with notions of our
relationships with and representations ohimeman animals. But CAS differs from MAS in

its explicit normative and political focus; in its critique of capitalism, imperialism, and
hierarchical oppression in all forms; and its commitment to theory for the sake of total

|l i beration, nilo & dloonet.hebdnmiydasl ssatandpoint t
Afobjectived in any pretentious scientific,
and advocates a total revolution that works to dismantle every oppressive and dysfunctional
system of hiearchy that thwarts freedom, creative activity, smljanization, and

diversification.

Int he current AWild Westo state of affairs i
dethatched pursuit of abstract and esoteric topics amidst a rapidly worsamnmgl

holocaust and planetary ecdsis. Here the underlying liberalism and pluralist relativism one

finds in many quarters of MAS merges with complacency about urgent ethical, practical,
political, and ecological iiwesutsl erasn gped t( Ma

speciesism, abstraction, and moral incoherence.
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The abysmal state of MAS was evident recently as international animal studies scholars
penned a blitzkrieg of missives to theadimal list that could easily have been mistaf@n
the discourse of a pravisection, meaeating, pebreeding, or general purpose animal
exploitation site. Specifically, the Orwellian Wordfest began in December 2007, when Anita
Guerrini, a University of California Santa Barbara Environmental Stywiggessor, earnestly
wrote:

Does Animal Studies necessarily imply animal advocacy? Much, although not

all, that I have read in this field takes some degree an animal

rights/liberation/advocacy perspective. That is, the point of Animal Studies

seems to b& advocate a certain political point of view, and this influences the

kinds of work that have appeared thus far. Is there room in Animal Studies for

people who, say, think eating meat is not wrong? Or that experimentation on

animals in some circumstances somehow justified? As someone who has

written about animal experimentation quite a lot, but who has not unreservedly

condemned it, | am not sure that | have a place in Animal Studies as it is

currently defined. | don't think all uses of animals aredgamd | don't think

mistreating animals is ever justified. But | do think some human uses of animals

are justified?
This professor, commending the field of anin
out as a defender of vivisection, a caom®, and a clichéd welfarist who believes humans are
inherently privileged and superior beings who can legitimately harm, exploit, and kill animals
so long as they do so fihumanely. 0 The respol
AThank ®ou foreyesting questions! o) and uncr
seeking a rightful place in the field of animal studies. Her insinuating questions, as at least a
few respondents pointed out, were no less repulsive and incongruous thgynmsisatrying
to ingratiate themselves in Womends Studie:

interest in, and support of, slavery, lynching, and the Tuskegee experiments pursuing careers

in African-American Studies.

13 These anatherexchanges are archived http://www.hnet.org/~animal
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Blatant forms of discriminatn prevail in animal studies that would never be tolerated in

ot her programs such a-Amencamseidied. $lere tathed tham being r A f
politely received, the patriarchal and racist equivalent of Anita Guerrini would have been
vilified, reported, pilloried, fired, and run out of academia forever. But speciesist double
standards prevail in animal studies, where sexist and racist discourse is not tolerated by
progressive women and men in other areas. Indeed, after Guzmoke the ice, edite

scholars weighed in on whether or not one could do animal studies if one supported
vivisection, took their children to see <cir

from the store for the family dinner. This was followed, astonishingly énoloyg debates

over whether it is acceptable to | iquefy a ¢
apparently intended to get wus to Athinko abc
act).

For academics whose commitment to animalstrictly abstract and theoretical, nothing

more than an interesting topic of research and form of academic capital, there is no
contradiction here. But for anyone who understands the real, concrete suffering of animals

and the logical consequenced.e. veganism and animal liberationof valuing them as

living beings rather than as signs, referents, texts, and publications, the contradiction of
speciesists working in the field of animal studies is startling. In this deplorable context, the
oldsayinghat AA rat is a thing into which you in
needs to be revised thus: AANn ani mal I's an

you reify and allegorize in order to produce a hawokicle,or conferec e paper . 0
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On shameful display on the-&himal list here were the inherent lintits, contradictions,
hypocrisies, and absurdities of MA'S, such t
meaninguntil it became aonceptualTransformer one could shape, mould, and morph to

0o n e 0 s. Itlbeckme apparent that someone interestedsiearching and publishing in the

animal studies area need not have any specific moral commitment to animals whatsoever;
rather, al |l one needed was a scholarly i c
fetishized inquisitiveness such as one might heb@ut the invention of Roman plumbing or

the role of eunuchs in Chinese dynasties. I
same i mmor al amoralism, and the same absence

drives vivisectors and has spired some of the most unimaginable and obscene

fexperimentso (e.g., sensory deprivation, mo
and LD50 | ethal dose injections designed to
substances to indicate h e Afacut e t ox adcnausemd. But ¢heoeetical, et c

engagement of human exploitation of animals is no ordinary musing without momentous

social and ecological relevance and import.

Lacking a coherent moral context, and populated by careandtspportunists climbing onto

the trendy bandwagon, MAS is a field where theorists can examine human/animal relations as

an intellectual exercise undertaken without social, ethical, and political contexts or
consequences. After 8awahk, newbsvsaVaen, ipnbgress
who begins work in this field might get some new publications, make new contactstdack

an incipient career or revivify a flagging vocation. Thus, one finds carnivores, pro
vivisectionists, and garderariety speciesists operating in an academic terrain where a
considerable number of theorists view animals as historical referents and abstract objects of

research, rather than giving urgent attention to those beings who live and suffer now, to the
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thousand®f species teetering on the brink of extinction, &mthe profound obligations we
have as scholars to dramatically highlight these problems and to take aggressive action to

protect and liberate present and future generations of nonhuman animals.

Imuste mphasi ze that | do not use the word Acri
use by some dAcritical ani mal studieso writer
critical in two key senses. First, it is critical of (mainstreamjmal studies itself for its

moral incoherence and aloofness (studying exploited beings without explicit commitment to
ending their oppression, and indeed, further exploiting animals for their theoretical worth and
career capital) and its overly abstract, edot and jargodaden language that is inscrutable

to the general public and inherently elitist. The version of animal studies promoted by ICAS

is critical, second, of the entire social system and complex of oppression and domination,
such as has develapethroughout the humamst abl i shed Acivilizat:.
thousand years, and it seeks a radical political analysis and tactic in response to systemic

social and environmental problems.

Thus, in conditions where animal studies is already entegh@s an abstract, esoteric,
jargonladen, insular, nomormative, and apolitical discipline, one where scholars can
achieve recognition while nevertheless remaining wedded to speciesist values, carnivorist
lifestyles, and at least tacit sometime overt -- support of numerous forms of animal
exploitation such as vivisection, critical animal studies emerges as a necessary and vital
alternative. CAS repudiates the insularity, detachment, hypocrisy, and profound limitations of
mainstream animal studiesthaa por i ze ani mal s6 fl esh and bl o
reified signs, symbols, images, words on a page, or protagonists in a historical drama. MAS

utterly fails to engage animals not only as
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and bremost, as sentient beings who live and die in the most sadistic, barbaric, and wretched

cages of technohell that humanity has been able to devise.

In contrast to the dominant orientations of animal studies, as well as to tendencies prominent
throughoutthe animal welfare and animal rights movements, ICAS advances a critical,

radical, and transformative alternative that:

1. Pursues interdisciplinary collaborative writing and research in a rich and comprehensive
manner that includes perspectives typicatimored by animal studies, such as political

economy and the critique of capitalism.

2. Rejects pseudabjective academic analysis by explicitly clarifying its normative values
and political commitments, such that there are no positivist illusions whasohat theory

is disinterested or writing and research is Aoalitical.

3. Eschews narrow academic viewpoints and the debilitating tHeotyh e or y 0 s sal
position in order to link theory to practice, analysis to politics, and the academy to the

comnunity.

4. Advances a holistic understanding of the commonality of oppressions, such that speciesism,
sexism, racism, ablism, statism, classism, militarism and other hierarchical ideologies and

institutions are viewed as parts of a larger, interlockingpgll system of domination.

5. Rejects apolitical, conservative, and liberal positions in order to advance anaguitalist,

and, more generally, a radical artierarchical politics, This orientation seeks to dismantle
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all structures of exploitation, doination, oppression, torture, killing, and power in favor of

decentralizing and democratizing society at all levels and on a global basis.

6. Rejects reformist, singlesue, natiorbased, legislative, strictly animal interest politics in
favor of alliarce politics and solidarity with other struggles against oppression and

hierarchy.

7. Champions a politics of total liberation which grasps the need for, and the inseparability
of, human, nonhuman animal, and Earth liberation in one comprehensive, thinagbed
struggle; to paraphrase Martin Luther King Jr.: a threat to liberation anywhere is a threat to

liberation everywhere.

8. Deconstructs and reconstructs the socially constructed binary oppositions between human
and nonhuman animals, a move basicntainstream animal studies, but also looks to
illuminate related dichotomies between culture and nature, civilization and wilderness and
other dominator hierarchies to emphasize the historical limits placed upon humanity,
nonhuman animals, cultural/polititanorms, and the liberation of nature as part of a
transformative project that seeks to transcend these limits towards greater freedom and

ecological harmony.

9. Openly engages controversial radical politics and militant strategies used in all kinds of

scacial movements, such as those that involve economic sabotage arprdsghre direct

action tactics.
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10. Seeks to create openings for critical dialogue on issues relevant to Critical Animal
Studies across a widmange of academic groups; citizens and ggieots activists; the staffs

of policy and social service organizations; and people in private, public, anepnudin

sectors. Through and only through- new paradigms of ecopedagogy, bridgelding with

other social movements, and a solidatigsedalliance politics, is it possible to build the

new forms of consciousness, knowledge, social institutions that are necessary to dissolve the
hierarchical society that has enslaved the life forms on this planet and all for the last ten

thousand years.

CAS is engaged, politically radical, and as concrete as possible in its language and orientation
toward oppression of all forms and toward the rapidly worsening ecological crisis that
demands our full attention. Animal studies is morally bankrupt and ineotiejust another

bourgeois diversion, distraction, and narcissistic purswtithout commitment to animal

|l i beration in theory, practi ce, and oneds o0\
vegan lifestyle. | am not advancing an essentiaisfinition or Platonic construct, and
thereby saying that other people cannot art
differ from mine. But | am arguing against notions that are conceptually vacuous, ethically
bereft, and politically probleatic; that fail to mediate theory and practice; that ignore the
urgent crises of the day; and that do not grasp the full significance (psychological, cultural,
political, and environmental) of the animal standpoint. Scholars pursuing animal studies
typically seem concerned far more about academic opportunism and exploiting new forms of
cultural capital than about abolishing the barbaric institutions and mindsets of human
supremacism, species apartheid, and animal exploitation. The animals have already bee

exploited enough, and they do not need MAS theorists to add insult to their injuey@od

141 developed this ten point platform of CAS in dialogue with ICAS colleagAnthony J. Nocella II, Richard
Kahn, Carol Gigliotti, and Lisa Kemmerer; s@@/w.criticalanimalstudies.org
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their suffering for their work without working to end their suffering. Those who disagree with

my concept of CAS have the burden of proof to state why aneMelap a better formulation.

It is crucial to interject a radical perspective and to help ensure the political relevance and
potential of animal studies before it freezes into a homogenous outlook and dominant
ideology, and becomes easily-opted and camined by academia and its inherent bias

toward abstraction, jargon, and vaioeutrality or pseudoadical politics. This has happened

with other Astudi esdo programs. Barbara Epst
Avital mas s wo nmem 6 $§ mpnoorvteammetnt @ ar t t o I ts f
mar ginalizationodo i n ac ad“andiRosseWdaoobyrexpeseshows di e s
academics cloistered in Cultural Studies pro

and brandish an arcanegpmodern discourse that alienates them from the very people about
whom they profess concethFollowing a similar trajectory of coptation and studied
irrelevance, animal studies is becoming tamed, leashed, canonized, commodified, reified,
neutralized, ath rendered safe for academic production, consumption, and distribution.
Another bad omen for the autonomy and political relevance of animal studies includes the
practice of veterinarian boards, Apet f ooc

sponsoringonferences around this topic.

Thus, it is vital that CAS be developed as a radical critique of and alternative to academic

institutions and to MAS itself, as well as to capitalism and all other oppressive ideologies and

“Barbara Epstein, AThe Decline of the Wsperdailde Movemen
Social Movements Reader: Cases and Conddfatden MA and Oxford UK: Blackwell Publishing, 2005, pp.

328-334).

1% Russell JacobyThe End of Utopia: Politics and Culture in and Age of Ap&ttew York: Basic Books,

1999).

" See,forexmp| e, the @Al mpacting Multiple Sp-2520@snd0 conferen
Kansas City, Missoui(http://rechai.missouri.edu/isaz_hai0@hose sponsors include the University Of

Missouri College OWeterinary Medicingthelnternational So@ty for Anthrozoologyand theResearch Center

for HumanAnimal Interaction along with Nestle Purina and Hills.
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institutions. But one must bdear about the dynamics of opportunism anebptation that

neutralize everything of value and subversive import. Thus, a day may soon come when
enough reformists and opportunists in the professorial class corrupt and dilute the radical
ethical and politial substance of CA® the extenthat it will have to called something else

such as dradical ani mal studieso to thwart ¢
But for now | wi || utilize the phrage AcCri

colleagues at ICAS, to forge this important, new, and radical path.

The Fetishism of Theory

To be perfectly clear, my position is not attiteory, for theory provides the compass, maps,
and studied reflection necessary for effective politics. My targther, is theorjor-t heor y 6 s
sake, an academic disorder, which involves the severing of theory from ordinary meaning (or,
often, meaning in any sense) and from action, practice, and politics, and the separation of
scholarship from citizenship. | amtaily concerned with theory for two reasons. First, theory

is indispensible to practice, and | stress the reciprocal relationship between theory and
practice, such that the two inform and deepen one another (in what is sometimes called
Apr axi s o0 heoryi e web asdeading, learning, study, and critical thinking skills in
generali is essential for a viable political movement. The -amtllectualism that Russell
Jacoby and others expose runs deep through American culture also pervades dtingst cu
which often lacks the historical, philosophical, and political literacy necessary for their tasks.

One cannot change a world one does not deeply understand.

But let there be no mistake, there is a huge gulf between animal studies and animal advocacy
The debates over whether a theorist of animal studies is obliged to be a vegan, animal rights

abolitionist, or activist of some kind replicates the old nineteenth and early twentieth century
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debates in art. There are direct parallels between critiquas$fofr-art's sake and theofgr-
theory's sake. Just as many artists resisted the call of the radicagjax@dato politicize their
work, and insisted that politics would debase their art and transmogrify the beauty of form
and ideal meanings into praganda and ephemeral meaning, so theorists resist the call to

connect their work to normative, practical, and political issues.

| appreciate the concern to do theory apart from an explicit political agenda (and of course all
scholarly work has a bias, erest, or agenda whether recognized or not) and the demands of
activism. | also believe that scholars in animal studies can indeed produce good and valuable
work even if they eat meat, support vivisection, buy their dog from a breeder, and take their
kidlst o rodeos, circuses, and zoos. There is no
integrity of their life and consistency of their ethics. Just as there are no doubt liars, exploiters,
racists, sexists, and violent abusers who write splendictaktireatises, so welfarists,
speciesists, and carnivores can do productive research in animal studies (on the surface, that
is, on a deeper level connecting theory with practice the contradiction abides and vitiates the
work in some significant way). lay this as a matter of logic and fact, and not in moral
judgment of those who, unlike myself, are not vegans and dedicated animal advocates. But,
again, there are jarring inconsistencié®ere such aswould not be tolerated imelated
academicfields, andthese persistiue to widespread speciesisopportunism,and moral

incoherence withithe animastudies community.

Academics are endlessly creative in the act of inventing excuses for hermetically isolating
themselves from a social and natural world iisis and maintaining their aloof, analytic
detachment. We have here again to examine the academic world itself and the dominant

ideology that disparages work that deigns to engage real social conditions and practical life,
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dismissing engaged theory as ammur i sh i n comparison to the
Adi sinterestedo theory, t h eladen caemingly thes bettea c t f
There are, moreover, institutional norms and pressures to produce abstract theoretical
analysis, theorjor-its-own-sake. Those who engage society and link theory to practice are
disparaged, while those who actually involve themselves as activists, especially in
controversial causes such as Palestinian autonomy, animal liberation, anarchism, anti

globalization, ad graduate student unions are in many cases'fired.

One prevailing excuse is to emphasize the value of tHeofys-own-sake, such that
scholars who devote themselves solely to theory, research, and writing produce valuable
works that activists and hr s can wuse for their own pur pos

handso in the practical affairs of politics

time and focus from the alinportant work of theory.

While it is true that, for example, Einei nés | mmer si on i n abstra
important insights, and that his time, one might claim, was better spent dointevegh
mathematics than feeding the poor, this argument is vitiated by two fallacies. First, it ignores

the dialectical reldgon between theory and practice, such that, for instance, social theorists
could both bring and take knowledge from activism. Karl Marx and John Dewey, to name

just two giants, stressed the dialectical interdependence of theory and practice. Second, and
relatedly, there is an obvious false choice imposed here, such that one commits tortheory
activism, but cannot do both well. The mathematical preoccupations and achievements of
Einstein did not prevent him from involvement in social life and becomingaaepactivist

who warned about the destructive potential of war and atomic weapons.

18 See Steven Best, Anthony J. Nocella I, and Peter McLaren (Adademic Repression: Reflections on the
Academielndustrial ComplexXBerkdey, CA: AK Press, 2009).
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News of the incompatibility between theory and practice apparently did not reach the likes of
Marx, Dewey, Bertrand Russell, JeBaul Sartre, Albert Camus, Foucault, &urddabermas,

or Noam Chomsky, as they dismantled this false opposition in favor of an organic union of
thought and action. In sharp contrast to effete and privileged academics who glide from
seminar rooms and airports to hotel cocktail lounges and boaletons, we should note

that Socrates was widely respected for his valor on the battlefield, and Sartre, Camus, and
other noted French intellectuals and artists joined the French Resistance, risking their lives to

thwart German Nazism and making theirtuag a key part of their resistance.

One can only i magine what todayo6s professor
invaded by something as menacing as Nazi forces. | shudder to think how privilege rots the

soul and weakens the will. And whilgS academics are not working amidst conditions of

fascist occupation, they are certainly living amithggravestecological crisisand challenge

humans have ever faceclobal climate change, and the while constellation of related
problems (including raforest destruction, human overpopulation, resource scarcity, and
species extinctionposes, in fact, far greaterdangert o Aci vi |l i zati ondo t ha
threatens not only one or many nations, but millions of species and the planetary ecosystem

itself.

And yet consider the &essay, AOne or Sever al
McHugh uses the most obtuse and pretentious jargon possible to justify academic entrapment
within the funhouse of theory and to construct an insidious argumemisaghe very

possibility of politics:
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To be sure, this potential for literary animal studies has not always been clear.

Deconstructive approaches trace how animal stories have been enmeshed in the

metaphysical presuppositions of humanism, but their gmgneconcern with language

can defer exploration of the ways in which poststructuralist approaches to animal

|l iteratures confront metaphysics with que

[A]lnimal representations also foster uncertainties about the future of literary

studies as disciplinary ways of knowing, and more basically the relationship of

reading to maintaining institutional structures. Literary animal studies likely will

continue to foster unpredictable (and often conflicted) positions on animal rights

and welbre, establishing no clear foundations of political let alone

epistemological solidarity among researchers.
One might conclude from this Coltranesque stoégargon and cacophony that she is only
arguing the reasonable point that complex issues alloltipte interpretations that do not
cohere in a theoretical or political consensus. But the overall tone of thei eskah reads
like a parody, rather than serious exercise, of postmodern thesryo leave the reader
(should he or she even understainel language) utterly disoriented among the emphases on
multiperspectivalism, incommensurability, and indeterminism. Of course society, our lives,
our consciousness, and our theories lack clarity in the Cartesian sense, but MaHugh
moving from epistemlogical truism to political nihilism, from undecideability of knowledge

to impossibility of change implies thatit is better after althat the theorissanscitizen

continue to spin webs in ivory towers.

