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Introduction

This two-day conference brought together academics and professionals from the social
sciences, justice, animal protection agencies, socia services, veterinary medicine, education and
other related fields, to examine the connections between violence against humans and animal
abuse. A major goal of this conference was linking various disciplines and professions to
demonstrate how they can cooperate to share knowledge and research in order to ensure that
violence is detected and treated in all of its manifestations. The conference had several
objectives: 1) to raise awareness of the intersection between animal abuse and human violence;
2) to help facilitate interdisciplinary and interagency collaboration around these issues; and 3) to
ensure that academics and practitioners recognize and treat all forms of family violence, whether
involving humans, animals or both. Eighty people attended the conference, with thirteen
presenters and panelists. We had participants and attendees from both Canada (i.e., participants
and attendees from the local area, other parts of Nova Scotia, New Brunswick, Prince Edward
Island, Ontario and Alberta) and the United States (i.e., New Jersey, Washington, D.C.,
Massachusetts, South Carolina, New Y ork).

Interdisciplinary and interagency collaboration was essential to the mandate of the
conference. We advertised widely, using avariety of different mediums to accomplish this. The
conference was advertised in local and provincial papers. It was also advertised on local cable
television. Emails were sent to department chairs in related academic fields—in select



universities across Canada and the United States — including sociology, psychology, socia work,
and veterinary medicine. Email and print material were sent to public school teachers, justice
workers and veterinarians. Postings were placed on The Canadian Federation of Humane
Societies website and were subsequently picked up by shelters across North America. It was
also posted on the American Sociological Association’s Society & Animals website, Society &
Animals Forum, and the Humane Society of the United States website. We had participants and
attendees from several disciplines and agencies: sociology, psychology, veterinary medicine,
animal control and welfare, police services, socia work & victim's services, education, nonprofit
animal welfare agencies, and family violence prevention.

Two keynote speakers introduced the connections between animal abuse and human
violence. Noted scholar Clifton Flynn, whose sociological research highlights the need to be
aware of the various manifestations of violent behavior, was the academic keynote speaker.
Flynn, from the University of South Carolina® Department of Sociology, examined research that
links animal abuse and violencein families. First, the relationship between violence towards
children and childhood animal cruelty was examined. Then, pet abuse and the role of companion
animalsin the lives of battered women were examined. Research findings reveal the central
themes of gender, power, and control in explaining the connection between domestic violence
and violence towards animals. The multidimensional nature of violence against women,
children, and animals in families was considered, and implications for policy and professionals
were discussed.

Ginger Beckett from the Humane Society of the United States spoke to the links between
human violence and animal abuse and provided information on the First Strike Campaign and the
educational and research initiatives developed to try and eradicate violence. Beckett presented a
workshop entitled "Cruelty to Animals and Human Violence: Making the Connection.” Her
presentation examined recent research that examines animal cruelty as awarning sign that may
indicate that a teenager is at-risk for committing future interpersonal violence. Many humane
societies, animal control agencies, and domestic violence agencies have expanded their roles by
working together in collaborative efforts to address the connection between animal cruelty, child
abuse, domestic violence, elder abuse, and teen violence. Her talk also addressed this expanding
collaboration to develop coordinated community responses to violence.

Thursday, May 20

Welcometo the Linking Violence Conference

Good morning. My nameis Tracey Smith-Harris and on behalf of Diane Lewis, Stacey
Byrne and Nita MacL ean of the Linking Violence conference organizing committee and the
Department of Anthropology and Sociology, | would like to welcome you to the Linking
Violence Conference. Theideafor this conference came about amost a year ago, when Diane
and | were strategizing about how to make a difference in the recognition of animal abuse.
Diane had suggested we plan a conference and now today, it’s actually here. The sessions for



the next two days contain excellent papers, workshops and panel discussions that al highlight
the importance of recognizing the link between animal abuse and human violence. We hope that
the conference will provide an opportunity for intellectual sharing across disciplines and
interagency collaboration.

| would like to take a moment to thank the following financial sponsors. The Social
Sciences and Humanities Research Council of Canada, The University College of Cape Breton
Office of Research, The Cape Breton Interagency on Family Violence, The Cape Breton SPCA,
and the School of Community Studies, UCCB. Without this generous financial support, this
conference could never have gone ahead. | would aso like to thank the Department of
Anthropology and Sociology as well as the entire University College of Cape Breton Community
for their in-kind support of thisinitiative. In addition, | would like to thank Stephen Harris for
donating his time and talent in website design and update. Finaly, thanks to the presenters and
attendees who have come from all over the United States and Canada to be here today.

At thistime | will call upon Stacey Byrneto introduce our Keynote, Dr. Clifton Flynn.