The reactionary effect of animal studies thstsr such as McHugh is apparent: as one
struggles through their writing, Heidegger, Merldzanty, Foucault, Levinas, Kristeva,
Deleuze and Guattari, and Derrida are rumbling in our ears, but the concrete realities of
animal suffering, violence and explatiton, economic crisis and social power, and the rapidly
worsening planetary ecological catastrophe are entirely muted and virtually barred from the

hermeticallysealed chambers of theebogbble.

¥ McHugh, cited athttp://www.hnet.org/~animal/ruminations_mchugh.html
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In the hands of the academicthe selfd e s c r i b e cdbr othenaigkd tleeary i6 just
another tool of pacificati ono(@©uybtborg)eidtheby t he
academiandustrial complex. Little different from the television or video game, theory is just
another form of distraction in whicimdividuals can immerse themselves, as they detach
themselves from the real and pressing issues of society, animals, and the environment. With

the potential for enlightenment and edification, books, research, writers, and professors
instead perpetuate igrance, egoism, and apathy. Erudite professors train their students in

their methods of abstraction, obfuscation, and alienated detachment, as the disease of

intellectualism spreads from generation to generation.

Crisis? What Crisis?

The crucial problem ith MAS is not just the separation of theory from practice, but also the
decontextualization of scholarship from current the rapidly worsening crisis of species
extinction and gl obal warming. The fabsent r
in animal studies is nothing less that the catastrophe staring us all in the face and nothing
short of biological meltdown and ecological collapse. We are not living in just any ordinary
period of history, but the most remarkable, important, catastrophichatiénging era of all,

for gl obal climate change is the biggest prc
crisiso is the overdetermined result of humse
extinction crisis (the last one occurring 68lion years ago with the demise of the dinosaurs),

global climate change, rainforest destruction, and resource scarcity, Moreover, let us not
forget, the enormity of animal suffering continues to build to the most severe and dire levels,

especially with lhe globalization of carnivorism and fdsbd outlets, as currently up to 50
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billion land animalsand billions more in the sedie every year on this planet for food

consumption alone.

As theorists research in cavernous library rooms; as they starel@atly byes into computer
screens; and as they present papers and chat in polite, temperate, and civil tones around the
hotel bar, something is happening outside of the academic matrix, something we all know is
unfolding, but which the majority of academifige the public in general) nevertheless
ignore. In the most egregious possible caskeaof faith professors from all disciplines carry

on their research and esoteric concerns as if the ecologicalictisessmost serious crisis
humankind has ever fad - were not barrelling down on us with a speed and fury shocking

even to pessimistic scientists.

While academics play their theoretical fiddles, planetary ecosystems are collapsing. While
they live in the historical past, it is the present that demandsitmost attention and the
future that merits our most profound concern. We live in this most incredible, singular,
unprecedented, dor-die era that places the most extreme obligations and demands on us that
we cannot ignore. In this era, in our age,this moment right now, as we confront the
decisive historical crossroads that stand before us, what we do, or fail to do, will determine
the fate of biodiversity on the planet and whether or not the world for future generations will

be not only challengg and oppressive, but utterly nightmarish and dystopian.

Thus, the question must surge forth: do we
academics when the practical and political demands on us are so great? Of course theories are
crucial for unerstanding the world, and a politics without reflexivity, study, history,

philosophy, and social theory is no politics | want to advance. But it is not as if we need to
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work a detailed social ontology before we can proceed. It is by now somewhat apgeent w

the forces of destruction are, and what we have to do to resist and transform anthropocentrism,
speciesism, global capitalism, and hierarchical domination in all forms. While the social and
ecological realities are not transparent, they are eeaudp to begin to take informed and
decisive action. Our knowledge will deepen in practice, only in and through political struggle,
and cannot mature in the study and seminar room. It is not about unilateral application of a
preformatted theory to social relans and struggle; rather it is about learning and improving

on theory from conditions of experience and practical application of knowledge.

One may argue we are not obliged to give up theory, research, and writing in order to spend
all of our time in ptitical meetings, demonstrations, actions, and litigations. But can scholars
continue to be as isolated from politics and advocacy as they typically are? Can they be
complacent about the severe crisis in the world playing out before their very eyes2yan th
watch once more on the evening news as the Arctic ice shelves crash into the sea, and retreat

to their books and computers as if they saw another heartburn or scalpel itch commercial?

Theodor Adorno quipped that AAdoi wrot Eopbdt w
pass the same judgment about academic immersion in animal studies or any other topic not
directly related, in the most practical and political ways, to this grim time of planetary
entropy, biological meltdown, global capitalist omnigitigalitarian and fascist state power

systems (e.g., the UK and US), and nihilistic philosophies which find their functional
counterpoint in the extreme pacifism and glacial models of change urged by many of the so

called Anewd abolitionists?

2Wwith Jason Miller | have recently writtem trilogy of critiques of fundamentalisapifism and singléssues

that are embedded in the visions of new abolitionist approaches as advocated by a number of individuals,

including Gary Francione and Lee Hall. These essays demonstrate some of the core moves and concerns of CAS
inbold contrastwt h MAS. See Steve Best and Jason Miller, i Pa
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Rewilding Animal Studies

MAS is already beginning to solidify into something tame and domesticated by academia.
The conditions that brought about it success as an innovative research topic are the very
factors that are hastening its demise as a critical theorglifcpl consequence. This is a
tragedy as animal studies is potentially a subversive, critical, and radical perspective that can
help illuminate and eliminate core structures of hierarchical domination and key dynamics of

destruction and violence.

But sofar, for the most part, animal studies has squandered and forfeited its radical potential
to become another form of fragmented knowl e
that exists in complacent harmony with, rather than fierce oppositiotheoprevailing

systems of power in academia and society overall.

Animal studies must not become a safe and sanitized discourse; it must use its uniqgue and
powerful perspective to advance a radical, critical, and oppositional discourse that engages
and potticizes the many profound theoretical, environmental, and political issues embedded

in animal studies.

It is thus crucial that a radical and opposition form of animal studiggcal animal studies
has emerged in opposition to mainstream animaliesuand academic conservativism in all

forms, in order to politicize and radicalize animal studies, and making it as concrete and

A Critique of Lee Hall, Friends of Animals, and the F
(http://thomaspainescorner.wordpress.com/2009/02/07/pasifismimalswhich-do-you-love-more); Steve
Best and Jason Miller, AAverting the China Syndr ome:

Fundamenta i st P attpi//thamaspainescofner.wordpress.com/2009/02/24/avghéchinasyndrane
responseo-our-critics-andthe-devoteesf-fundamentalispacifismj); and Steve Best and Jason Miller, with

Joan Court, Janet Tomlinson, and Lynn Sawyer, APreser
Real ly Happened hitpy/thamaspain€drarnerovbrgpeessaam/2009/03/23/presénce
malice-uk-activistsv-lee-hall/).
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transformative as possible, relative and relevant to the contemporary context of crisis and

catastrophe.

My critique of MASi s ul ti mately a critique of academi
world | have learned something about in three decades of life as a student, professor, and
activist. For, to borrow Foucaultdés terminol
biases in academia toward abstract, esoteric, jdagen, and apolitical research. No matter

what discipline, person, or topic, the academic pathology is the same. It involves reified
language, scholastic dullness, and detachments of theory from @raticscholarship from
citizenship. While the content may diffewhether physics or philosophy, anthropology or

animal studies the same fissures, fractures, delusions, and narcissism prevalils.

As mentioned, CAS eschews positivism, scholasticismeptieusness and elitist jargon
(accessible only to other professional theoreticians and questionable in its ultimate worth and
meaning), and the theofgr-t heor y 6 s sialkoéwhiglpvjtiatearaiosktream animal
studies. Rejecting the masks of aftjeity and neutrality that in fact hide covert
commitments and by default support systems of oppression, critical animal studies is
informed by a normative commitment to total liberation and transformation (as animal
liberation is impossible without humaand Earth liberation, just as human and Earth

Liberation is impossible without animal liberation).

Clearly, CAS is doing more than merely criticizing the dominant paradigm in animal studies;
it advances a positive and sharply different vision of whahahstudies could and should be.
This alternative model emerges from a broad political context that shatters the insularity of

academia, and underscores the urgency of the current era defined by mass slaughter, species
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extinction, and a deepening and irasigly irreversible ecological crisis unfolding
throughout the globe. CAS is rooted in a deep and explicit commitment to animal liberation,
and it promotes a diverse range of radical politics and tactics necessary to struggle effectively

and without illugons against capitalism and hierarchical oppression in all forms.

Parallels with the Frankfurt School

In fact, there are interesting historical and theoretical parallels between the emergence of the
Frankfurt School and t h egainst pdsitivisi acadensid andt he or
conformist cultures in Europe and the US, from the late 1920s through the 1960s (for the first
and second generation critical theorists), and our current moment in the-fugntentury,

specifically in the pos®/11 era,as we ourselves confront the largely abstract and apolitical
institutions of academia and society in general, in order to mount a critique of MAS from a

critical theory perspective influenced by the Frankfurt School in many ways.

Beginning in 1923, theats including Max Horkheimer, Theodor Adorno, Herbert Marcuse,

Leo Lowent hal , Erich Fr omm, and Wal t er Ben
Researcho in Frankfurt, Germany. The Frankf u
and disciplinary atlook of mainstream philosophy and social science in favor of a historical,

critical, and interdisciplinary approach that analyzed the interrelationships among culture,
technology, and the capitalist economy. Frankfurt School theorists synthesizedalpolitic
economy, sociology, history, and philosophy
analyzed the social and ideological effects of mass culture and communications. Against staid,
pseudeo bj ecti ve forms of Atradilti odewael|l apheedoray , D
theoryo distinguished by it s topmanapate cumdn an d

beings from conditions of dominatiorRec ogni zi ng t he i mitati ol
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Aicl assical 06 Mar xi sm, Fr aM&rxirdt d hemnire stt &t iden
basic Marxist theoretical and political premises, but supplemented the critique of capitalism
with other perspectives, thereby spawning hybrid theories such as Aviaurism, Marxist

feminism, and Marxisexistentialism.

CAS emerges in conditions in which positivism is still a prevalent ideology in academia, and
sophisticated sociological critiques of positivism replicate its separation of theory from
values and practice. Apol it i aespectaalitywiehmm r ei g
the rules and logic of academia, and as the professionalization of discourse has transformed
language from a potential medium of clarity into an opaque tool of obfuscation that
ultimately reinforces systems of power. CAS eschewstipiesn and the fetishization of
theory to respond as clearly as possible to conditions of oppression, domination, exploitation,
and crisis. Just as in the 1930s and beyond Adorno, Horkheimer, Marcuse, Fromm, and
others confronted a situation of growingdaiitarianism, the domination of nature, the defeat

of revolutionary movements, rampant consumerism and conformism, tbetaion of
dissent, and the occlusion of emancipatory alternatives and possibilities, the same situations
prevail today, only in ma& advanced form, and they all form the context, background, and

motivation for CAS.

Like the Frankfurt School, CAS seeks a multidisciplinary theory. MAS is also
interdisciplinary, but it typically leaves out political economy, whereas CAS incorporates it
as a crucial part of its outlook. Like the Frankfurt School, CAS synthesizes social theory,
politics, and the critique of capitalist domination in a revolutionary project to transform

society and psychology alike.
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CAS must stay relentlessly negative amtompromising in its critique of the current social
order, as it remains affirmative in sense of validating possibilities of resistance and
envisioning an alternative future. The ultimate purpose of theory and critique is not to
deconstruct textual contictions, to explore the polyphony of meaning, or to experiment
with alternative realities in literary imagination, but rather to align itself with animals and
fight for their liberation. Importantly this must not occur in a way that conceptualizes animal
issues as if they existed apart from social issues, but rather that illuminates the central role of
speciesism in the major problems of cultures and societies, and shows how animal
exploitation is now only part of a massive global system of exploitatetmtiast be changed

at all points and not just one.

CAS takes shape in awareness of historieatigstructed ideologies and systems of power
and domination in which humans have oppressed and exploited animals. CAS has a broad
and holistic understanding bferarchical power systems (e.g., racism, sexism, classism, and
speciesism) and their intricate interrelationships, explores the systemic destructive effects of
capitalism on all life and the Earth, and views animal liberation and human liberation as
inse@rably interrelated projects. In the spirit and tradition of the Frankfurt School, it seeks to
realize its potential of developing one of the most comprehensive and radical outlooks yet

developed.

Finally, at its best, the Frankfurt School tradition oitical theory mediated theory and
practice through relatively clear language, explicit normative and political commitment, and
attention to concrete forces of power, repression, and resistance. This virtue, unfortunately
has been lost in the last few deeadvith the enclosure of theory within minutiae, esotery,

and lifeless abstraction. The turn toward abstraction, the mass production of jargon, and the
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fetishization of Continental and postmodern discourse is but thsidl@of avoiding forces

of power, structures of oppression, struggles of resistance, and the catastrophic global
ecol ogi cal crisis. As so blatantly wevident
detached from practice and indeed from comprehensible language itself, such that, the turn
from critical theory to the likes of Martin Heidegger, Emmanuel Levinas, Julia Kristeva, and

Jacques Derrida h&sdregressiveeffects.

Through the institutional biases of academia, and following the overall logic of modernity,
theorists have become measingly technical, specialized, and professionalized. They have
thereby obliterated the role of the public intellectual and, ironically, of intellectual life in
general, which the public regards contemptuously and dismissively as irrelevant to sdcial, an
thereby exacerbating the airtellectualism rampant throughout US culture. The tragedy is
that theoryi clear, concrete, and engaged as poss$ibkeindispensible to practice, just as
practice is to it, such that, to paraphrase Kant, theory withawtipe is empty, and practice

wi t hout t he”dnstgad of svorking asi anmgapdn that illuminates conditions of
oppression, galvanizes people, and clarifies ethical and political practice, the language of the
intelligentsia functions as a wall, fe®, and boundary that isolate specialists from laypeople
as it separates universities from communities and the public realm. Overall, academics
become tools of elitism and pawns of the ruling powers. In MAS, they often operate as

theoretical vivisectorswh di ssect the fAani mal Ot hero as a

L For a powerful critique of the turn toward abstian in Western intellectual culture, sBeyan D. Palmer,
Descent into Discourse: The Reification of Language and the Writing of Social Hisemple University

Press, 1990 Theodor Adorno clearly anticipated this critique in his 1964 wohe Jargorof Authenticity
(Evanston, lllinois: Northwestern University Press, 1983), which principally attacks the obfuscations of
Heideggerian discourse as used in existentialist and phenomenological philosophy. For analysis of the
theoretical and political advaages and disadvantages of postmodern theories, see the trilogy of works | have
co-authored with Douglas KellnePostmodern Theory: Critical Interrogatiorislew York: Guilford Press,
1991);The Postmodern TurfNew York: Guilford Press, 1997); afithe Posinodern Adventure: Science and
Technology Studies at the Third Millennigew York: Guilford Press, 2001Russell Jacoby, among others,
has chronicled the steady debasement and decline of
see, folinstance The Last Intellectual: American Culture in the Age of Acad@vesv York: Basic Books,

2000.

41



object, by way of a detached standpoint that substitutes for political commitment and

revolutionary rage.

Commonalities of Oppression and Alliance Politis

CAS rejects liberal reformist visions rooted in the deep delusion that an inherently irrational,
violent, and unsustainable system can be rendered rational, peaceful, and sustainable. Its
revolutionary outl ook sees fage swtenaof@lobalpr obl
capitalism, and rejects the reformist conce
repudiates the logics of marketization, economic growth, and industrialization as inherently
violent, exploitative, and destructive, and seedcological, democratic, and egalitarian

alternatives.

Capitalism sucks everything inorganic and organic into the vortex of mass production and
consumption. The profit imperative overwhelms the moral imperative; value is reduced to
exchange value; evehjhg, including human labor, becomes a commodity; market
competition gives way to economic monopol:

Asurvival of the fittest concept is the r
development and aamulation imperatives that drive its dynamic gromdie economy,
capitalism devours nature, species, human lives, and indigenous cultures. The global
capitalist world system is inherently destructive to people, animals, and nature. It cannot be

humanizedcivilized, or greeffriendly, but rather must be transcended through revolution at

all levels- economic, political, legal, cultural, technological, moral, and conceptual.

Of course, capitalism did not pioneer the reduction of living beings to thiryexatoitable

resources. The domination of humans, animals, and the Earth has ancient institutional and
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ideological sources in Western culture and, ultimately, agricultural society (spawned some
ten thousand years ago) that transcend class and econonamidyn But while the
domination of nature and nonhuman animals hardly began with capitalism, the capitalist
system raises human alienation from, and contempt for, the natural world to its highest
expression in a global system of individualistic propegits and an advanced technological
empire governed by transnational corporations. And when ancient pathologies are conjoined
to modern technologies; to an industrial paradigm that subjects work, production, and living
processes to mechanized proceduresh(sas the transformation of agriculture into
agribusiness and farming into factory farming); to a bureaucratic state driven by efficiency
imperatives; and to an economic system organized solely around accumulation and profit, the
result is an unprecedentedisis stemming from a culture of carcinogenic growth and

murderous extermination imperatives.

CAS is abolitionist, but in a far richer and more radical way than the prevailing abolitionist
approach, as mentioned earlier. Despite recognition of the ooalities of oppression and

the need for alliance politics, advocates of this approach appear ultimately to advance a one
dimension, apolitical, elitist program of vegan education. Symptomatic of this outlook is the
depressing absence of an ethically aacially diverse membership attracted to the modern

vegan abolitionist movement. This lack of diversity within the abolitionist camp exposes the
broader movement to | oud criticism, very mu
Aradi cal 0 aivig chavemerds. |a its arudast terms, animal rights advocates are
wantonly dismissed as yet anot her , AWestern
insularity is recognised and effectively addressed it will continue to seriously compromise

any achiee ment s of the fivegan revolution. o
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Moreover, there is a serious contradiction I
to social change, and the dramatic spikes in global meat consumption (particularly in the
most populated nations of the wor@hina and India) not to mention the dramatic worsening

of the planetary ecological crisis. Yes, veganism is a crucial and necessary step for total
liberation and turning back the furies of global ecological breakdown, but on its own it is
hardly a sufficent condition. Unless tied to alliance politics and a revolutionary social
movement, veganism becomes just another bourgeois individualist consumerist and egoistic
based outlookAny advocate of a fAvegan revol wndi ono t
economic causes, and that seeks to sever all ties with radical abolitionists (and other social
movements and groupings) is destined to relegate veganism to an elitist bourgeois lifestyle
practice rather than a broad and diverse social movemeualy Bdd and innovative
approachesnust focus onovercoming the narrow, elitist, and EuroAdéntric nature of
contemporary vegan and animal rights; branching out to working classes, people of color, and
southern nations; and recapturing thegilist spirit of the nineteenth century abolitionist

movementall of which are frequentljettisoned in favor of #éoothlesgacifism

Animal exploitation is part and parcel not only of capitalism, growth, profit, and preperty
ownership relations, but also of a masdtecs and instrumental rationality that objectifies

and quantifies nature, culture, and the human personality. And it is this vigierabolition

of both speciesism and every other oppressive hierarttigt guides this radical critique of

MAS and devlpment of constructive alternatives. CAS seeks to abolish not only animal
exploitation, but also the exploitation of humans and the natural world. It challenges not only
the property status of ani mal s, baertprndger tnysa
itself. Therefore, it is crucial that we continue to develop alternative, broader, alliased,

bridge-building, anticapitalist, anthierarchical social movements.
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Since the fates of all species on this planet are intricately intedeldte exploitation of
animals cannot but have a major impact on the human world itself. When human beings
exterminate animals, they devastate habitats and ecosystems necessary for their own lives.
When they butcher farmed animals by the billions, thexage rainforests, turn grasslands

into deserts, exacerbate global warming, and spew toxic wastes into the environment. When
they construct a global system of factory farming that requires prodigious amounts of land,
water, energy, and crops, they squand& resources and aggravate the problem of world
hunger. When humans are violent toward animals, they often are violent toward one another,
a tragic truism validated time and time again by serial killers who grow up abusing animals
and violent men who la¢ the women, children, and animals of their home. The connections
go far deeper, as the domestication of animals at the dawn of agricultural society is central to

the emergence of patriarchy, state power, slavery, and hierarchy and domination of all kinds

In countless ways, the exploitation of animals rebounds to create crises within the human
world itself. The vicious circle of violence and destruction can end only if and when the
human species learns to form harmonious relatitbrad are non-hierarchi@al and non
exploitative - with other animal species and the natural world. To repeat: on its own the
animal liberation movement cannot possibly bring about the end of animal exploitation. It can
only do this in alliance with progressive social causes;capitalist struggles, and radical
environmental movements. CAS asserts the need for more expansive visions and politics on
all sides of the human/animal/Earth liberation equation, and we call for new forms of
dialogue, learning, and strategic alliancesnimal, human,and Earth liberation are

interrelated projects that must be fought for as one, as we recognize that veganism is central
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to peace, ecology, sustainability, nonviolence, and the healing of the major crises afflicting

this planet.

In addition to gaining new insights into the dynamics of hierarchy, domination, and
environmental destruction from animal rights perspectives, Leftists should grasp the gross
inconsistency of advocating values such as peaceyint@nce, compassion, justice, and
equadity while exploiting animals in their everyday lives, promoting speciesist ideologies, and
ignoring the ongoing holocaust against other species that gravely threatens the entire planet.
Conversely, the animal advocacy movement as a whole is political, nsingleissue
oriented, and devoid of a systemic asdpitalist theory and politics necessary for the true
illumination and elimination of animal exploitation; areas where it can profit greatly from
discussions with the Left and progressive social enzents. Furthenore environmentalists

can never achieve their goals without addressing the main cause of global wiafactay
farming1 and grasping how water pollution, rainforest destruction, desertification, resource
depletion and other key problenare shaped principally or significantly from global meat

production and animal exploitation.

The human/animal liberation movements have much to learn from one another. Just as those
in the Left and social justice movements have much to teach many amithal liberation
movement about capital logic, social oppression, and the plight of peoples, so they have
much to learn about animal suffering, animal rights, and veganism. Whereas Left radicals can
help temper singlesssue and antihumanist elementshia animal rights movement, so animal
rights can help the Left overcome speciesist prejudices and move toward a more

compassionate, cruelfyee, and environmentally sound mode of living.
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ANew soci al movement s0 and Goaleetantal Theywhave f ai | €
abandoned their original demands for radical social change and become integrated into
capitalist structures that have eliminated 0
as well in a global triumph of neoliberalism. Wew revolutionary force must therefore

emerge, one that will build on the achievements of classical democratic, libertarian socialist,

and anarchist traditions; incorporate radical green, critical race, feminist, and indigenous
struggles; and synthesize riflg animal, and human liberation standpoints and politics. It

must reach out to radical academics, political prisoners, exploited workers, indigenous
peoples, subsistence farmers, tribes pushed to the brink of extinction, guerrilla armies, armed
insurgens, disenfranchised youth, and to everyone who struggles against the advancing

juggernaut of global capitalism, néascism, imperialism, militarism, and phony wars on

terrorism that front for attacks on dissent and democracy.

Animal liberation, vegan, anenvironmental movements must address radicalcapitalist

politics, just as social progressives and radicals must engage these issues in sensitive, serious,
holistic, and inclusive ways. Diverse interests can come together in recognition of the
common goal of building a sociatcological revolution capable of replacing global
capitalism and hierarchical systems with radically democratic, decentralized, and ecological
societies. While standpoints such as deep ecology, social ecology, ecofeminism, animal
liberation, and Black liberation are all important, none can accomplish systemic social
transformation by itself. Working together, however, through a diversity of critiques and
tactics that mobilize different communities, a flank of radical groups artigmsscan drive

a battering ram into the multifaceted structures of power and domination and hopefully open

the door to a new future.
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The three volumes that | emlited with Anthony J. Nocella, H- Terrorists or Freedom
Fighters? Reflections on the Haration of Animals(Lantern Books, 2004)jgniting a
Revolution: Voices in Defense of the Ea(AK Press 2006; and Academic Repression:
Reflections from the Academic Industrial ComgisiX Press, 2009) represent not merely a
theoryof alliance politcs and total revolution but also concrptactices of radical politics.

Each book brings together diverse people and positions that ordinarily never meet. These
works break down boundaries that typically exist between academics and activists, scholars
andpolitical prisoners (former and current), whites and people of color, men and women, and
human and animal rights advocates. Diverse voices together challenge capitalism and
hierarchical domination of any and all kinds in pursuit or a more free, jussustdinable

world.

In addition to the various books, essays, and reviews produced by our members, ICAS has
taken numerous other steps implementchange, such as through organizing annual
conferences, initiating protests and boycotts, launching campuspaigns, hosting
fundraisers, and always working in these ways as well to build bridges (such as with former
members of the Black Panther Party, leaders from the American Indian Movement, and
disability rights activists), promote alliance politics, andjage controversial political and
tactical issues mainstream groups of all orientations fear and shun. In this manner,iifCAS

little time and with a paucity of resourcéshas taken a quantum leap beyond pacifist
abolitionist who sometimes talk aboutiatice politics, but never actually do it, and who
respond to radical direct action tactics with the same mindset and level of sophistication as

Christian fundamentalists in response to Darwinist evoldtion.

22 One deplorable practical exception to the holliliance politics rhetoric | am aware of is the alliance that
Hall and Friends of Animals developedhvSouthern Poverty Law Center, a specielsighanist group that
shares their extreme pacifism and visceral contempt for and demonization of militant direct actigrstettics
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Thus, CAS aims to replace partial concepts @bhationary change in favor of a far broader,
deeper, more complex, and more inclusive concept of total revolution. We must exchange the
critigue of any one system of domination (be it speciesism, sexism, racism, or classism) with
a critique of hierarchy saa multifaceted and systemic phenomenon. And as we seek to
understand and transform various forms of hierarchy, we must recognize that capitalism is a
metastasizing cancer eating away at the planet and that a viable program for total liberation
and transfrmation necessarily seeks to replace global capitalism with decentralized

democracy and a dismantling of hierarchy in all forms.

An Era Like No Other

As the global temperatures climb, icecaps and glaciers meliewssla rise, and forests fall,

the shor-lived human empire has begun to devour itself and implode like a collapsing white
dwarf star. The Earth itself the bulk of which has been domesticated, colonized,
commodified, bred and croésed, genetically engineered, cloned, and transformed into
forces of mass destruction is refuting the myths and fallacies of Progress, Development,
Science, Technology, the Free Market, and Neoliberalism, while demonstrating the inherent

contradiction between capitalism and ecology.

It is time we drop all facileptimism, lift our heads from the sands, and recognize a powerful,
singular, and ominous fact: Industrial civilization is unravelling at the seams, and it will be an
ugly, brutal, horrifying process as environmental collapsspecially as brought on lgjyobal

warming - exacts a deadly toll. We need completely new paradigms beyond what has

as the Ani mal Li beration Front 0 soiters(see Be$tane Milen o mi ¢ s aboc
APacifism or Animals: Which Do You Love Moreo?0)
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informed our thinking in the last five hundred years, the last two thousand years, in the last
ten thousand years. These moral and conceptual revolutions must be asdoshattering of
hierarchical and capitalist paradigms as S

mechanics was for classical metaphysics.

The animal advocacy and vegan movements have made important gains, but in comparison to
the rate of plaetary breakdown these are far too little and much too late. Similarly, as an
esoteric discourse unable to escape from the fragmentation imposed on it by capitalism and
academia, devoid of a coherent moral or political viewpoint, MAS is hardly poiseddméec

a catalyst of radical change.

Despite recent decades of growing animal advocacy and environmental struggles, we are
neverthelesgosing groundin the battle to preserve species, ecosystems, and wilderness.
Increasingly, calls for moderation, compromisind the slow march through institutions can

be seen as treacherous and grotesquely inadequate. In the midst of predatory global
capitalism and biological mel t down, Areasoneé
unreasonabl e antdremmodandt éradscéBber actions

and appropriate.

Politics as wusual just wonot cut it anymor e
rather than invent new forms of struggle, new social movements, and new sensibilities.
Causes require decisive and direct action: logging roads need to be blocked, driftnets need to

be cut, and cages need to be emptied. But these are defensive actions; new movements must
also be built, ones that incorporate social justice, animal liberatidre@slogical politics in

multiracial and global alliances. Such approaches have been taken by Judi Bari and Earth
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First!,* the environmental justice movementthe international Green movemeéhtthe
Zapatistas?® alterglobalization struggles against tramsional capitalism’’ and radical

holistic visions are also commonly found in the animal liberation movement.

Narrow windows of opportunity are rapidly closing. The actions that human beings now
collectively take or fail to take will determine whether thture is hopeful or bleak, whether,

in David Kortends phrasing, we have Empire
Great Turning? While the result is horrible to contemplate, our species may not meet this
challenge and could instead drive itselfo the same oblivion as it pushed countless other
species. There is no economic or technological fix for the crises we confront, the only

solution lies in radical conceptual and institutional change at all levels.

The revolution that this planetsogesr at el y needs after ten thot
must involve, among other things, a transcendence of anthropocentrism, speciesism,
patriarchy, racism, classism, homophobia, ablism, and prejudices and hierarchies of all kinds.

At the same time, imust reconstitute social institutions in a form that promotes autonomy

and seldetermination of communities and individuals, decentralization and democratization

#ZsSee Judi Bari, fRevolutionary Ecology: Biocentrism a
http://www.judibari.org/revolutionargcology.html

% See Robert D. Bullard (edYnequal Protection: Environmental Justice & Communities of C@an

Francisco: Sierra Club Books, 1994. Also see the Introductitgntting a Revolutiorfor detail on social

justice, antiracist, and enviramental movements.

% 0On the global scope of ecological and political battles, see Carolyn MerBlaafical Ecology: The Search

For a Livable WorldNew York: Routledge, 1992); Richard Peet and Michael Watts (édlseration

Ecologies: Environment, Devgdment, Social Movemen(isondon: Routledge, 1996); Bron Taylor (ed.),

Ecological Resistance Movements: The Global Emergence of Radical and Popular EnvironméAthéism

State University of New York Press, 1995); and Chapter 8 in Rik Sdacod)Varriors: Understanding the

Radical Environmental Movemef@hicago: The Noble Press, Inc., 1990).

% Subcomandante Insurgente Marcéa,BastaTen Years of the Zapatista Uprisirerkeley, CA: AK Press,

2004.

27 0On the resistance movements against global cignitaseeleremy Brecher, Tim, Costello, and Brendan
Smith,Globalization From Below: The Power of Solidarftyambridge, Massachusetts: South End Press,

2000); and Richard Kahn and Dougl as KeThelBlaekwk, A Resi sti
Companion to GlobalizatioMalden MA: Blackwell Publishers, 2006).

% David Korten,The Great Turning: From Empire to Earth Commun8gan Francisco, C/BerrettKoehler

Publishers2007.
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of political life, nonrmarket economic relations, guaranteed rights (or whateveicppgtist
equivalent discourse) for human and nonhuman animals alike, an environmental ethics and
ethics of care and respect for all life, and the harmonization of the warring elements of this

planet in crisis.

We need the boldest and most systemic, holistng] inclusive vision possible, one that
transcends the destructive alienation and pathology of humanism itself. We need the most
uncompromising and radical form of politics we can muster, such that we can revolutionize
what cannot be reformed, or, we stalljust be washed away by rising tides or buried by the
chaos and violence of a dying world. It is this looming, already unfolding, social crisis and
ecological catastrophe that CAS addresses unflinchingly anddmegdand which provides

the context andcatalyst for its radical theory and transformative politics in action.
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ABend or UnBavebing thedConstruction of Children and Animals as
Competitors in NineteenthrCentury English Anti-Cruelty Movements

Monica Flegel

Children and animals are ofteconstructed, particularly in ardghnimal rights discourse, as
somehow in competition with each other for rights and protectiaregnstruction very much

in existence at the emergence of amtielty to children societies in both America and
England. @e supposed source of this competition was the assumption that kviena did

not value children. For examples @ne latenineteenthcentury commentator explained,
AThose who are kind to their fellowdamdeatur e
considerate to animals; while, on the contrary, those who are merely fond of animals are

known to be often averse to childreno (Warre

Though ean child protection advocates did not necessarily hold these views, they often
suggested that anats, as a result of this sentimental investment, receivedegpeatections

than did children. For example, in July 1888h e Ch i | d ahe ofi®ial gourchi ohtime
National Society for the Prevention of Cruelty to Children (NSPCC), published a
commentary from theMorning Advertiseron the Bill before parliament to bring about
legislation criminalizing cruelty to children. Thdvertisersupported the Bill, exclaiming

nilt does seem anomal ous t hat it s htreainhedt b e e :

! Monica Flegal, Department of English Lakehead Universitijegel @lakeheadu.ca

A problem reflected in the t ilntrbdactionto AfhaalRjghtsYoarnci oneod s
Child or the Dog?Philadelphia: Temple University Press, 200)ough Francione augs that this is an

Aunfair hypothetical o (Francione xxii), it is neverth
particularlyinanta bor t i on rhetoric. See, for example, John Sme
Treated Worsé h a n U n wa nhttpe//dpueBireajos.lbogspot.com/2008/094ritain-unbornchildren

aretreated.html
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of a dog or cat than for cruelty to their own children; but such is the state of the law at
pr e s &hetMorning Advertiseb8). This complaint echoed that of early chpliebtection

advocates in the United States, particularly in the wakleeoinfamous Mary Ellen case.

Etta Angel |l Wheel er , a volunteer Amaking he
Hel | 6 s n&ghbothéwdsnendi ng the soul s of the poor
discovered the young Mary Ellen in an abused andecegg condition. After consulting, to

no avail, with numerous authorities in an attempt to intervene, Wheeler finally approached

Henry Bergh, the president of the American Society for the Prevention of Cruelty to Animals

(ASPCA) , and, N ais wio wasitherga réparter JoathEwby orikRHerald
Bergh ¢é declare[ed] that &éthe child is an an
it shall at | east have the3orights of a cur i

The Mary Ellen case led the formation of the first Society for the Prevention of Cruelty to

Children in 1874, and given the circumstances behind this formation, it is hardly surprising

that the development of similar societies in England utilized similar rhetoric about the
supposd greater rights enjoyed by animals. Though the London Society for the Prevention of
Cruelty to Children (which would later become the National Society) did share many things

in common with the Royal Society for the Prevention of Cruelty to Animals inaBdg

Benjamin Waugh, the first director of the NSPCC, nevertheless often castigated the people of
England for caring more for animals than for suffering childiddor do the facts
surrounding the passage of laws and the formation oftaunity societie seem to contradict

the narrative that MAcurso had moChiédLgvingot ect i

the Victorian Era was fAdcomparatively negl ec

3See, for exampl e, eWANSPICED Fchjgernplhan i ndtd sit iGatahr @i = nwr et che
children were only dogs, what sunlight would fall i nt
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out that the London SPCC was not formed until 1884en though the Royal Society for the
Prevention of Cruelty to Animals had been in existence since *18@dilarly, the first laws

protecting animals from cruelty had been passed in 1835,i | e t he Chi |l dr en o s
not passed until 1889. Evidenseich as this would seem to support the {stagnding
representation of the English as a people whose sentimental attachment to animals represents

either a displacement,afr worse a perversion ad proper investment in human beings.

Examining the origns of the anticruelty to children movement in fact displays something
guite different than the fdAirony that an or
childreno ( Ger r y-protertion nivemeant; chitdren werle protectad uhder

the sme laws that safeguarded other humans from assault and murder, and parents had been
prosecuted, |l ong before t he abdseoktmeir chidfen.t he Ci
What animalprotection discourse provided was not the ability to see enilds deserving of

better treatment, but the ability to see children as deserving of better treatmaunth the

same wayas animals. That is, it had to be possible to see children as something like animals

in order for similar (and in some cases, shaeedjcruelty societies to come into being. In

many cases, this did in fact mean that children should be protected from cruelty and neglect,

but in others, it meant delineating proper control over and discipline of the child, to the extent

of safeguardingarticular forms of violencagainstchildren.

* The first SPCC in England was in fact the Liverpool Society for the Prevention dfyCru€hildren,

founded in 1883.

°The prefix ARoyalod was added in 1840.

® The Martin Act was passed in 1822, and prevented cruelty to cattlas kxtended to include other domestic

animals in 1835.

"In Forgotten Children: ParenChild Relations rom 15081900 Li nda Pol |l ock argues #fth
society condemned child abuse long before the specific Prevention of Cruelty to Children Act appeared in 1889.
Parents who abused their of fspring weredlgemrirfaildy «
Obar bar i Asowell, fondw laws were required to save Mary Ellen from her home, nor was she
represented under laws that protected animals.
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In other words, a close examination of the relationship betweesraetty to children and
anti-cruelty to animals reveals not an English preference for safeguarding animal life over
child life, but insteac problem at the heart of protectionist discourse: that safeguarding both
animals and children is not solely about preventing cruelty, but also about preserving both
animal and child as useful, pleasurable olsiect | n an exami nati story of 0B
of child abuse pubAhimatWaldi ni nl 8t7l0e RS PaGAgbuse t h
representation of suffering childhood works very much within the more common
characterization of children within that journal as sadistic abusers of animal$tofar
constructing two contradictory narratives of childhdodne, violent and out of control, the

other, victimized and endangerédhe representations of children Amimal Worldinstead

work together to present moteslthat instiucArineap pr opr
Worldr eader s on how they might bend a chil dos
coincide with the journaldés articles on how
than providing a discourse of rights, aotuelty societies like the RSPCand later, the

NSPCQG instead generated narratives of kindness that nevertheless produce justification for
power over the animal and the child, and stress the necessity of control over both. What is
important about the constction of these similar agencies, therefore, is not that animals
received greater protection than children, but bwh animals and children, in protectionist

discourse, arerpsenteds disempowered subjects.

Bend or Break: A Story for Parentso

St

ABeod Break, 0 a story specifically concernec
young boy by his parents, was published serially in 1870 and 1871, and thus predates the
emergence of antiruelty to children societies in England. The publication stay with

such a subj e cAnimal Worltdmhieg hRS PsGAe0ns s omewhat odd,
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commitment to animal protection issues, but it is important to note that calls for the inclusion
of children in animal protection had already taken placisipages: in the February 1870

issue ofAnimalWorld f or exampl e, a Il etter from AA. B.

May | venture, through your valuable medium, to call the attention of humane

people to a class of animals whose sufferings have hitherto been little régarded

€. They are as helpless as any class of cre

know how difficult it is to rouse an interest in thelhnmean Children (AThe

ProtectionofAlDef encel ess Ani mal so 94)
In order to justify the inclusiorf children in tle anticrueltyto-animals movement, the
writer attempts to construct the two as si m
power , and at the mercy of those they happ
children cannot speak on their mwehalf, and must rely on the care and protection of those
wh o, it would seem, own them, as the fAbel ong
written by an AOl d BuamahWorldnrApribof 1870 dreaffirmdbthis s h e d
position, st at i ng, AThe power, absolute to an al
guardians possess over their children or wards, morally and intellectually, the ability to make
or mar their little lives is often abused sadly enough, and for this theresmerd y 06 ( A The
Protection of Children from Crueltyo 125). \
and therefore makes them both candidates for the same protections (as the first letter

specifically asks that the RSPCA expand its mandate to simplyde children)is their

defenselesposition.