Welcome Clifton Flynn

Hello. My nameis Stacey Byrne and | am going to tell you alittle bit about Clifton
Flynn before he presents his paper. We are very pleased to have Clifton Flynn here with us
today. Following undergraduate training in Psychology at Davidson College, Clifton completed
his Master of Science degree with aMajor in Child Development and Family Relations. He then
went on to complete his Ph.D. at the University of North Carolina at Greensboro with aMajor in
Family Studies and aMinor in Statistics. Cliftonis currently Professor of Sociology at the
University of South Carolina Spartanburg where he has taught since 1988. Clifton devel oped
and teaches the sociology course Animals and Society for which he won an award from the
Humane Society of the United States for the Best New Animals & Society Course.

Clifton has published widely on human-animal interaction and the links between animal
abuse & family violence, as well asin the area of violence against women and children. Clifton
is currently amember of the Board of Editorsfor the journal Society and Animals aswell asa
member of the Scientific Advisory Panel for the National Council on Pet Population Study and
Policy. In 2003, he served as Session Organizer, Presider, and Discussant for the session entitled
“Animals and Society” at a meeting of the American Sociological Association. He was also
Chair of the Animals & Society section of the American Sociological Association for the 2003-
2004 term. In 2001, Clifton’s scholarly expertise on the relationship between violence against
animals and humans was influential in getting a bill passed in the state of Texas whereby he
testified as an expert witness before two committees of the Texas legislature. The Bill makes
certain animal cruelty offencesafelony. Aswell as belonging to the American Sociol ogical
Association, Clifton also belongs to the International Society for Anthrozoology and
Psychologists for the Ethical Treatment of Animals.



Clifton P. Flynn, Ph.D.
University of South Carolina Spartanburg

" Gender, Power, and Control: A Sociologist Looksat the Link between Animal Abuse and
Family Violence"

*Keynote Address, Linking Violence Conference, May 20-21, 2004, Universty College of Cape
Breton, Nova Scotia, Canada

Thank you, Tracey. Thisismy firsgt trip to Canada, and | am particularly thrilled thet it wasthis
Linking Violence Conference that brought me here. | am honored to be a part of thisexciting conference.
Tracey and her organizing committee have assembled awonderful agendawith an impressive roster of
participants - leading expertsin thefield - and they deserve agreet ded of credit for putting this
conference together. And those who traveled to attend this conference, so should be congratul ated for
your commitment, your forward thinking, your passion and compassion regarding ending violencein al
of itsforms.

Yet, as| am sureyou dl know, we are not thefirg to examine the link between the mistrestment
of animas and the mistrestment of humans. Throughout history, noted thinkersfrom dl agesand dll
arenas have recognized the mord significance of our trestment of other animas, and have posited that
that trestment, good or bad, islinked to how wetreat our fellow human beings.

One of the earliest was Buddha (563?-483?), who said, " When a man has pity on all living
creaturesthen onlyishenoble

Another was Pythagoras, who said, " For aslong as men massacre animals, they will kill
each other. Indeed, he who sowsthe seed of murder and pain cannot reap joy and love."

A bit later in history, St. Francis of Assig, had thisto say about this connection: " If you have
men who will exclude any of God's creatures from the shelter of compassion and pity, you will
have men who will deal likewise with their fellow men."



And Leonardo DaVinci, who predicted that " The time will come when men such as| will
look upon the murder of animals asthey now look on the murder of men."

Andinthemodern era, il other greet thinkersweighed in on the link:

Albert Schweitzer - " We must fight against the spirit of unconscious crudty with which we
treat the animals. Animals suffer as much aswe do. True humanity does not allow usto impose
such sufferingson them. Itisour duty to make the whole world recognizeit. Until we extend our
circleof compassion to all living things, humanity will not find peace.”

Henry David Thoreau - " The squirrd that you kill in jest, diesin earnedt.”

And Gandhi - " The greatness of a nation and itsmoral progress can bejudged by theway its
animalsaretreated.”"

Noted anthropologist, Margaret Mead: " One of themost dangerousthingsthat can happen toa
childistokill or torturean animal and get away with it."

So you see, we are not the first to consider violence against animals and itslink to violence
against human beings. But | must say, we arein pretty good company. And their diverse
backgrounds echoes a second theme of this conference - arecognition of the interdisciplinary
gpproach that is required to understand, combat, and reduce violencein all of itsforms.

I, myself, however, am areative newcomer to the study of the link between violenceto
animals and violence to humans. Let metell you just alittle bit about how | cameto beinterested in
the relationship between animal abuse and family violence, and more generaly, in human-anima
relationships. | am afamily sociologist by training. For most of my career, family violence has
been my area of specidlization - particularly violence against women and the corpora punishment of
children. About 9 years ago, my wife bought a book for me that many of you may recognize - The
Sexual Politics of Meat - by Carol Adams. This book had a powerful effect on me - an epiphany of
sorts - forcing me to see and acknowledge both the systemic abuse of other animds, and its
relationship to other forms of human oppression, particularly the exploitation of women. Soon
afterward, | gave up eating meat (my wife, who is ahead of me on most things, had aready done so!
Sheread the book beforel did, too!) and if | had another hour, would tell you about the unbelievably
traumatic and overly dramatic reaction this decision engendered from my family, especidly my
mother. Y ou would have thought | had joined a satanic cult. But that is another story for another
conference.