Such calls for c¢child protection fit wel!/ wi t
as expressed in the appropriatela med edi t ori al , AOur Object,
torture and amelicate their condition, and to awaken in the minds of men a proper sense of

the claims of creaturesl|ipl gagoed wmdero tshaitre c
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kingdom consists of oOinferiordéd and oOshallperi or
be bound, therefore, in THE ANIMAL WORLI title made comprehensive enough to
include 6both mdatho aamdlv dd atde amaln s aisritber est s
his subordinateso (8). Children, sofntcene stes
particularly in terms of the adults they would one day become and the adulthood for which

they werebeings haped, and the RSPCAG6s dedication t
evidence wthin the pages of the journaChildren alsg however easily fit within the
category of fAsubordi nat e s OriginahSoriedd famyReadlMafé | st o r
(1791), Alt 1 s onlcgndtoo gaomidma Ime nt lmate d hielidr es
hierarchy in which children are significantly belcadults, it is not a far leap to see the
concerns of abused children as also falling

placed under [man6s] dominion, 0 Angnalé&erlddenc ed

on behalf of abused childrendan t he publ i cati on of fABend or B
However, w e mu st al so remember t hat ther e
associations bet ween ani mals and chil drenbo

argument for includig children in animal protection. In addition to their shared position as
subordinates and disempowered subjects, children and animals were often linked together in
terms of their supposed nature. The ARomant.i
that writers such as Judith Plotz identify in particular with male Romantic writers, imagines
the child as fAembodying what is best in the
to mute insensate thingso ( Pareorégalarlpdepictedas Ro ma
the indigenes of nature: at onggginary models of ideal nature, unselfconscious and self
sufficient models of natur al beauty, and irr

inseparable from or interchangeable witle #imimal, the child and the animal nevertheless
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shared space in the Romantic imagination: both perceived to be outside of human culture, and

the industrialization and destruction of the natural world associated with it, animals and
children were seen asignely threatened by modernity. The influence of the Romantic child
remained within more sentimental representations of children in ninetesmitlry England.

Both Animal WorldandBand of Mercy t he RSPCAG&6s j®wererfille@dwith f or c |
storiesand illustrations that celebrated the supposedly natural bond between children and
animals: an illustration iBand of Mercyf or exampl e entitled AGra

includes a pony, two dogs, and his granddaughter, while another picturing a yailing s

boy embracing a | amb is mer el y“Ineages suchlas d , nT
t hese, Susan Pearson argues, show the ani mal
sentimentalizing gazeo ( 69) .inwBatRearsosidentifies me nt a

BN

as the growing appreciation for the HApeto i
resulting from fAindustrialization and the s
which children, and many domestic animals, wemoved from the labor force and valued

precisely for their helplessness, dependence

But if the animal and the child were celebrated for their innocence, playfulness and beauty,

they were also simultaneously fearadhd di sci pl i ned f or itheheir S
violence that was equally seen to be a part
the savage/unspoiled binary was managed through categorization of animals and children:
dogs were valued for tirdloyalty, for example, and for the fact that their relationship with

humans fAepitomized the appropriate relation

8 This journal was initiallypublished aghe Band of Mercy Advocalty Mrs. Smithies and heon, T. B.

Smithies (AThe Band; howéverMejoucngl wadgpoavsesneedn toon &)o t he RSPCAS
Committee in 1883, and renamed simBgnd of Merc A Not i ced 2) .

° Cover illustration foBand of Mercy6.71 (November 1884).

1°Band of Mecy 9.104 (August 1887): 60.
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200*whi l e cats were reviled for being fidecei
middle-class child might be a treasured pet while a leglass child could be seen as wild,
dangerous and uncivilizédOften, however, in RSPCA discourse, stories of the child as pet
appear siddy-side with stories of the child as vicious instigator of vigke, and for every

senti ment al narrative about a c¢child and an
competing narrative cfomechildd sadism towards helpless and defenseless animals. Stories

of cruel boysin particular filled the pages of the joainwith the aimboth of instructing

parents on how they might curb that cruelty, and of modeling proper behavior for the child
reader . One story, AoOnly for Fun!o tells of
andwingsf a poor f Ipyled ol layhis duiifd mokher isa that he might learn

Athe pain you have inflicted on the poor f
journals was that of the fantastic reversal: dreams or enchantments in which young boys find

themselves made sihand at the mercy of animals they have previously tortured.

While such stories construct the animal as victim of (young) human savagery, it is important

to note that discipline, and not necessarily the suffering of the animal, is the primary concern.

In Reckoning with the Beast: Animals, Pain and Humanity in the Victorian, Misches
Turner somewhat probl ematically observes th
satisfied their curiosity and their sadistic impulses by tormenting unlucky chtsa@o gs o ( 1 2)
but notes that it was Iiduwetpartly totnew attitideshtewardsi g ht e
animals, partly to the influence of Evangelicalism at the end of the century, and perhaps

partly to increased interest in child rearing as s[tbht] this juvenile barbarity [began] to

“"Even dogs, however, could be divided into ficlassesod:
in the nineteenth century dAdi vi dée potestiallg dffensive dogmt o r espe
wereinvariably identified by their social status, which reflected that of their owners, rather than their biological
categoryorbreéhnd it | ocated the most urgent threat to heal
2As Lydi a Mur dnalistib and suthensan terfschagsified poor children as physically and morally
different from the English. The philanthropist Ellen Barlee described children in a ragged schoolroom as the
O6most curious motley of zoological specimens possi bl e
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di st ur b ma n'% Thaudhuitlisttraedthat(can2efn.for the suffering animal inspired
protests against child cruelty to animals, it is also important to remember that it was the fear

t hat tort ur i ntie firatrutaizing stegplon thewead to callousness, sadism,
andwho could sayPmu r d er 0 {13) that mspired rmuzh anxiety. Immanuel Kant, in

his ADuties towiaids, Aniumalds Hagar SEpo6s AThe F

illustrate thispoint:

Hogarth depicts this in his engravings. He shows how cruelty grows and develops. He shows
the childbds cruelty to animals, pinching the
in his cart running over a child; and lastly, the culminate cruelty in murder. He thus

brings home to us in a terrible fashion the rewards of cruelty, and this should be an

impressive lesson to children. (174)

The belief that children required this lestalong with those often associated with children,

peop e of the | ower c | a s Bdensonsteatesd the cektentfits \@hicta g e 0
Ahumaned behavior was | inked to a particula
Apursuit ofli perpbnakboséHArri son 1wergdwithi t h a
great currency in the nineteenth century, reflecting a particular set of attitudes towards
behaviour that became associated most strongly with maddllea s s cul t ur al tast
result, both child and animal alike represented problemakijestis, very much in need of

taming.

The nature and character of that tamingweverwas not always theame. Children, though

considered to béike animals in many ways, were also adutg¢raining and as such the

ci al con

¥The presumption made here seems t rely o 0
I presumed.

0
neither of which, I believe, can be si mp
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position they occupied was in manyays very different from that of the animal. Both child

and animal could be ruined by improper handling, but the child could be ruined both as child

and as future mamwo very different roles that required different instruction. The odd
position of childrenn n t he soci al hierarchy is perfectl
description of the young protagonist struggling with his glofieé: | never can put
gl oves without papa, or Bedid Isokinglpiteonslykaelsilittlhh e m s o
brown paw, on which the glove stood at atte
pair in my pocket, do |l et wmwm&kiweéamot{am!)od d&Wi
struggles with the dress restrictions his parents place onréstictions the narrator ably
captures in the battle between | avender gl o0\
paws speak to his boyishness and connection to nature, both of which, as we shall see, are
valorized in the story, but his dagin gloves also speak to his position of poweser

naturdto a nascent manliness that rejects lavender gloves in favor of the more rugged option,

and that clearly revels in mands dominion ¢
define just what spadgertie occupieisp | ay f ul , i mproperly managed
paws, 0 or | ittl e man Wwphovidesraugbnipselofahe issues ptistakp e r  a

in the collision of antcruelty to animals and antruelty to children discourse.

AfBeod Breako fits very much within the RSP
production of civilized (middie | ass, adult) subjects. The sub
throughout the textadvice on chilerearing and proper child management arerklly mixed

in with the narrativé? In his rantings against the mistakes of parents, and in his appreciation

of childhood exuberance and elderly sagacity, the narrator seeks to demonstrate how parents

should shape their boys, and instructs them in theswéipoyhood and boy nature so as best

4 The story is published anonymously, though later chapters include thesubd i n gq | di Bya @amel or , o
indicating that it may have been written by the same person who wrote to the RSPCA on behalf of suffering
children.
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to understand and nurture them. Beginning \
wasnoét so wugly and stupido (44) and ending
Al fi e, after Al ®lstbeinsbothadvar a diffi ang iota ay quasry, the story
makes clear that the parents, the wealthy Fanes, are very much in need of good instruction.
The father is supercilious in his dealings w

reputationwhile the mother is vain and selfish.

There are three boys in the family: Bertie, the eldest, who is abused and reviled by his parents

for his exuberant boyishness and plain looks; Alfie, who is adored (particularly by his mother)

for his beauty, femini@ qualities, and malleability; and Hugh, whose only purpose seems to

be to leave his parents with one last child to prove they have learned some lessons after the
deaths of the first two. The abuse that Bertie suffers at the hands of his parents is both
phy si c al and psychol ogical: he is fibeaten an
and watero (44); he is told that he is a fAw
continually rejected by his fhewrésgect, aliettioner Ber

and love towards him.

The complex similarities and distinctions between child as animal and child as future adult

are very apparent in the parental instruction the reader receives from the story on the proper
way t o fibbernedaok onoa ciihi | d. As Susan J. Pears
Defensel ess, 0 AThanks to changes i n i deas

disposition of humans and animals, reformers inhabited a world in which ideals for the proper

managementfo ani mal s and children were remarkably
suggest t hat , i n some ways, the treat ment (
caref ul instruction of his dog, ABounce, o f
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through his drills and rewards him according
needed (76), provides a sharp contrast to the thoughtless and rigid disciplines his parents
mete out against their children. When Bounce gets caught poaching, Mrprféamses to

puni sh Adog and poacher [Bertie]o alike, Wi
without food, identical to the punishment Bertie receives at the beginning of the story. While

this kind of discipline is frowned upon by the narrators iimportantto notethat it is not the

similarity of the boy and the dod punishment thas criticized; instead, it is suggested that

such a punishment suiteither When it comes to boys and other pets, Mr. Fane does not
exercise the light hand anohderstanding heart such creatures most require, demonstrating a
failure to recognize the affective value child and dog should hold within the domestic realm.
After the death of his two children, Mr. Far
them, even taking the word in its accepted sense in the stables? No, he could not honestly say
that he had. He had punished them when they did wrong, or displeased him; but had he ever
rewarded them by a kind | ook, a enmtepdided t on

well 2?06 (103).

Yet 1 f the story recognizes similarities bet
whil e such equal treat ment would be preferal
the management that happens in the stailsl@ot quite right as treatment for boys. Mr. Fane
seems to consider his duty as father and as
Ahe saw that his children had a comfortabl
careful groomtotakechgee of t hem when he rode outo (44)
Ahe regularly visited the stable, the far m,
perfunctory treatment of both speaks more to his style as caretaker than it does to his

knowledgeof what management best suits the animals and children in his care, for though he
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gives the animals Athe food mosntorreadngmdsted t o
|l i kely to make them serviceabl ed Hedatrator hi s
assures the reader, to their ruination. The
no harm if he would have spent as much time and personal attention in supervising the
rearing and educ at-45p miseothe sper of camipdtitiord besveed ( 4 4
ani mal and child, with the father privilegir
and credit, while his children only cost hin
though clearly linked to his personal vignand newmoney status (59), are implicitly
connected by the narrator to | ar greckpigeanci et al
furnishes abundant ground for a harrowing display of fine writing, but a -diogylexioned,

ill-dressed, and halfashed child, with its back all over bruises, is hardly a picturesque

object!o (91).

But if the story wishes to castigate readers and parents for appreciating attractive and/or
financially-compensatory animals over messy and physicaibttractive childen, it does so

by valorizing and celebrating boyhood, and by producing a competing aesthetic that glories in
the roughandtumble style of the true English boy. Harold Annesley, an artist hired to

produce a portrait of Mrs. Fane, represents the idealrfathe who, the narrative suggests,

all ows his boys to be boys: AHe was himself
six boys, who ran wild about his studioo (5¢
over their pinafdrmskiamg tjlhemsedlswes il | Wi

Bertie is himself a messy boy, destroying a mechanical sheep used by Mr. Annesley in his
portraits, breaking a billiard cue, and burying his youngest brother in a rabbit hole. Though
his parents dspise him for this, the reader is meant to recognize, through the voice of Mr.

Annesl ey and others, the truly Amanf ul way o
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nature as his requires the proper harmedling:

thing seems to me to be merely to be thoroughly just to them, and at the same time perfectly

firm, and of course, thoroughly to understan
Breaking in a boy, the narrative continuall.y
while al so taking i1 nto account the man he wil

inability to properly consider the difference that future adulthood means in terms of the
temporary similarity of children and animals is continually demonstrated in #aing of

their boys. Alfie is usually cared for and loved in the story, but to such an extent that he
becomes weak, cowardl vy, and sel fish: Bertie
that makes him more | i ke amd,igtieated barslily4 as Bertie Be r t |

hi msel f asks, AMust t hey p-#ouselwhemthay pad bivek e a

him puni shment already?0 (45). I n both cases
suffer as a result of their paredisnabi | ity to distinguish thei
ani mal s6 needs: made into a ridiculous pet

boy is given the upbringing required to shape them into a proper man. Instead, what the boys
learn is he violence enacted upon them: Alfie, after being castigated by the groom and by
Bertie for beating his horseplies Afpapa says, ani mals were on
and continues, Afpapa beats wuso (77inalsofhe f a
hi s f at her 0 shoysspeaks torthe role thai pletepiny played in the shaping of

the young adult, and in the teaching of the proper exercise of power: as Pearson notes, pet
keeping was a ndidact i c cemnetdaltspmoicanexerciseselft eact
contr ol in their dealings with equal s, and
Alfie clearly recognizes that in his relationship to his father, he is in a very similar

relationship as his pony is to him.
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InAl fi eds understanding |lies a paradox: t hou
distinct differences between boys and animals so as to suggest the proper handling of both,

yet its construction of childhood and boyishness repeatedly inditetessmibrities between
themThe reader i s asked to consider the effec
Aspirits, o fAspirits and mirth wiersarlBongstome t o
birdsdMr(.10N)n.esl eyds perof)e catn db dByes ta reed siy winied Ga
wonder f ul nature springs from fAsheer happin
bl oom because the sun shines hot, and water s
story reminds ulse tmhev efirYeonuctehd ifsort ot s pure
innocence that, when placed within the context of the descriptions linking the child to the

natural world, places the child firmly outside adult human rationality, experiemze

responsibility.

Such dfetishization of the child does not of course allow for a discourse of child rights, for if
a child like Bertieis meant to be appreciated in his natural glory,he must also, like the

animal, be properly managed and contraltedt is, kept in line andpreserved in

=1}

helplessness so as to safeguard the pleasure adults fimd.in | n an essay on
Ani mal s, oAnimal Waorldierd 1 &8 2 , George Lowe argues t
beings, need correction, but two things are necessary to itnaikese. One is not to punish

them too severely, which only hardens them in rebellion; the other is, never to beat them at

al |, except for real fault é. Ot herwi se the
beaten, gets confused and foolish, aslamyy mi ght do from being in
90) . The essay continues, AANn ani mausage or a
whet her he deserves it or no, wil!/l get so s

67



(90). Though the ssiy seeks to demonstrate the wrongness of cruelty, it does so through

elucidating its ineffectivenebthe extent to which cruelty prevents the subject from doing

Awhat i s required. o
The suggestion that i mpr oper thr ena trneebnetl | fi arc
threat that #fABend or Breako continually app

the household recognizes the parentso fl aws,
and to recognize that they have his best intenfiomsind (even wheit is clear that they do

not). Berti eds observation that his father wa s
accurate, yet demonstrates the beginnings of a rebellion against parental authority. The fault

for this rebellion may lie witlthe father, but such a lack of respect is nevertheless represented

as ultimately damaging to the chil d. The st
should obey the rules of their el derso (45)
nappropriately, Mr . Fane f @chlagailuteonaypeswtmear | y i
frightened effeminate boy like Alfie, but it also holds out the possibility of creating a
Ahardened child, o0 a child that wham darmley Hid ap
l ong and systematically mismanaged; mi sgove
deaths of the children, caused by the mismanagement of a dreellgd pony, are a net-

subtle reminder that improper trainiiign the case of parly-trained Alfie, too cowardly to

control his animal, and pootlyained pay, too abused to be controlledan have disastrous

resul ts. As the narrator observes, Alkong pu
spirited children; make them desperdty cowing the timid ones, break their spirit, make
them deceitful é. o (45). Chil dren, ' i ke ani me

up to be fAat the bottom of the social kennel
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Though the narratorr |lcahmelndrsenoh a(t5 9f)we tohbe rtedf o
concerned with demonstrating how to kindly and properly do just that. Furthermore, though it
laments the supposed preference for pretty birds over ugly children, yet in its championing of
Bertie, it does nibchallenge the assumption that protection should be given most to pleasing,

deserving objects. Alfie, though pretty, is cowardly and unlikable, and the reader is meant to

appreciate Bertiebs threat of Al sineaporise br e ak
to Al fieds spoiled behavior. The story warn:
hardened and fAviciouso with fAblighted | ivesd?¢

treatment of any creature in the story, remains unstaktednight be physically unappealing

with his #Aby no means pretty faceo (45), b
sacrificing, 0 fAmerry, manl vy, uni mpressi bl e, ¢
boy. Hi s responsel tni nad elxledacialiabvigiuggests that it id his a t
Auni mpressibled nature that sustains him, bu
the text; it is his blamelessness, rather than simply his right to freedom from abuse, that

should potect him from harsh punishment.

Both Animal Worldand The Band of Mercy Advocaspoke approvingly of punishments for
children who misused animals, and, as noted, Bertie himself sought to teach Alfie a thing or
two when Alfie beat his pony. One geletdistinct impression that if Alfie had either been
petted less or beaten more, he and his brother wuawd survived the story. Where it is
necessary to keep a child managed from that greatest pfisobedience, violence towards

a child is not in ad of itself unethical. When violence ruins an animal or a child, preventing
either from providing pleasure to adult humans, then violence is presented as a problem. For
example, Bertie comments to his father that Alfie should not use spurs on his poanyebeca

the pony fAdoesndét never want it. I can make
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wants you to shake the reins, and pat his r
windo (102). The | esson B,efrcauisgaboutsvhagtheyponpy g hi s
actually wants, but about what one must do in order to make the pony do his pony job.
Treating it gently results in a pleasurable ride; treating it roughly results in death over a cliff.

The distinction between a discourse that se®s$ise importance of proper management to the

value of a child or animathat is, to keeping them unspoiled and obedi@md a discourse

that asserts their right to freedom from pain and cruelty is that the former preserves the right

of adult, human contt@ver and investment in an inferior object. However, such a discourse

also makes the savage animal and the difficult or vicious child problematic objects of concern,

and it should be noted that the death of Alfie and Bertie, though presented as trisgedy, a
Asaveso them from a |ife of ruined adul t hoc

preferable to a ruined one.

Conclusion

Arguments that focus on the fAironyo of ani me
a context that presumeskilt and animal alike as disempowered sulsjeas distinctly other

than and separate from adult humans. | have argued here that such a construction of the child
and the animal is essential to protectionist discourse, rather than something against which it
defines itself. And while | am far from arguing that protections should be rescinded, | would
suggest that battles over which victim society prefers, the animal or the child, should not be
confused with actual considerations of the rights either groupidie granted. Instead we

should be asking: what inequities are we protecting within these protectionist models? The

fact that corporal punishment of children is still allowed in England, Camadathe United

States demonstrates that protection models ch o t necessarily challen

of violence towards t he chil d, and t he RSPC
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demonstrates that animalsdé use valwue ™till t
am not suggesting th#ttese are similar or equal oppressions; instead, | argue that my very

need to clarify the comparative magnitude of a child being spanked and an animal being
experimented upon speaks to the problem at hand: how does one sort through cultural
representation t hat present Aithe childo and d@Athe

producing analogies that succeed in demeaning both?

The best answer | can give to this question is that it is necessary to recognize that various
forms of oppression can be mutyateinforcing, without necessarily being experienced in

exactly the same ways. Animals, children, and for that matter, women, racial others, and

members of l ower c | acerdeeed, ,ageegtedatediwoinldvthat better a n ¢
serves the politida and economic i nter esSthai 1%9) anprawvee r f u |
al |l been subject, at various times in Engl.i ¢
terms of protection, a f°fTeocaften,ogroups eeprebergia s s i s t

di sempower ed ot her s eéhondedness sb hconmomorg m Wastermi s i n g
i nstituti ons 0 -nidedoessnthatdlGaigye, sametimesnlaeptisdo narratives of
competition that place one victim in opposition to the other. While ecofeminisésdune
excell ent work arguing that fan adequate e
opposition of women and nature, but must specifically address the oppression of the
nonhuman animals with whom we s hagsigaficanhe pl a
work to be dondo unravel the web of similarities and contrasts linking (and separating)

animal and child victims. Until the connection between the child and the animal receives the

critical attention it deserves, the -oéipeated argument thanimal lovers care more for

BEor an outline of the RSPCAO6s stance on research ani
http://www.rspca.org.uk/servlet/Satellite?pagename=RSPCA/RSPCARedirect&pg=researchanimals
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animals than they do for children will continue to undermine activism on behalf of both

animals and children in contemporary society.
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From War Elephants to Circus Elephan t s : Humani tyods Abuse
Elephants

Mike Jaynes

Abstract

This paper examines the historical human use and abuse of elephants in an attempt to
connect the contemporary use of performing elephants with the ancient use of war
elephants and also examines tapposing opinions regarding elephant conservation.

Beginning in ancient times, the now unheard of but once ubiquitous war elephants used

by Julius Caesar, Alexander the Great, Hannibal and other Asian cultures is revisited and

the abuse of war elephants i t raced into modern warfare.
crushingo in Thailand and the use of el ephan
The argument is posited that western acceptance of the use of performing elephants is
equally as reprehensible #g ancient use of the war elephant. The ivory trade is also

examined along with elephant cognition and social behaviors including death rituals. The

paper suggests the alternative of elephant sanctuaries. Statistics are provided regarding

the highly endager ed Asi an and African el ephantso
paper: connects contemporary western elephant abuse with the use of elephants in war;

urges the reader to never attend or promote elephant circuses, buy ivory, or support the
exploitationof the elephant in any way; and argues intrinsic valuing of elephants in lieu

of other conservation approaches such as Sustainable Use.

Key Words: elephants, war elephants, nonhuman animal abuse, performing elephants,

elephant sanctuaries, ivory trade, gmhing, historical animal use, animal circuses,
elephant exploitation, elephant conservation

Humanityds History of I nhumanity Toward EI ep

Since the dawn of human history, opposing forces have been engaged in warfare utilizing
a variety of weaponrygadgets and accoutrement. As the American cultural climate takes
its contemporary turn toward matters long ignored by the masses, a new focus on animal

rights (AR) and animal welfare has emerged. The elephant, now severely endangered, has

! Mike Jayned ecturerinEnglisHumani t i es, an dUniVemitpefiéneessBaatu di e s ,
Chattamoga, Mike can be contactedratchaeljaynes@utc.edu
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of late beenthé¢ ocus of many ani mal rights and wel f &
activists (ARAs) have been achieving progress in the areas of factory farming, the fur

industry, companion animal breeding and other areas; however, the plight of the captive
elephant eceives little attention in comparison. With some current research turning its

focus on zoos, circuses, magic shows, elephant rides and other aspects of performing
elephants, it seems apropos to trace human use of elephants to its genesis and to briefly

revisit its roots deep in the classical world and discuss how best to save elephants from

extinction.

The war elephant used so profusely by ancient peoples immdiar to manypeople
andfew in the West seem to spend time researching this once bsetalf the elephant.

In fact, for over three thousand years, elephants wsed in warfare. Elephants were
used as battering rams, tanks and cargo carriers long before machines were created. In
illustration of the dearth of war elephant research, thisrpafpen refers to the only book
dedicated solely to war elephants written in the English lang¥dgeElephantdy John

M. Kistler. The author writes that until gunpowder severely limited the effectiveness of
the animal in the seventeenth century, thgdat land mammals on earth performed
amazing feats during wars including building roads and swinging swords as well as
completely terrifying enemies (Kistler, 2007). While people may be aware of war
elephants and circus elephants, obvious ethical coonsdbetween the two are rarely, if

ever, made.
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For both war and circus purposgmople captured elephants from the wild, deprived
them of needed socialization, imposed crushing isolation on them, defirera of their

basic needs, failed to realize itheghts as individuals, failed to value them intrinsically

and damaged their complex and seMare psychesThis paper examines the war
elephants of antiquity and contemporary uses of the elephant and connects this past
grievance with the patronizing ofrcuses by Americans. It would belpful for ARAS to

pay more attention to the elephant and to gain a brief grounding in the history of the war
elephant because these elephants were forced into fierce wars to serve and die, and

forgetting them dishonotbeir sacrifices.

The Ancient Plight of the War Elephant

In 2008, both the African and the Asian elephant are dangerously near extinction.
Between 1979 and989 the African elephant population was reduced from around 1.3
million to perhaps 600,000 due fvory poaching; and only around 3%®,000 Asian
elephants remain (Irwin, 2000). At the time of the ancient battles between Carthage and
Rome, African forest elephants likely ranged as far as the Mediterranean, and the African
elephant roamed the entireontinent. Elephants were abundant, trainable, and
commodified, used, but never domesticated. Being the only nonhuman animal ever used
in large scale warfare, this na@omestication is notable. All war elephants were most
likely captured in the wild in liewf breeding. In contrast, the dog and the horse are the
only other animals to be used in warfare, and they have been domesticated for four
thousand years. However, the elephant is the only animal ever used as an active weapon;

curiously they will stomp aenemy while the horse will always step over them (Kistler,
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2007). Whenthis fact was discovered regarding the elephant, it was soon pressed into

service.

As late as the Vietham War, elephants were used to transport items. Since they were big
and visible they were used as ground targets for U.S. air forces. In Asia, elephants were
typically not used as active instruments of war but rather as beasts of incredible burden,
pulling loads along the ground that could not be moved by many numbers of troops. In
World War I, elephants were used to drag huge cannons to battle positions. And the
service of elephants in modern warfare has caused them to be bombed from planes and
suffer searing napalm and other injuries and death, far from their natural state gf livin

(Kistler, 2007).

In the wild elephants are not always aggressive toward humans; they tend to be peaceful
creatures living in large female herdehile the adult males mostly weer alone.
Elephants do occasionally attack cars and tourists in the wildhéir threat displays ar

usually empty. To many peopline human use of elephants seemgxemplifysome of

the worst human abuséoward all nonhuman animals. It is Matthew Scully, author of
Dominion: The Suffering of Animals, The Power of Man, dredCall to Mercywho

claims the fate of the elephant to be the greatest human onslaught ever visited upon any

animal (Scully, 2002).

Most likely the most famous war elephants are those used by the Carthaginian general

Hannibal during his crossing of tdps during the second Punic War against Rome in
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218201 BC. However, other cultures in Asia had long used elephants in military
campaigns. The probable first use of an elephant by a human was over five thousand
years ago in Asia when an orphaned calf deaad into a village. It was friendly,
trainable, and proved most useful. It is believed that the first organized use of elephants
was in India where the Elephant Corps made up one of the branches of the Indian military.
By 1000 BC, riding elephants wasryecommon in Western China; they were so
numerous it is believed that almost everybody had one. As such, human use of the

elephant began to spread substantially.

Humans became adroit at capturing wild elephants. It was even discovered that certain
captued elephants could be trained to help capture wild ones and this happened in China
so often that the southern region of-Naan became known as the fCc
El ep hant s2007:8)KSoantaftee learning to subdue these beasts for relatively
peaceful tasks such as transportation and transport, humans soon pressed elephants into
warfare. The aforementioned Hannibal is the most iconic user of war elephants, but
Alexander the Great, Julius Caesar, and Hannibal are only some of the leaders who
utilized elephants in warfare. The first war elephant was probably utilized around 1100
BC, and the first contact Europeans had with war elephants is thought to have been the
October i, 331 BC Battle of Gaugamela with Persia fighting against Alexander the
Great. Mecca, Yemen, Saudi Arabia, Ethiopia, Egypt, the Numidians, and Kushites, and
Carthage all used war elephants. The Islamic founder Mohammad was born in the year

571 AD, and it is known as the Year of the Elephant.
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As is well known, use of elephants pervasive in many religious and artistic rituals and

practices throughout the Eastern. The soldiers of Constantinople faced war elephants.
Arab horses ceased their charges, terrified
learned how to defeat théephants by gouging out their eyes and attacking their trunks.
Additionally, the famous ancient Queen Semiramis supposedly faced attacking forces

utilizing front lines of behemoth war elephants (Kistler, 2007).

While effective, war elephants were notimsible by any means. Romans discovered by
slitting their horsesd throats that the sme
and trample their own troops in confusion. Also, it was discovered that elephants were
terrified of the squeal of pigs, sear pigs were also used. One would put tar on the backs

of the pigs, set them aflame, and direct the terrified and squealing pigs at the elephants

who would succumb to panic, thus rendering them ineffective. Pliny the Elder and Aelian

in his de Natura Amnalium both report the effectiveness of war pigs. And of course

Hannibal and Carthage were ultimately unsuccessful. As any teacher who has taught

Vi r dAeneidksows, when Hannibal reached the Republic, only one of his thirty seven

war elephants remainealive. Also, it is known the Chinese caused rival elephants to
panic and crush their own troops by shooti ncg
that was incorrectly believed to be extremely tough and virtually impenetrable (Ebrey,
Walthall, & Pahis 90). Eventualy and thankfullyp the use of elephants in warfare

vanished.
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Elephant Cognition and Social Behavior

Since these barely remembered facets of animal history have faded from public
consciousness, it is tempting to believe society has pregtdssyond similar abuses of

elephants. It is useful to understand a few key biological facts regarding elephant
cognition and social structure to further understand the ancient phenomenon of war

elephants and the contemporary phenomenon of the circus.

Elephants are very social animals who require tactile guidance. They are raised by an
entire herd of caregivers. Asian and African elephants enjoy stability and active social
interactions led by a matriarch. Young elephants will remain with their mothers au

and other females for several years before the males leave the herd after adolescence.
These males then only come into contadth females in order to breedMales
sometimes form social friendships with other bulls, but they are much more solitary tha
their female counterparté. 2005 researchtudyreportsthat African savannah elephants

spend up to 80 per cewf their time together, behave in coordinated manners, and
display group behavior when caring for their young, gathering resources, andirpyovi
defenses. Family units, kinship groups, and larger clans can often consist of up to one
hundred elephants and these closely interacting members help each other during dry
seasons an other times of distress (Vidya, T. & Sukumar, R., 2005). Elepgham also
extremely |l oving, tactile and communicative.

is central to social, lonfved, intelligent animals that can transmit information across

generationso (1201). Thi s ¢ge neunts for manya | tran
el ephant familiesd mistrust and wariness of
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elephants) in situations requiring isolation is especially stressful to elephants considering

this heavily communicative aspect of their lives. The sanmearekers point out differing

types of communications upon which elephants seem to thrive: they exhibit visual, tactile,
olfactory and acoustic behaviors. Having a highly evolved and sensitive chemosensory

system, undoubtedly they experienced war much reiftdy from their human masters

who urged them ever onward. Vidya and Sukum:
advanced and developed behavioral and intellectual capacity, special needs exist for
conservation techniques with need for more scientifideustanding than that from the

past. One wonders if the Carthaginians, Romans, and other warring nations of the past

had understood the complexity of elephants, would they have used them as blunt

instruments of warfare?

Elephant intelligence is vast amanks only behind primates and certain cetaceans. The
great memory capacity of the elephant is no falsehood, and much of the aforementioned
coordinated social herd behavior requires great intelligence. In 2006, an elephant
successfully passed a mirror sedtognition test, long considered the hallmark for
advanced human and nonhuman intelligence anehgglfeness. Mirror setecognition

(MSR) is extremely rare in the animal kingdom and has not been observed outside of
humans, apes, and one report on diolp at the time of the paper referenced (Plotnick, de

Waal, Reiss, 2006).

In the MSR test, the animal is placed before a mirror and researchers set out to validate

that the animal is seeling him/herself in the mirror. This is proven by placing a mark on
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the ani mal 6s face or body and seteuchmgit i f t he
on his orherown body. This is a highly developed level of cognition and in 2006 one
elephant displayed it. The authors report the elephant, named Happy, hade aXwhit
placed on her forehead while inside her stall. Caretakers did not observe her noticing the
mark before entering the elephant yard. She went immediately to the mirror and looked at
her reflection a few seconds. Then she walked away from the mirrotaatetitouching
the area of the mark with her trunk and then returned to the mirror. Next she looked at her
reflection and explored the mark on her head. Happy touched her own head a total of
forty-seven times thereby passing the MSR test and being stendnhuman, neape,
and nondolphin to do so. The other two elephants in the control group did not seem to
pass the MSR test,; however, Happyds success:
that she was self aware. The researchers stated:

The marktouching by one elephant is compelliegdence that this species

has the capacity to recognize itself in a mirror. Finding strong parallels

among apes, dolphins, and elephants in both the progression of behavioral

stages and actual responses to a mirroviges compelling evidence for

convergent cognitive evolution (Plotnick, et al, 2006).

Nonhuman cognitive evolution should not be ignored or usurped for the purposes of

pressing animals into various services for human use.

Most people, when asked, wileport an affinity for elephants, thus one could easily
assume most people would not support the widespread continued abuse of the elephant.
However, logic fails in this case. Il n the se&

of American consumersppose farmed animal abuse and 97 percent continue eating
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t hemd (Hershaft 16) . People stildl attend ci
affection for elephants. Elephants have long been commodified not for intrinsic value but

for what they can qovide humanity. Whether it is for their massive bulk and skills in

warfare or their ivory or their performance for circusgoers, the elephant has a long history

of abuse at the hands of humans. Contemporary abuse is no better.

Contemporary Abuse

For thousands of years, an oft used method of execution in South and South East Asia

was Death by Elephant @1Cn _3¢xa@bl Fwhi ch transl ates into Ac
el ephant 6s feet. o0 The execution training was
kill a condemned prisoner by stepping on his head or could slowly torture the person in a

slow and agoming death. This was widely used in Sri Lanka, India, and South East Asia

and is still common in some parts of Africa and Asia where humans and elephants coexist.
Usually, in areas of cohabitation, it is the human element that turns the human/elephant
coexstence toward danger. Human elephant conflicts claim around 150 human lives a

year in Sri Lanka (Smithsonian National Zoo, 2008). In the past, deserters and prisoners

of war were sometimes crushed to death by elephants. Also, Perdiccas, who succeeded
Alexander the Great, had mutineers crushed to death by elephants in the city of Babylon

( Fox, 2007) . Ot her examples abound, but for

subject of elephants and their possible awareness of death.
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Elephant Death Rituals

Death seems to have special relevance to elephants. Researchers and scientists have
observed that elephants have elaborate death rituals. Among these, they often cover dead
elephants with branches and other debris in an attempt to bury them. Furthermore,
elephants have been seen returning annually to the death sites of companions and family
members. While other animals, such as hippos, may tend to the dead and dying in certain
ways, it is these yearly visitations to the death sites that set elephantS hpdantastic
memory capacity of the elephant is not a myth, and it seems elephants remember much
about deathThe aforementioned genetic memory that is present in elephants has been
largely influenced by humans. Elephants are wary of humans in themdldhey have

had ample cause to be so. The most successful herds in Africa and Asia are often led by
the matriarchs who avoid humans the most zealously. In the wild, in times of drought,
elephants will sometimes return to a water source they have notidoée over twenty

years . They also do not forget traumas they have experienced.

As Scott Blais and Carol Buckl&ycofounders of the Tennessee Elephant Sanduary
reported 20/20, re8eBrchérs have been conducting elephant psychological
research. Tay feel elephants who are abused in zoos or circuses after witnessing their
parents beingkilled can suffer from Post Traumatic Stress Disorder (PTSD) with
symptoms similato humans (Blais and Buckley, 2008). It is elephant researcher Gay
Bradshaw and ctdagues who first posited elephant PTSD in 2005. In the article
published inNature, Bradshaw and others claimed that orphaned elephant calves who
had witnessed the culling of their herds and families internalized their traumatic

experiences and displaygychological problems akin to PTSD. PTSD could be the
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underlying condition responsible for hyperagression and abnormal musth cycles
occurring too early. Being reared in extremely close social situations, the separation of

the orphaned calf from the familynit and the subsequent life of near isolation can cause

t he el ephant 0s psyche to become damaged. /
eventually rampage, kill, and display hyperagressibat isnot seen in the wild. Dr.

Bradshaw feels sociecologicallyinduced psychobiological trauma in humans is most

similar to such disruptions in elephants as well. Dr.dBhaw and her colleagues state,

fiWild elephants are displaying symptoms associated with human PTSD: abnormal startle
response, depression, unpreditt| e asoci al behavior and hyper
al. 807). Considering the recent revelation of Happy successfully passing the mirror self
recognition test, perhaps it is time for tfF
known i n tiee,nbaoti eeghéints sare selivare highly intelligent and social

creatures with differing and diverse psyches. It is this complexity that leads to the
difficulties in using them in war or circuses or other arenas for which they have not

evolved or voluntaly participated.

Elephants appear to contemplate death. Even though scientists are ignorant of the impetus
behind such matters, elephants appear to have a conceptual understanding of death. This
similarity to humans is relevant. lain Dougldamilton chims the extent to which
elephantsiold behavioral traits in common with human beings is relevant to the ethics of
how humans should treat them. He has presented many examples of this death awareness

of elephants over the years, yet the most iconic is @M. 975 book.
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He witnessed several adult elephants trying to help sick, dying, and even dead elephants
to their feet. Other elephants refused to abandon the decomposing corpses of their calves,
and one even carried her dead calf around on her tusksiysr Douglagiamilton says

what was harder to describe with reason was how elephants reacted to elephant corpses
they encounteredVhen wild elephants came across the bones of a dead elephant, they
became silent and slowly touched and fondled the borrea Wwhile. They passed the

bones around among their young and spent time touching and feeling them, often
showing special attention to the tusks which they may carry away from the skeleton and
then return later (Dougladamilton, 1975). The boisterous hestthking and trumpeting

ceased and the elephants appeared concentrated, pensive, and attentive. Afterwards, they

quietly walked away from the elephant bones and resumed their normal behavior.

Elephants did not treat the bones of any other animal this Bager researchers and

observers have even posited that elephants may very well be the only nonhuman life form

on the planet with an actual conscious understanding and conceptual perception of death
(Kistler xii). Elephant families even seem to visit ihéo u r i a | siteso of f al
often coming back to the bones for years to come. McComb, Baker, and Moss posit that
African elephants do in fact show a great interest in the bones of dead elephants,
particularly the skulls and ivory. However, they daubtful elephants actually visit the
Agraveso of specific family members. They
elephant remains. However, they feel this awareness of death remains significant.

Humans were long thought to be unique among the &nwvodd in that they grant
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importance to the dead bodies of their own species. Most animals only display a limited
interest; however, elephadtsas discussed are very different (McComb, Baker, Moss,

2006).

With this reverence and possible awareness ofhgdeatbecomes more poignant to
examine the use of elephants as instruments of death and destruction. An elephant surely
endures psychological damage when he or she is forced to torture another being.
Elephants do not kill for food in the wild, beingone tbé very few truly vegetarian
animals; it is human training that has allowed elephants to be instruments of warfare,
torture, and death. This should at least inspire rigorous ethical theorizing regarding the

use of such complex and salivare individuals.

The Ivory Trade

Westerners should not behave haughtily regarding these abuses heaped upon elephants by
people on the other side of the world or people in the past. Contemporary times are no

better for the elephants. It is true war elephants are a thitige gdast and awareness is

spreading, but elephants are still valued not for their intrinsic value but for their economic

potential. And a staggering majority of Americans are partially to blame for this. The

ivory trade is destroying the elephant and theited States is one of the largest
consumers of ivory product s. Sites such as [
|l i sted under the euphemi sm of AAfrican bone

items remain in high demand regardless ofntla@ner of death inflicted on elephants.
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A certain percentagef elephantshave always been born without tusks, but recently a

vast increase in the amount of tuskless elephants has been noted. Tusks evolved to protect

them from other elephants and possiledators. Currently, an evoluti@ppears to be
underway and tusks are not developing for pt
itself were trying to spare these creatures from human avarice, that [tuskless] gene is
spreading because thetusklesones are often the ,ta23)y ones |
DouglasHamilton has some keen insight on ivory harvesting. A longtime advocate of
elephants, he says it has often been suggested to him that the elephant is not being
overexploited by the ivgrand hunting trades and that his efforts may be excessive. He
claims this kind of statement results from
doubt whatsoeveréthe el ephant is being expl
ivory trade is thec a u s e 0 -ddndtan g0).aAs for people who feattacking the

cultures of those in Africa who are indigenous ivory hunters, he says Africa has become

little more than a dumping ground for weapons which are actively traded for ivory and

this ieokosw drce financially exploiting el epl
for the elephants [is] a moratorium on the international trade in ivory. Only if people
stopped buying, wearing, or selling the stu

(Doudas-Hamilton 3G31).

Animal Circuses and the Connection to Ancient War Elephants

The ivory trade may be closer to home than war elephants for most Americans, but there
are yet other problems more relatable to the average citizen. Truthfully, the exdtence

circus elephants is not much better than the lives of the Carthaginian war elephants of
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long ago. The average American is quick to shun ivory poaching and elephants being
used as war machines or executioners while continuing to attend the circus @ue to
longstanding outdated American iconic event. lronically, it is the ivory trade that supplies
many orphaned calves who are shipped to zoos and circuses around the world. A
multitude of research regarding what circus, zoo, and other performing elephastga

is available, and it is valid to link the life of a contemporary performing elephant in a

traveling circus to that of the war elephant in the military campaigns of antiquity.

Though some people are attempting to train with positive reinforcentastwidely
understood that circus elephants are usually trained with the application of pain and fear
(circuses.com, 2008). Many trainers feel this is the only reliable way to makean six
animal perform on cue while providing any degree of safetyrbmsgoers and elephant
handlers. Elephants are routinely whipped with ankuses, bull hooks and cattle prods.
They are poked and stabbed in sensitive areas. The tricks they are trained to perform are
not natural extensions of their behaviors and often resutlire and sometimes fatal
injuries. This has led some animal rights and animal welfare groups to adamantly protest

circus that use elephants.

In the wild, elephants often walk up to sixty miles a day, and in traveling circuses they
are often chainedh spaces the size of an automobile for up to twenty hours a day.
Elephants often display disturbing stereotypic behavior such as head swaying and shifting
from foot to foot (Epstein, 1993). It is believed by many that the crushing boredom, fear,

and lackof exercise damage their complex psyches and leads some of them to become
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violent and rampage, often killing children, adults and trainers. Then, they suffer a further
misfortune when they are labeled as violent or dangerous and isolated even further or
gunned down or otherwise euthanized. Conversely, zoo and circus advocates offer
contradictory evidence stating their animal are very well cared for and cite their
compliance with the Ani mal Wel fare Actodos (A
the AWA is soextremely limited in its protection thadhe fulfilment of its minimum
requirements in order to keep licensure does very little to actually protect the mental and
physical well being of the animals. As a result, many have called for the retiring of all
performing and captive elephants to the two large elephant sanctuaries in Teramessee
California as solutions toircus and zoo elephant issues. It appears the circus elephant
has direct links with the war elephant in complex psychological ways. Both were
capturedrom the wild, depriveaf needed socialization, had crushing isolation imposed
on them, never had their neseahet, failed to have their rights as individuals realized,

failed to be intrinsically valued and had their Daedalian psyches damaged.

Contemporary Protests and Progress

Elephant and other performing animals are quickly becoming ubiquitous installations in
circuses. With the increase in public awareddssgely due to campaigns and
undercover investigations by groups such as People fétttheal Treatment of Animals

and the Born Free Foundatibrmore people are actively protesting the cruel use of

el ephants and ot her animals in circuses. I

Greatest Show on Earth is currently on trial for violationthefEndangered Species Act
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in Washington D.C. After years of dilatory tactics, a federal judge has finally ortfeied

the case proceed to trial.dégann February 2009.

The United States Department of Agriculture recently confiscated an adult siale A

el ephant named Ned after video taken by prot
The government agency had only confiscated
former owner, Lance Ramos, has been accused of failure to comply withntimalA

Welfare Act and to properly care for Ned. After Ned was taken fvbmRamos, he was

delivered toThe Elephant Sanctuary in Tennessee where he will be cared for while his
permanent home is prepared in California at the Performing Animal Welfaret Spdies

Elephant Sanctuary habitat. Upon initial veterinary examination, Ned was found to have

been a full ton underweight. Veterinary professionals believe Ned was essentially

starving to deathhttp://www.elephants.com/Ned/ned_bio.htm).

Animal activists hae been asking the USDA to be more active in the utilization of its

right to remove elephants from owners who ar
basic guidelines. Through close public observation and elephant activism, Ned is now

being properly ared for in a facility that is equipped to provide for the complex needs of

elephants.

Also, circus attendance has been on the decline in the past years due to animal activism.
Recently, a circus performance was cancelled in Kentucky due fadgh#atless than

one hundred ticketsvere sold. Performance catatgons have become more frequent
since 1999. Peacefully assembling activists engage circusgoers and educate them about

the abuses elephants suffer at the hands of the circus. As more people rissgrch
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allegations and discover they are not merely the exaggerated claims of animal

advocated as circuses maintadncircus sales will continue to decline.

Negative publicity following ani mal deat hs,
ever waning attedance figures, and numerous USDA violations have worked in concert
with local grassroots animal activism to cause Ringling to lose major corporate sponsors
and millions of dollars worth of advertising. In 2004, MasterCard, after extensive
pressure from aPETA campaign, officially ended its sponsorship of the Circus.
Circuses.comds press release states:
fiThe decision (to end the sponsorship) was made after PETA sent
Master Cardos president and board of dir
standard circugndudryi training practices showing screamjnterrified
elephants being giously attackedwith sharp metal bullhooks and electric
prods during behinthe-scenes circus training sessions. MasterCard joins

Visa and Sears, Roebuck & Co. to become the third redtgponsor to end
Ringling promotions amid a flood of complaints (PETA, 2004)

With continuing pressure from concerned citizens and animal advocates, the popularity of
animal circuses will continue its downward spivsiter the 600 or so captive and
performing elephants are retired to elephant sanctuaries, the public and the small group of

global elephant professionals can truly begin to formulate approaches to save the elephant.

How to Save the Elephant: Nonconsumptive Use Versus Lethal Sustainable Use

Now that the ancient use of the war elephant has been related to contemporary circus and
other performing uses of the elephant, it is useful to examine two leading theories of how

best to conserve the rapidly declining populations of elephants. Two opp@siEpints
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iSustainabl e Loedurmmtdi vieNowt i |l i zati on, 0 have

contention.

Sustainable Use (SU) maintains that if an animedpecially an animal that is harmful

and dangerous to indigenous human socigétesmn provide economic hefits and
financial rewardo the country in which it lives, the people of that country will have a
greater interest in conserving the animal, thereby assuring the animal will be protected.
SU theorists claim that the lethal use of elephants providesynioneumans, cuts down

on environmental impact (African elephants have long been criticized for destroying
huge numbers of certain trees in Africa), provides more range for the surviving elephants
who will live easier lives as a result of the cullingikigj of the elephants. At the center

of this argument is economic incentive, and as a result big game hunting of the African
elephant is one of the most supported methods of SU, since a wealthy western hunter

might spend up to $100,000 on a hunt, killinguand ten elephants (Mundy, 2006).

While it may seem these points have merit, deomsumptive Utilization (NCU) claims

elephantd and other animads should be valued intrinsically and not killed for profit.

NCU proponents also claim ecotourism, such as mgnaphic safaris and elephant

watching treks, have the potential to bring in far more currency while not harming the

el ephant s. A | eading advocate of NCU, Paul
lifetime it can bring in over a million dollars in NClévenue (Irwin 131). Undoubtedly

both sides of the Sustainable Use debate have many members who are passionately
committed to the conservation of the elephant. Nonetheless, this researcher believes
methods of financial gain from the elephant which focug®mtrinsic value should be

explored in lieu of practicing Sustainable Use.
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To argue the case of Sustainabl e U8e, P. J.
Somet hing to Use andIn&rdatonal Joumal offEovibdnmentale d i n |
Studiedn 2006 is useful to examine. Mundy, who developed his views during his time as

an ecologist in the Zimbabwe Department of National Parks and Wildlife Management, is

well versed on the plight and situation of the African elephant. Mundy states that the
popuktion of the African continent is increasingpat he wor |l dds fastest r
per year, while only six of the 42 African countries do not exist addeel economies.

Il n 2006, Zi mbabweds human | ife expea@atancy w.
strong and urgent interest in how Africans can turn their natural resources into profit in

order to improve the admittedly negative gqua

The el ephant is presented as ogitestteimanff r i c aod s
aspects which provide value. Mundy mentions the very valuable ivory of the elephant. He

argues the elephant is indeed very photogenic, but NCU will not bring the financial
incentives needed. Mundy reports that in Zimbabwe the governmerforfeeophy

hunting of elephants is around $12,000 (Mundy 589). Taxidermy and shipping fees also

bring in revenue. Oftespending $100,000 on athheee e k hunt , he argues,
is therefore worth a | ot of monhasperhaps t he ho
coll ected only ten 6headsd in the processol(!
hunter is worth many tourists, and it is easier to see how value from a dead elephant goes

into the local community, such as the meat. Clearly one trophydaadd) is worth many

family groups (alive)o (595). The el ephant 0s
derived from the profit and valwue it provid

only to watch local people cutting up a shot elephant o appreci ate the
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importance; its actual value to the consumer andi soe o f the same envi
(Mundy 595). Hunting of the African elephant has long been the main focus of the very
profitable safari and sport hunting business in Africa, Hwiting and tusks are not the

only valuable items that may be used to generate economic incentives.

At the time of Mundyos articl e, the infl at]

1000%, no doubt a dire situation. The author mentions the usefulnesmgfparts of

the elephant: ARThe | eather makes wonder ful
briefcases, etc. o0 (Mundy 590). Bracelets ca
el ephantds tail and smal l tabl esirfeepas | amp s

well as the infamous wastebaskets which used to be a mark of the upwardly mobile in
Britain. Umbrella stanslare also made of their feet. Another valuable gach elephant

has to offer is meat, which can feed many people. Also its own regi@dus a
renewable resource that can be harvested as well. Thexipaet of calves orphaned due

to their parents being killetb zoos and circuses around the world can indeed produce
tremendous revenue. The dung of the elephant is even offered asamaccommodity

since it can be used as compost or turned into a type of paper.

Sustainable Use, for all theegative appearance on itgfage, is said to have elephant

conservation at its <core. Mundy s averg , neit
valuabl e ani mal, whet her alive or deadéhowe
one has to have enough |l ive elephants 1in th

elephants, SU believes culling to often be a very effective method. Culling #eeps
population to a manageable size and the heamgbable productsf the elepharstare

auspicious byproducts of the cull.
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SU also maintains culling is good for the environment. For a long time, elephants have

been destroying certain types of acaceesrin Africa, and this has been considered a

problem. Culling and trophy hunting provide economic incentives as well as reduce the
numberof elephants destroying the trees and environments. It is true elephants are one of

the few land mammals who customitheir landscape, often tearing down many trees and

stripping the bark with lethal consequences. Elephant density reduction has been
suggested as a method of reducing the damage
debate has been dominated by anitogérs and not at all by tree lovers. Why should

trees be killed by elephants? Are el ephants

P.J. Mundy and other SU supporters clearly put human concerns before animal concerns.

He says, Ai ncr eas eustalsacauseinceased desteuttienmhceopst s m
and worse stildl i ncreased death of humanso
population continues to increase drastically and encroach upon lands previous roamed

freely by elephants, humaslephant conft t s wi | | only increase a
elephant conflicts cannot be tolerated; the humans must be protected against marauding

wildlifeéa human death cannot be valued agai

However, for all his illogical sophistry, Mundy doeslaast condemn illegal poaching.

His solution to quelling ivory poaching is not stricter law enforcement or game patrol, but
providing enough incentives to discourage and stop the activity, e.g. assigning the
elephant even higher economic value. SU proptsneeject NCU as a viable possibility.
Mundy says, A Endl essumptve)osafarig in ahpniselves wllmot n
produce a thriving elephant population. An income of foreign currency from a

burgeoning ecotourism industry will not give resultsetephants if it buys Mercedes
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Benz cars insteado (594). Mundy concl udes by
Use are undesirable to sensible and vociferous groups of westerners and that SU remains
the only truly scientific method with which to sattee African elephant. NCU, it is

gleaned, is a foolhardy alternative based in emotionalism and anthropomorphism.

P.J. Mundy makes some seemingly logical claims regarding Sustainable Use that are
highly centered on human benefits derived from the elepf@ansome, his argument

seems based on an unpleasant supposition that elephants must in some manner pay their
way and contribute to failing human economies in order to justifiably be conserved. In
this vein, SU could be considered an evolutionary offsho@ieghant exploitation for

human benefit akin to the use of elephants for war or performing.

Paul G. Irwin, president and chief executive officer of the animal welfare group the

Humane Society of the United States, could not disagree with P.J. Mundy and
Sustainable Use more. In his 2000 bdatsing Paradise: the Growing Threat to Our

Animals, Our Environment, and Ourselyde examines the question of killing rare

animals with the hope of saving them. Irwin says the problem &ithis that the
methodsofel | i ng and hunting it supports wil/ on
captured at sustainabler at e t hat does not wipe out the s

economic valuing of the elephant and its products is not encouraging use of them that is

inany way sustainabl e. Calling Sustainabl e U:
biggame hunters and traffickers in wildlifebo
that was once called Aconsumptive rwafl dl i f e

wildlife are attempting to present themselves as the saviors of the wildlife they pay

significant amounts of money to kill.
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Sustainable Useby providing increased economic value to animals, actually promotes
unchecked killing of wildlife at an unstainable rate. Irwin cites that in the single decade

between 1979 and 1989 the population of the African elephant was reduced from around

1.4 million to only 600,000 due to the ivory trade anddmgne hunting. Problematically,

the price of ivory increaskalong with the number of elephants being killed, thusly

negating any practical feasibility of Sustainable Use. Only with the elimination of the
ivory trade in 1989 did this ApoaBlhi ng or
theoretically attempts to cearve wildlife through unfortunate but necessary lethal

techniques of population control and financial gain. However, Irwin argues practically it

only creates an inflated and thriving commercial market for endangered wildlife. He also
states, fia€ea in evhicla Sust@nable ause has been tried, it has created a
commercial market for wildlife that has stimulated uncontrolled, unsustainable killing of

the animals i nvol veenhdas babs20® rulling Bridiestf ivors mo st u

sales are becomingore common throughout Africa.

Irwin closes his chapter with some observations orghige hunting and the extinction

of certain species, somethir®J drastically opposes, mainly for financial reasons. In

Africa, the biggame animals are being eliminatedthe point of extinction primarily by

ivory poachers and bigame hunter s. l rwin says, nA Ospo
night shot the last three cheetahs ever seen in India. The last Barbary lion in the wild was

shot 1 n Mor oc c oppearsthé @dnifazus Of Butainabilitydbtis the

sustainability of human life. Any concern for the animals appears either weak or thinly
veneered. Given P.J. Mundyods ant hropocentric

topped by humanity, one woad s hi s t houghts and feelings
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regarding the last three cheetahs in India. No doubt the hunter paid the proper hunting
fees and had filed the proper paperwork. Most likely, some indigenous community in
India profited from this. Admiedly, this is conjecture, but the question of who earns
more importano@ animals or humairds has not been answered by science and should not

be closed for discussion in anyoneds mind,

Irwin and NCU argue for intrinsic valuing efephants who have rights to exist and to be
left alone by the eveencroaching onslaught of human population. Sustainable Use
appears to be simply commercial commoditization and exploitation of animals and the
outcome rarely varies, Irwin tells the readde also further illustrates the danger of this

commercial exploitation by mentioning another huge creature, the hugest on Earth in fact:

AConsi der the blue whal e, the | argest <creat

1965, over 325,000 blue whalevere reportedly taken. The season was finally closed
when only a mere 20 blue whales could be
the whales get more adept at avoiding whalers, or is there little sustainability in

Sustainable Use? Given there aow possibly as few as 3,000 blue whales left on Earth,

it appears the Il atter. SU appears to have

heart; however, closer examination seems to offer some stark contradictions. At the very
least, the theory oBustainable Use should be scrutinized and considered as only one

possibility among many other, ndéethal, possibilities.
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The Quickly Vanishing Elephant

Whet her being crushed by the oncoming stone
bombs of the Amigcan planes in Vietnam, the isolation of the American zoo, the effects

of PTSD, the bullets of the bigame hunter, th& i | | i ngs f ose) odteu st ai n al
endless beatings and chaining and neglect of the circus, it is not maudlin to say the

captive ebphant is unjustly enslaveds stated above,dth wars and circusesaptured

elephants from the wild, deprived them of needed socialization, imposed crushing

isolation on them, inadequately met their needs, failed to realize their rights as
individuals, filed to value them intrinsically, ardthmaged their intricate psyche. Does

humanity finally show signs of understandinipis, perhaps in the eleventh hour?

Presently, the elephant is quickly heagltoward extinction at an ewvercreasing pace.
Continuedcircus attendance is a primary reason the live export elephant trade still
flourishes in Africa and Asia. Scully quotes the French naturalist Befdarmhain de la

Cepede, and what he says of whales seems fi
flee before him [Man]; his art will transport him to the ends of the earth; they will find no
sanctuary except in nothingnesso (Scully161)]
so many who remain inactive and refuse to help it, will continue vanisimdgriuhe

influence of humanity until its inevitable extinction.

Starting with the warlords of antiquity and continuing through the contemporary animal
circus, elephants have forcibly bent to hum
best to save thelephant by elephant lovers and misguided persons on both sides.
However, science suggests that if the hunting and exploitation of the elephant continues

along with eveidincreasing human encroachment on elephant habitat, the
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elephant admired by so manymay possibly only be around only a short time longer

What DouglasHamilton said over thirty years ago remains apropos:

This ceordinated group defense [the gathered protection of the herd] has been one of the
el ephant 6s keys e ftorohungeds of thguaands ofeafsfagamst iav
multitude of predators, but it is now obsolete. Conditions have changed. Man with a gun
is a predator that can easily wipe them out, and thetkkeyst he el ephant os

now in the hands of man (259).

Final Thought: Future Strategies for Change

It is clear that the elephant is quickly vanishing. Extended critical discussion on elephant
conservation should contain clear and logical suggestions on how the average citizen can
help elephants. There is not a greapanderance of researchers writing exclusively on
elephants, and as the canonical literature grows it is apropos to present actual methods
which one can help the elephant. Many of the methods require no activity at all, save
restraint from certain goodand activities which are clearly leading to the possible

extinction of the three remaining species of elephants.

One does not have to go to Kenya, South Africa or India to truly help elephants. In fact,
some of the most helpful methods can be done franctmfort of home. Primarily,
avoiding all animal circuses is one of the easiest and most effective means. Due to the
previously discussed intertwined problems of poaching, trapping, the ivory trade, and
supplying young elephants to circuses, 1attendane is among the most active ways

one can help. If circus attendance continues to wane, eventually running an animal circus
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will not be financiallyiable Ken Feld has famously said he will only stop using animals
i n Ringlingds Gr eateepeinol@@eoshowam Sitcathey o, he h e n
feels there is @ublic interest in his circu®eople neetb tell friends and family why the

circus is ethically problematic concerning wild animals.

Also, never buy or own any product made from ivory. Poadkeye/ the global demand

for ivory is very profitable.. Despite the many years of the ivory ban, ivory poaching did
not completely vanish. In many parts of Africa, rangers shoot poachers dead on sight.
Being well known to poachers, this serves as an illistraf the significant profits that

can be made from killing elephants and selling them piecemeal. Now, if the poaching ban
is lifted or more on®ff ivory sales are authorized, the ivory trade could once again begin

decimating elephants.

Concerned persancan also donate to one of the two elephant sanctuaries in the United
States. Both of them require huge amounts of hay, fencing, fruit, vegetables, exotic
veterinary care, tools, vehicles, and other needs as well as formidable monthly payments
on thousansl of acres of land. The Tennessee Elephant Sanctuary has numerous ways in
which citizens can help their evexpanding herd. Donations are always accepted, and
they offer memberships. More financially capable donors can engender an elephant
endowment,antt hei r fAfeed an el ephant ,fsdghavang day o
produce delivered. Elephants love all manner of produce and they need, literally, tons of

it. All non-captive conservative elephant facilities have numerous easy ways one can help.

Also, one of the most rewarding ways in which one can help is to go to the facility and

volunteer i f oneds proximity permits. Vol

elephants and elephant facilities.

102

p

P



Journal for Critical Animal Stddies)e VI, Issue 1, 2009 10-

If one has the means to travel overseas, eleplalohtourism is a very exciting and

viable option. In Thailand, the Elephant Nature Park ran by Lek offers rare opportunities

to live and coexist near its herd of Asian elephants for very reasonable rates. Some of the
Asian elephant parks offer elephaimes and are not as ethically consistent as they
Sshould be; however, Lekb6bs El ephant Nature
world. As for the African elephant, there are several protected areas in Hr@arzmnes
voluntourists can travelnal see elephantsometimes very inexpensivelfthis ece

tourism money goes a long way for the African and Asian parks. For one ex&eme,

collects around $50 million a year from elephant viewing tourists. Bringing in much
needed income to these nai@b parks, ectoourism, voluntourism, and tourism are

sustainable because they do not deplete elephant and animal populations.

Elsewhere the David Sheldrick Wildlife Trust (DSWT) and other organizations have
adoption programs. The DSWT, headed by Dr. libep Sheldrick,takes in rescued
orphaned elephasmtand cares for them until they are released into the wild. Concerned
elephant lovers can adopt one of these orphans by donating reasonable amounts of money
and in turn the foundations will use the moneyc#éme for one specific elephant whose

information and pictures will be provided to the benefactor.

Ultimately, however, it is paramount that the public gets educated on the plight of
performing elephants and other performing animals. Children often Iseetelephants

at circuses and zoos. It is the difficult responsibility of the parent to realize that their child
seeing a thoroughly depressed and restrained animal forced to do unnatural tricks for

human profit does not foster true education and compageiothese animals. Some

people feel arda ni ma | circus activists are trying
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elephants. After all, the vast majority of humans will never see an elephant in person
unless it is in captivity. Perhaps humanity has nonasiciright to see elephants in person

at all. Consider the ancient plight of war elephants and the long service of Man into
which they were pressed. Still other uses of elephants as logging elephants in Thailand or
temple elephants in India have not beeascuissed in this piece and also merit close
examination. Nonetheless, consider what has been presented and consider the probably
five thousand years in which humans have taken elephants from their natural habitat and
forced them into service. If the onlyay to save the elephant is to keep them from most
humans, then so be it. They deserve sanctuary. Once, millions of elephants roamed the
entire continent of Africa. Now only a little over half a million are scattered in Sub
Saharan regions. They once spreadtly throughout Asia and are now only found in
India, Thailand, Sri Lanka and China. It is time the world at large and the global
scientific community took a close look at how to conserve and save the elephant and how
to no longer profit frontheir might, power, body or for entertainment. It is time to save

the elephant.
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Mythologies and Commodifications of Dominion inThe Dog Whisperer
with Cesar Millan

Lisa JacksonSchebetta

The dog calls forth, on the one hand, the best that a human person is capable
of 1 selfsacrificing deotion to a weaker and dependent being, and, on the
other hand, the temptation to exercise power in a wilful and arbitrary, even
perversive manner. Both traits can exist in the same person. (Tuan, 1984:
102)

In 2004, The Dog Whisperewith Cesar Millanpremiered on the National Geographic
Channel . Each half hour episode foll ows
solve or fix dogs 0o mnttemademrrtadelision segmerts i n
Millan, a first generation Mexican immigranperforms his expertise at establishing
dominance over the troubled canines, and the dogs, both rescue mongrels and designer
purebreds, perform their neuroses and subsequent submission to him, all to the
amazement of the mostly white and often middleigperclass owners. Meanwhile, in

the comfort of their own living rooms, a mass human audience enjoys the entertainment.

In The Dog Whisperethe relationship between humans and dogs, and culture and nature,
is mythologized into a narrowly conceptualizéoiminance paradigm through which the
nonrhuman animals are presented as commod:i
desiresNot only shall a dog not bite, but s/he should also get into a swimming pool, sit
quietly while a mass of kindergarteners sihdian or her, and instantaneously overcome

neurotic behaviors, even those originally fostered by humans. The humans in the show

! Lisa JacksosSchebetta, School of Drama, PhD Program in Theatre History and Critical Theory,
University of Washington, lisaj6 @u.washington.edu.
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are trained by Millan to be fApack | eaders: o
i n t he soci al hi efrnaartcuhryal o D Beani ded ooder .
methodologies may be erroneous, either wholly or partially false, they are ideological

beliefs that are, as Terry Eagleton (1991) writeal enoughthat is, there is an effective

benefit received from them, botklationally (between human and Rbuman animals)

and economically (for Millan and the National Geographic Corporation). The clients buy

Mill ands time and want results; the progr amf
endings sell; Millan wants tearn an income. In this arrangement of benefits, however,

the dogs are largely left out.

How we represent dogs, and receive those representations, affects and informs not only

our relationship to the greater animal world, of which humans are only cete ba¢ also

to the social forces of production that underpin our subjectivities and our daily lived
relationships with commercial industrie$he Dog Whispererepresents all dogs,
regardless of developmental or genetic specificity, as products thattsakand adorn a
consumetbased lifestyle. Contingently, Millan, as the dog expert, accesses and performs

a hybrid identity as a product himself. While he embodies, on the one hand, the
fulfillmentofsefi nventi on promi sed by &ldoparticigatee r i c an
both by coercion and volition, in a legitimation of United States imperialism. Millan is at
once constructed both as an American who ha
immigrant struggling to assimilat&he Dog Whisperegpresents a chain of excluded and

displaced soci@conomic, inter and intrgpecies identity signs unmoored from material
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histories.| am interested in exploring, one, why this might be so and, two, what an

alternative might look like.

Inspired by KatherinePer | o0 s decl ar at icanstioust hisorical 1 An an
materialism would include the productive, reproductive and appropriative needs and
activities of all beings throughout evol uti c
nonhuman animals andheir histories. Although necessarily, implicated as dogs are in

human lives, both species will be examined as bearing on one aridthbope is that

this project will fuel further interest in reconceptualizing the present and the past from a
perspective D plurality and difference, where the human is just one being in a
constellation of historical, social and economic struggles, in order to destabilize
narratives of dominion predicated on class and naturalized practices of anthropocentrism

and imperialism.

For the purposes of this study, | will focus on the television program and its narratives

and methods of representation instead of on
limit myself to season one dhe Dog WhispereAs the program continued air on the

National Geographic Channel, controversy around Millan and his methods swelled;
additionally, human celebrities as well as organizations such as the Los Angeles Police

Department began to guest star.

A larger study could be pursued arouhd polemical arguments his program incites as

well as the counter media campaigns engineered to stem, control and deflate the criticism.
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By following that line ofin qui r vy, however, and tracing the
dramaturgy and marketing, thegs themselves, | contend, would be overshadowed by

human celebrity.

Pet and Owner or Companion Species

AAs the United States became a modern i ndu
Katherine C. Grier ifPets in America: A History fip et  aeocameyadmmodities, ( b

reared specifically for the purposes of sale, to be purchased as inventory by store owners

and as goods by customerso (2006: 231) . Gr i
small business into what we now know as a pet industrya poductive forcethe pet

industry encompasses everything from mongrel animals, expensive rare breeds, and
designer canines to dog shows and agility competitions; vegetarian biscupackeged

raw food diets, massage, and glittery dresses; overeawhelters, cyber communities,

and dog birthday parties. In short, the pet industry disseminates a host of manufactured

goods that rely on myths about what a dog is or shouldrbe.coeevolutionary history

of dogs and humans, as well as the specifafityogs as a distinct but contingent species,

is displaced by a mythology that sustains itself by evacuating thutagn relationship

of behavioral and ecological difference. The consequences for theunzen animal in

the equation are detrimental: tlogs are left vulnerable to becoming victims of

ignorance, abuse, and waste.

2 See theNGS website for synopses of episodetp://channel.nationalgeographic.com/channel/dogwhisperer/episodes_seasoni.html
See also Milio, Jim and Melissa Jo Relt Dog Whisperer with Cesar Millan: The Ultimate Episode Guidilhe American
HumarBoci ety i ssued a | elhettmining tactics fe@@ed ot @Gesar Mikpbsy Whidperefprogram are

inhumane, outdated a ndbcuinamtpsebbip//eww.americanhimane.ofgjor t he f ul |
®*Rol and Barthes, in AMyth Today, o6 identifies myth as a connotat.

semiological system of its material histan order to enforce, and naturalize, a bourgeoisie ideology (1972). It is form this discourse
that | am drawing.
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Two familiar relationship formations between humans and dogs that operate as
mythologies are anthropocentrism (in which the dog is regarded as a furry human) and
idealization (vinerein any dog is expected to be a perfectly behaved-sapgyanion).
Heidi J. Nast characterizes the anthropocentric relationship as unqualifiedly positive; the
pet replaces the child as a thedogislexgehdableove o0b]j
where the human child is not:

Dogs can be dressed up as your baby forever. If @rpetal becomes

onerous (scratching furniture, pooping on a carpet, or spraying the house

when you are gone too long), you can have therolalged, euthanized, or

given away If a pet becomes a financial or mobility burden (you change

towns or jobs), it can be given up for adoption or taken to the SPCA. And if

it dies, you can have it cloned. All advantages that human children do not

share (2008: 302).
The point of view espgsed by Nast, that expendability is exactly what makeslpgs

marketable, is a disturbing underside to, and a propelling force of, the consumer driven

pet industry.

Furthermore, when a dog is shifted socially
understand the specific needs of the dog is inhibited and elided. If the dog is not

di scarded at whi m, he may b essnifarather thamt o a r
permitted the autonomy or behavioral boundaries appropriate to a separate speages. Whil

Millan works to expose this myth, placing love as a third priority behind exercise and
discipline in the dodhuman relationship, he still permits it to exist in the television

program and supports its continuation. In multiple episodes of season one, he

linguistically extends the parental instincts and habits of dog owners towards their human

111



Journal for Critical Animal Siidiesie VI, Issue 1, 2009 112

children to their pet§l am not trying to declare that we can know what the dogs want;
indeed some may enjoy being dressed up, respond tctd@byr sleep wellin a
pseudebassinet. lam arguing that anthropocentrism sets up unrealistic expectations of
what kinds of treatment a given dog may be able to endure. If a dog does not respond
well to being cradled on his back like a human baby, for instance, andrrijgethe

human, the dog faces dismissal, punishment or disposal.

Just as dangerous for dogs is the myth afleal: a loyal sidekick, weladjusted, house

trained, tons of fun and ready to give love unconditionally. The expectations of the dog
owner @n be unreasonable, informed by cultural icons such as Lassie and Rin Tin Tin or
predicated on the cuteness of a fAhelpl esso

to co-habitate with a human family, let alone save Timmy from the well or endure dres

up ti me, i's already a fde macondrol mrgl cgnioeb f or i
emotional and cognitive skills matching tho:
38) . I f the dog cannot | ive up to yer owner

discarded.Dogs are abandoned or given to a shelter for just about any reason: tooving
anewhouse, going on vacation, kids outgrowin
work and so on. In the pet industry, there is too mucbnefproduct, at last: the dogs

themselves. The dogs become animate surplus value with nowhere to go.

To combat this waste and disregard, Donna HarawayTh@ Companion Species

Manifesto(2003), argues for a reevaluation of the -dhgnan relationship by attending to

* Episodes 9fiMayad), 3 ({iRubyo), and 4 {iCoach).
® When referring to dogs in this paper, | will alternate between masculine and feprioimmins.
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the history of the ceevolution of both species and the genetic predispositional needs of
individuals, both human and ndnuman. This requires humans to shift the paradigm of

Apet and owner o towards an understamding of
and existence across species. I n Harawayo©6s
each other; one is not, in the relationship, more valuable than the other but neither are

both beings the same. Furthermore, the relationship between the human adatan

i nstantaneous bond, but a process of Asi gn
adaptation predicated on commitment, patience and educatibiu Yuan points out that

the doghuman relationship is not, cannot be, one of equality (1984). Theislo

depenént on the human and the human must set boundaries for their lives together. The
human, however, rather than being simply an owner enjoying their possession, could be

more attentive to how their dogs come to be their possession. Practicamioiir
breeding and mating ar e, -dbwnarmelavonshig (28984: nAr epr
108). Haraway proposes they be foregrounded. With these two theorists in mind, |
suggest that humans have options in how they choose to perform as the arfintaé wit

most power.

The specific and ethical investigation, along with its attendant interspecies accountability,
that Harawayargues forcould expose the material underpinnings of the ideological
apparatus (capitalism, individualism, primacy of the hunaisposability of the other,

and so on) that produs@nd suppog nonhuman and human abuse and waste. This

exposure, in turn, might offer an opportunity to critique and change the naturalized
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systems that govern our iing relationships amongst and betwespecies.The Dog

Whisperer airing on a legitimate science channel, widely popular and with a large
audiencecould be an effective platform for just such debate. The possibility, however, is
evaporated by the programdesdefdogst ® Thhese@lolg:
historicized in terms of their own lived existence or their relationship with their humans.

The dogs are transformed into essentialized, simpltfipds Aithe bad dog, 0 At

dog, 06 Athe child dog, 6 Athe ideal dogodo and s

The humans, in fact, are largely excused from history by the dominance paradigm, the

Pack Leader mentality espoused by Millan, in which the dog is required to submit to the
humanos wi s hesisautodatidally giverh a naarowly defined rigat

dominion. For example, in episode five, we meet Brooks, a Burmese Elkhound, who was
purchased by his ownerecaldbglcauSkee heouwplo® keda\
southern California to Oregon to buy him as
The woman simplyvantedhim, in true capitalist desire; she did not research, as far as we

can tell from the television program, the breed and its needs nor the breeder. The dog
became a fetishized product; the owner, and the viewers at home, are goetmitt

purchase a dog based the drive of consumer desire. For Brooks, the consequences of

being a product to satisfy humans had pathetic consequences.

When Brooks was a puppy, it was funny, his owners relate, to make him chase a laser

pointer. Five yars later, the dog has been so conditioned to play with lights, he cannot

® Eagleton is not addressing cresgsecies ideology but his arguments hold for my investigation. He
envisions a challenge to ideology in the form of das
discussion of these mattersincondite as fr ee as possi bl3). from dominati o
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stop panting and searching for flashing shadows or reflections. The neurosis was
engendered and cultivated by his owners; now they want him fixed. Millan forces the dog

to abandon Isigame: when he chases a flash or a shadow, Millan jerks his choke collar to

surprise him into stopping. The human, Millan tells the couple, must become dominant,

mu s t become the Pack Leader. The human owne
history bu not held seriously accountable for t
problems in the first place. They do not need to be. The dominance paradigm permits a

power relationship not only of owner over pet, but of human over animal, and culture

over natu e . However, as Eri ka Fudge argues, Anot
is innocent, however it is presentedo (2002
owners the permission, because of their constructed superiority, to do whatever they want

tot heir dog: to forcibly Afixo a neurosis b

inherent in the paradigm, to create one.

Naturalizing Domestication and the Dominance Paradigm

Tuan points out that ADomesti cat heosamemeans d
root sense of mastery over another béimgf br i nging i nto oneds hou:
99). Yet, it seems to me that we need to parse out the nuances of meaning between these
words in order to cultivate a curiosity about our complicity in thgl@tative measures

of the pet industry and our responsibility to other species. This is not to propose that we

can speak for dogs, for their wants or desires, although dog owners certainly have habits

of doing so which can be productive in pet caRather, | suggest that we examine what

'See Arluke and Sander so RegaadipgAmimal§lo9dcIpeaki ng for Dogs,
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we accept as fAgivenso in thehuamaac tiimeenltatad o

moment s. O

Relational moments, writes Haraway, the instances in which a dog and a human make
contact, are the smallest units of analysiserms of the humadog companion species,

its Ainherited historieso anTthe DognWlispeses ar y | o
there is, for each dog, a web of relational moments with which she has to contend: she

must interact with her owners, thenoara crew, and, by extension, the viewers at home,

all of which are arranged around her interaction with Cesar Millan.

Each episode is constructed as follows: the dog is filmed performing his problem
behavior, a male human voioeer describes the situam briefly, the owners share their

exasperation with the film crew, and Millan arrives. He meets the people and shares with
them his basic philosophies: fa dog needs e
and the human fihasTheséemaher aacar ¢ etalder ansyv
problem, regardless of where the dog has come from or his or her current state of
agitation. Although there are alternative theories about dog behavior and training, any
discussion of these is omittéMillan then meets the dog, the dog submits to him, and

the owners cel ebrate, often voicing their a
have witnessed. The formdlgroblem dog meets Millargog submits, and owners are

overjoyed does not waver. Although theodtage is clearly edited to construct the

predictable story, each episode presents itself as natural and spontaneous.

® The slogans are fenforced in each episode of the television program and distributed through the internet
andppduct sal es. From Millanés website, you can purcha
Leader . o Mill an also tours. See http:// www. cesar mil
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Describing shark documentaries, Ni gel Rot hf
constructed endeavours in which, among other thic@siera angles and exposures are

carefully worked out in advance; animals are enticed, coerced, or otherwise manipulated

into becoming performers; and overall story lines are fashioned to meet specific,
conventional narr at i e Dog Wihpspeceterapioysahe same ( 2 00 2 :
techniques. We never see the film crew or the camera, but each segment is
dramaturgically manipulated, in terms of its documentary style and melodramatic plots,

to convey theothernesf the dog and the superiority of the hauim The humans ohhe

Dog Whispererare filmed in stationary positions, looking straight on at the camera,

talking directly to it and establishing a connection of sameness with the human audience

at home. The dogs are filmed in styles similar to wildlilEeumentaries: we might see

through their eyes in a distorted lens, but most often they are objects that react to, or even
attack, the camera. There is one important
and Millands dogs. $ hha vidwer Byotapping entbumanfear,e s wo r k

The Dog Whisperein contrast, takes advantage of the gfears.

The camera intentionally zooms in on and is placed in close physical proximity to dogs
who are aggressive or fearful of strange objects, suchuasi the Chihuahua, Coach the
Boxer and Ruby the Vizsla (episodes 1,2,6he dogs are provoked into snarling and
bearing their teeth futilely; their fear is exploited for dramatic effect. Nonaggressive fears
are taken advantage of for comedic effect. &mample, in episode one, Kane the Great

Dane is afraid of shiny floors. Through Kan

° Additional provocations of reactivity also occur in episodes 2,4, 8.
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wi ggles and wobbles while fiscaryo music
stems from a real experience: the dog slkippad fell as a puppy and knocked himself

out. With the Dominance/Pack Leader theory in mind, however, the fear of Kane is
simply irrational and the human must show him so. The solution is to put a choke collar
on him and force him to confront the floor lbynning and pulling him along behind.
Technically, Kane could have been left alone; his home does not have shiny floors, and
he walks fine on carpet, cement, tile, grass, stairs, sand and so on. But his owner wanted
him to come to her prechool classroom o t he chil dren coul d si
him. At the end of the episode, Kane, ears back, eyes rolling and tongue lolling as he
pants heavily in distress, sits in a circle of shouting and clapping children while his

smiling owner looks on.

Regardéss of the method of training used and whether we agree with it or not, the
representation of the dog tkat of a clown or a goofball whose sole purpose is to
entertain his human. Both aggressive and
wild beasts to be domesticated or inexplicable, irrational mysteries to be solv&teIn

Dog Whisperer t he goal is always a product (a
desires) and the method is rightful domination based on the human action of

domesticdon.

Behaviorists have critiqued and questioned the application of dominance theory to dog
behavior. Because it is based on a study of wolves in the wild, it does not take into

account the genetic morphologies or behavioral adaptations that domasticati
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engenders!® Dogs and wolves share genes and physiognomy, but their social
arrangements are necessarily slightly, yet vitally, different. Evolutionary biologists

continue to debate the development of the dog. Although one possible narrative is that
Amanok the (free) wolf and made the (servan
it is equally likely that canines adapted themselves to share the resources of early
hominids (Haraway, 2003: 28)he Dog Whisperedoes not permit multiple narratives of
thedoghuman r el ationship; it is mired in a bou

nature, in which dogs are the lowest cléss.

Dog Training and Ahistorical Product Pets

How to best train a dog is hotly debated in the behaviorist world. In the daatl€,
positivereenforcement training, in which the dog is rewarded for behaving appropriately
with a treat, affection or a toy, has become increasingly popdaitive does not mean
permissive; discipline is still prioritized but it is conditioned witlh physical punishment.
Inappropriate behavior, including reactivity to other animals, fear, aggression or simple
bad mannersare not rewarded or punishethey arereshaped That is, the undesired
behavior is counteconditioned. For example, my dogssared of snowmen lead her
towards a snowman and with every step she takes closer to the snowman, or for every
moment she does not spin out of control or bark, | reward her with a treat. This can take

weeks and requires patience. | do not know whatethter fear and | cannot know the

0On the relationshiphewe en dogs and wol ves, Mc Connel | writes: iDomesticati on
selection (most probably both took place), includes a process of developmental inhibition in which adult individualeaiétain d

characteristicef the young. In one sense, dage wolves their genetics are so similar that they freely interbreed. . . And yet, dogs

arenod6t wolves at al | . Those who work with wolves wunani mously a
matterow s kil l ed or experienced you ar e, FPprdhe LoweoofakhDodOoa IWwRwol ves on th
“I'n fiMarx and the Underdog, ® Katherine Perlo arguesthé¢ hat fAani mal s,
human proletariat, were reduced to their status through dispossession, not only of autonomy within their own habitaiftiheeven

geneticmakeipo (2002: 306) .

9
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extent of it, therefore, | am to remain respectful of her thresholds for information and
tolerance for fear, reading her body language moment by moment while also monitoring
my own. The slightest tension on her leash mbyna her. Proponents of positive
reenforcement training argue that its effects are lasting and predjctabieatter who is
holding the leash. The dog and human in this situation are working reciprocally, as a

team, and history is just as important agypess”*

In negativereenforcement training, an undesired behavior is punished with fear, pain or
surprise. If my dog is afraid of snowmen, | punish her for her fearful behaviors by using a
choke collar, a leash pull, an ear pinch or a collar grab, éoroing her to face her fear

and tolerate it until | am satisfied she has overcome the phobia. In this insterae,
situated in a dominance paradigm where | insist she acquiesce to me on my time
scheduld or else The catch is, of course, that she nasgociate the pain with other
stimuli. With snowmen this may not matter, but she might be very excited by children
and in her exuberance jump all over them. | could reshape her with treats, reenforcing
calm behaviors or leading her away from her belovels ki she cannot behave; or |
could pull or pinch her when she starts to react to the approaching children. It is possible,
in the latter case, that she will associate pain with children, and become fearful or

aggressive towards geétemhuritc,hill dh awe'?tom crhaeke

“For an evolutionary investigation ofitv@regsd cogniti ve
enforcement learning theory, its scientific support and examples of its applications across species, see Pryor
(1999).

3 For a detailed analysis of genetic and experiential fear development in dogs and counter conditioning it
with positive reerforcement, see McConnell (2005, 2006, 2003).
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Millan subscribes to negative reenforcement, the most effective for the Pack
Leader/Dominance paradigm, and uses it successfully. | do not doubt that Millan believes

he has the ani mal s éinsibtele is humane and Besid affectiomate mi n d ;
and gentle towards them once they have learned to submit to him. Millan is also devoted

to exercising the dogs in appropriate ways, yet, and this is key, only if the owner has the

time to make the effort. On ttee | evi si on progr am, the dogso
circumscribed by their ownerso6 desires, whi
dog. The nonhuman animals are lifted out of their histories, as if where dmeyfrom

and what they have expenced has no bearing on the present moment in which they live.

The human animals, consequently, are excused from taking responsibility for any part

they may have had, directly or indirectly,

Ruby, for example, a rare and @@y HungariarVizsla, was purchased from a breeder at

two years old (episode 3). She is fearful, possessive of toys and food, and aggressive.
While Millan instructs her owners about being dominant leaders, she cowers at her
femal e owner 6 sameraenmies in forhaecloseup,siee visibly shakes with
anxiety. The owners, a white, clearly upper class family, are not only frustrated with

Ruby, but disappointed. Their previous dog, of the same breed, had been gentle and
affectionate, just as her breédi s supposed to be. o Millands
negative reenforcement to force her to submit to objects she is afraid of, such as the
camera, and to relinquish toys she usually growls over. Necessarily, the dog may be
afraid of him as well, andehuses this to his advantage. Finally, the children of the family,

because it is summer, want Ruby to go into the swimming pool. Millan pulls her into the
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pool by her choke collar to the cheers of the family; then the children, with the choke
collar on thedog, leap into the pool, dragging Ruby with them. Finally, after her swim,
Millan holds Ruby down and cuts her toenails, yet another fear of hers that she has

miraculously conquered all in the space of one tenks to Millan.

Mi |l |l ands mett hagpearnos k, but agai n, the fami/l
establishing, or nurturing, their dogbs feal
The symptom is treated but preventative education iprestentedFurthermore, Ruby

has, in some waydeen tormented if not outright tortured. She has endured repeated
exposure to all of her worst fears, amidst the strangers of the film crew and in the space

of a few hours, in order to please her owners and the television audience at home. At the

end ofthe episode, the children splash in the pool (Ruby still with her leash and choke

collar on) and the grownups promise their commitment to being dominant pack leaders.

A AAhappyo ending; but what happens when Mil
leash ad he is not present? What new scars or trauma might Ruby now be saddled with?

Not al |l ani mals can be fixed so quickly (p
change is permanent), and not al/l humans ca
leaving out any possibilities for viewing the ddmiman relationship besides the

dominance theoryThe Dog Whispereideologically subscribes to an empirical narrative

of humandés domi ni od{humanvaaimablwaydserves and chdnges n o n

while the humamnimal remains the beneficiary.
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As in the pet industry, the dogs Tine Dog Whispereare surplus. In consumer culture,
domestication has displaced them from their use value as guarders or herders and situated
them in the far morpeannebnuslho us 0f jAatb ot hoef sfacnoel
private property and expected to serve thei
dominance paradigm of the human and nonhuman animal is, again drawing on Eagleton,

real enough; so is the subordinate Mexican, ti& hérder to be protected and the

American DreamThe Dog Whisperguerpetuates all four.

NeoCol oni alism and the AAmerican Dr eamo

A critique o f Mil |l ands met hods and phil os
investigation of how Millan himself performs, by choice and by capitalist coercion,

for his clients as a colonized subject. Through the television series and its attendant
commercial industry, we can see Millan constructed and sold as a human product. Yet,

Millan also participates in this construmti, enacting his own version of the American

Dream.

Millan crossed the U.S./Mexico border illegally as a youth; he did not know any English.

He was shelpmrdaeal Mgxiacdin gui de experienced i
United States, Millarbroughthis deep affinity for and knowledge of dogs. He learned

about canine behavior from his grandfather, a fact he proudly acknowledges. In

celebration of Hispanic Heritage Month in 2007, for example, Millan tells his readers that:
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fiMy grandfather wa®ne of many workes and ranch families in Mexico
who earned a meager income working parcels of land rented from the richer
families. On every farm in the area including his, there were working dogs...
Through observing my grandfather's behavior with thek g the farm, |
learned much of what | apply in my work with dogs to@siytlan, 2008)
Once in California, Mi | | groomdt to dadrieieedof the s way

stars. He remains still clearly physically marked as a Mexican of indigenoisgke

with brown skin and accented English.

Neither the Millan industry nor Millan deny his background. The very presence of Millan

as a national star and pop culture icon makes visible and valuable the unseen or
disappeared histories of economicadlypressed Mexican migrants, both those who are
undocumented and those who successfully bec
however, is necessarily also tailored to fit the desires of his clients and custobaters.
l'iterally meanansaf o maltfi od@ ©Dhhe sted f t hat Mi
ultimately allowed him was aided, metaphorically, by a wild canid. On the National
Geographic Channel, Millan carries with him a trace of the primitive, of the wild to be

tamed.

In the opening credits dfhe Dog Whisperea montage depicts Millan running with his
pack of canines, swimming, climbing and playing with them. He is almost a dog himself,
albeit the one in charge; the opening sequence also shows him wrestling ferocious
looking dogs, teeth baresihd bodies tense, into submission. We see him enjoying his
dogs and taming them, by himself. These images hearken back to his familial history, to

the lessons learned from his grandfather. They also portray a man who is able to spend
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his time doing the tinig he loves, who has been able to sell his unique skills, who might

be a role model for others who look like him. At the same time, the introductory montage
constructs Millan as closer to nature, as distincitiler than his American clients
becauseof his relationship with the dogs. He is constructedaasystical, primitive

native born with a gift that makes him more nonhuman than human. With his human
clients, Millan often imitates their dogs, panting and wiggling. The dominance paradigm
Millan sells ircludes himself: he can acceptably be the alptade of the dog pack
because he i1is I|Iike a dog, and therefore,
natur e, the developed and <coloni al Uni t ed

developing Mexico.

Albert Memmi identifies two ways in which the colonized can survive colonization: he
can assimilate or he can revolt (1965). Assimilation is denied by the colonizer; the
colonized will never be given complete access. Revolution requires a violent upbfeava
the colonial structure. Millan proffers a third option: assimilate just enough in order to
remain nonthreatening. In doing so, Millan partially both preserves and sacrifices his
heritage, creating opportunities tboth put forward andublimate partef his iMexican

nessd

Millan, despite having a wife and two children who sporadically appear as his helpers, is
shown to be happily more comfortable with dogs. His clients, therefore, do need not to
worry about him jostling for a position more powerfinan theirs; he contentedly

performs for them according to their wishes. Additionally, he always comes from
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elsewhere t hat i s, he arrives at his clientso hc
him crossing any more borders by moving into their meagirhood. Millan is assimilated

just enough into the power structure of bourgeois American culture to remain outside of it

as a South of the Border servant. Because he does not threaten to revolt against the power
structur e, he is xnmiccampd awhe has al édigoomeld Mteo

from America.

The tension between Millan the product and Millan the man, both of which are mediated
through a consumer cul tur e, creates an uns’
perpetually comes intéocus and slips away. For his economic wellbeing, and for his

survival, Millan negotiates, in his multiple performances, a bridge between two cultures

by way of his relationship with dogs. Me mmi
rarely well seateddl ( 196 5: 124) . Per haps. Mi | | an, howe\

be both American and Mexican, an embodiment of layered histories dependant on his

relationship with nonhuman ani mal s. The dog
desireandMi | | identify sormation.
Mill an gains |icense to participate in the u

a person can come from nothing and, with hard work, rise to the heights of riches and
fame. Millanalsolegitimates a colonialist cycle of ogssion and dominance, performed

by a brown body who mediates the exchange of dog bodies between white bodies. Both
races exploit nature; Millaremains complicit in the capitalist system of the pet industry.

The dogs, once again, are the extra bodies peamit the economic exchange of
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monetary valueand cultural hegemony. As Millan walks across the pavement to pull

Ruby into the gorgeous swimming pool of his affluent clients, he strolls past meticulously

cared for landscaping. What we do not see is wkeand the pool and who tends the

fl ower s. I n southern Cal i f orandweomengodsibymnay wel |
illegal, disenfranchisedor impoverished Theirab s enc e combi nes wi t h
missing history and moves from a local to a national Isce , I n which #fAbour g
are experienced as the evident |l aws of a neé
presence may critique the culture of the colonizer, but his presence is also an image of

how the colonizer wants to see him. Boundariesvéen species are used to support

boundaries between race and class and vice versa.

Reimagining the Dog: Past, Present and Future

Environmental historian and philosopher Clare Palmer proposes we start to look at our
ethical responsibility to animals thrglu the paradigm of human benefit (2008). That is, if

a person benefits or has benefited in any way from an industry involved in keeping
animal® and conceivably everyone has benefited, either directly or indirectly, from
animals by way of food, technologmedicine or clothing then the person is obligated

to care about how animals are treated. | propose we extend this responsibility to the way
animals are represented, as a presence or an absence, in narratives of history, media and
nation. In terms of domasated dogs, this would mean reconfiguring the way we view
human history as well as evolution; the human animal would have to be resituated in the
entire constellation of animals that inhabit the world, not as the ruler of a kingdom, but as

one more sentrg being dependant on a host of other sentient beings for its livelihood. It
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would also require an exposure of and debate over the material underpinnings of
domestication and dominance myths. Structured to benefit the material and ideological
conditions ofthe human (culture) over the dog (nature) in the-ldmgan equation, these
myths also legitimate, as evidenced bge Dog Whisperercolonial and economic

oppression amongst nations, in which the capitalist system benefits most.

To truly revolutioniz the caninehominid relationship would require a considered
evaluation of, and acquiescence to, individual as well as shared histories. Dog training
debates must be moved out of futile and circular arguments about instir@tiandne

nessy) and interrogeed instead for the cultural myths and material conditions they
perpetuate. If a training methodology is based solely on dominance, on a slave and master
dichotomy, it is simply not acceptable if we are, as human animals, to accept our
biological history ad change our environmental future. The -thognan relationship

must move toward a complex of mutuality and reciprocity, of, as Haraway argues,

Asignificant otherness. 0

AHuman, 6 writes Fudge, Aiis always a categor
rel i es on 6ani mal 6 for i ts meani ng. By r
anthropocentrism, we place ourselves next to the animals, rather than as users of the
ani mals and this opens up ways of imagining
of imaginng the future, our relationship to all commodities and the animal bodies, both

human and nonhuman, that produce them.
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Rituals of Dominionism in HumanNonhuman Relations Bullfighting to
Hunting, Circuses to Petting.

Roger Yates

Introduction

A Social Ritual Makes the Headlines for All the Wrong Reasons
It is traditional for the Bris h 6 r o y dd spehdatmeir &npu@dl winter
break at $ahdengham es@atmdsrfolk, England The family
shoots pheasants there every year. In December 2008 the ritual created
headlines all over the world, not for the killing of pheasants,that is
routine, but due to one of the royal princes being photographbssibly
striking gundogs who were fighting over a shot bird. The plight of the dogs,
who may have been hit with a stick, not that of the pheasants who were
certainly killed by shotgn fire, filled the column inches: included in them
were comments by members of the public, Buckingham Palace
spokespersons, and representatives of the animal protection movement.
Social rituals play an important part in the shaping of human culturemlfdan have a
fundamentakocial function in articulatingreinforcingand spreadinghe shared values
and beliefs of societies. Rituals can create a firm sense of group igemityeate social
bonds. The sociological analysi§the role of socialituals ranges from the writings of
6cl assical o sociol ogi st Emil e Dur khei m
dramaturgical approach, into Marxian views on consciousness (Block 488@jeyond
Although a Durkheimian understanding of ritual would tem@&mphasize its importance

in the sacred rather than the profane, others see ritual as influential in both realms. This

begs the question: what can social rituals tell us about haor@mman relations?

! Roger YatesDepartment of Sociology, University College DublRoger can be contacted at
sos044@bangor.ac.uk
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Sociologists suggest thatis useful to considea distinction made in some studies based

on the difference between ritubkehavior and ritual action However, he former is

regarded as rather devoid of meaning and associated with an overly reductionist view of

the instinctual behavior of nonhuman anisndn stark contrast, the latternsgarded as

imbued with shared social meanings for participants. These shared meanings are
culturally transmitted through custom and t
multidisciplinary approach to the analysof humamonhuman relations is helpful in

terms of investigatindpoth social ritual and important socialisation processes central to

the social constructionist perspective employed in this p&perr t hi s r eason, |
perspective provides the core oasce for the beginning of this article and acts as a

commentary throughout.

As a general matter, Masatates that he is dedicated uncovering the rots of our

destructionof nature To this endutilizi ng t he concept of &éritual
describes a O0bull run, 6 such as those that t:
by Hemingway (1995). Masongues that rituals involved ioull runningteach humanity

to dominate nature. Such rituals contain a degree of instrumentality in ordedtecer

just the sort of 0baceosdingtd Mason (ROOb: 24y bullsFor e x a |
used in this spectacle have typically been s
of h ubefgreebeidbdorced onto the streets by men wielding pdyiknives and clubs.

The bulls are chased through the streets, with townsfolk slashing at them and attempting

to club them. Fireballsnayle t hr own; people attack the bul

their tails. Thebul s meet t hei rWoended and exivaested aitexr threeydays i
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of torment,theblls ar e f i nal I(ilyd). Meahwhie dn aaathdr torg mexn n 0

fasten wax and resin balls to the horns of three bulls who are driven into the streets once

the wax and resin has been lit. Thdl® are nearly blinded by the dripping wax as they

run through the crowdined streets. The bulls are pelted with stones and attacked with
sharpened poles. After four hours of this, these bulls are also taken away to be
slaughtered and eaten. Similareven ar e being repeated i n town
town, a live female goat is thrown from the church bell tower. She falls to the plaza

bel ow and struggl es t abidygla yet amgtherdown, thiddren br o k e n
are socialized into callouattitudes towards other animals agmmdressed as clowns

0 e nt ethem dy stodly killing some young calves. Chickens may also be hung by

theirf eet acr oss ahers thkeseptate;on horsebackdas pompetitdrs gallop

by attempting to gralhe chickens by their necks.

Mason asks wus to consider in what century s
5007?60 1300? I n fact, these are descriptions
of bl ooddé) whi ch o coordimg toiMasonr, m@e opthesesfestivals d ay .
happen now than thirty years ago. Similar festivals take place in Brazil, celebrating
Easter Week, New Year 0.Bhe Bmated nature of thése evenisg we d C
raises another sociological distinctionadd to the differentiation of rituddehaviorand

ritual action - that of ritual occasion,which focuses on deliberately manufactured

ceremonial aspects of social rituafrcNews(1999: 20) citesT h e T repoe that

hundreds of young Hemingwagspired American men travel to the annual Spanish

ceremonies which they apparently regard as
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comes to explaining such festivals, Mason rejects biological or psychological theories

advanced, for example, by the fbxnting philosopheRoger Scruton.

Scruton (2005: 83) argues that hunting can reunite modern humans with the hunter
gatherersoé6 Aintense He statewthaif voenbecome tséparated t ur e . 0
from nature, we may become daged, for example, by thinkindjstortedthoughts. It is

vital, Scruton says, that humasbkould do the things they were built by nattwedo.

Mason (2005 244 also rejects other theories based on the notion of biological
determinism in explanations of human agg@ss the Lorenzan version ofaggression

in-our-genes. Instead, he talks about the cultural and socialogants of male

aggr essriiotnuailms fof dominionism. 0 Such ritua
definition of odomi ni oni sm, 0 nenhnd agradan be r eg
Western worldview: the socialy onst ruct ed hi erarchy of | ivin
beingo i n wrhanly malehhumagsn sar e at t heofhlopoddrhese
rituals, incorporated in the practice ani@ology of male supremacgo for women as

they do for animals, naturand everythingelse that is labeled within the dominant
patriarchalagri-culture a sothé&® . The point of these rituals is to demonstrate and

practice (usudly mal e) power Wahawe bultosuch #izals.i.imonour

culture over the centuries in much the same way that we have built religious rituals: to

remind us thatweareonfp and i n ¢ o mmdiudls, asfanthropobogistso r | d é
know, serve to express, remind, reaffirm, and perpetuate@a sogio s wor | dvi ew an

of I(Madgoead05 p. 243).
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