Anyway, | soon began to ponder waysin which | could blend my newfound concerns about
other animalsin my persona life with my professiond interests. The answer of course, was obvious.
What better way to do this than by examining the link between anima abuse and family violence.
Since | had aready been looking at corpora punishment and our attitudes toward spanking children,
| thought thiswas as good aplace as any to start. Later, | would examine therole of pets and pet
abuse in the lives of battered women. 1® tell you about both of these studiesin just a minute.

As any good researcher would do, | began to search the literature, starting with research
on family violence. And | was surprised by how little there was in the social science literature
that focused on the connection between cruelty to animals and family violence. In fact, there
was not a single study in the family violence literature that had set out to explicitly examinethis
connection. But, acloser look at studies on various forms of family violence uncovered evidence
for such alink. The evidence was often hidden, sometimes mentioned only in passing; the data
were secondary and anecdota - but nevertheless, the evidence was there. Over and over again,
incidents of violence to animals appeared in studies of wife abuse, child abuse, sibling abuse,
and lesbian battering - in virtually every type of family violence.

A similar pattern emerged in the animal cruelty literature. In clinical studies of animal
abusers - either troubled youth, or retrospective studies of aggressive criminals, a closer ook



revealed that perpetrators often were themselves victims of family violence in childhood, often at
the hands of brutal fathers.

So, now certain "facts" started to come more clearly into focus about this relationship,
certain patterns begin to emerge. First, multiple forms of violence often exist in families,
including violence against animals. Thus, animal abuse may be a marker of child abuse or other
forms of violence occurring within families, and family violence may al so indicate the
occurrence of cruelty to animals. Moreover, not only does animal abuse coexist with family
violence, in many if not most cases, animal abuse IS family violence! The research is pretty
clear that most people with companion animals consider them to be members of the family.
Unfortunately, if pets are thought of as family members, then, like women and children, that also
makes them at risk for being assaulted.

Second, animal cruelty is committed by both perpetrators and victims of family violence.
Research has revealed that abusive parents and partners, almost always male, sometimes threaten
to harm or actually harm animals as away to control, intimidate, and silence their less powerful
family members. Abused children, often males who have learned painful lessons about power,
also may abuse animal's, scapegoating innocent and less powerful others.

Third, committing animal abuse as a child or adolescent may lead abusers to accept
and/or use violence as adults toward members of their own families.

And | would argue, the significant scholarship that has occurred in the last 5 years has
only confirmed these conclusions.

Interestingly, Canadian sociologist Jean Veevers had made these very pointsin a 1985
article analyzing the social role of pets. Veevers argued that companion animals may serve the
function of human surrogatesin families, including that of surrogate enemies. Veevers
suggested that pets might be victimized as "scapegoats’ or that they might be threatened or
harmed to control or emotionally abuse another family member. She aso hypothesized that
violence against companion animals might serve as atraining ground for later interpersonal
violence.

Gender, Power, and Control

But as you listen to that summary, there are important themes, central variables, that
sometimes remain invisible in our discussions of “the link." Many believe that abusers, whether
their victims are human or nonhuman or both, are sick, are mentally ill; these observers employ
an individualistic, psychopathological approach that sees abuse as indicative of a defective
personality. But as asociologist, it soon became evident that many of the same social and
cultural factors that explain family violence can help us explain animal abuse and the connection
between thetwo. And as | began to think more about these interrel ationships, the common
themesthat | kept returning to revolved around gender, power, and control. These variables, |
believe, are important explanatory tools regarding both children®abuse of animals and pet abuse
in the lives of battered women.

What is missing when we say that animal abuseisrelated to family violence? Or rather,
who ismissing? Michagl Kimmel, the noted sociologist who has written extensively about
gender, and more specifically about masculinity, makes this point as follows:

As anation, we are preoccupied with violence. We fret about "teen violence,"
complain about "inner city crime,”" or fear "urban gangs." We express shock at the
violence in our nation®public schools. Y et when we think about these wrenching events,
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do we ever consider that, whether white or black, inner city or suburban, these bands of

marauding "youths," or these troubled teenagers, are virtualy all young men.

Seldom do the news reports note that virtually al the violence in the world today
is committed by men. Imagine, though, if the violence were perpetrated entirely by
women. Would that not be the story, the only issue to be explained? Would not a gender
analysis occupy the center of every single story? The fact that these are men seems so
natural asto raise no questions, generate no analysis.

Take one final example. What if it had been young girls who opened fire on their
classmates in West Paducah, Kentucky, in Pearl, Mississippi, in Jonesboro, Arkansas, or
in Springfield, Oregon? What if nearly al the children who died were boys? Do you think
that the social outcry would demand that we investigate the "inherent violence" of
Southern culture, or ssimply express dismay that young "people” have too much access to
guns? | doubt it. And yet no one seemed to mention that the young boys who actually
committed those crimes were ssmply doing - albeit in dramatic form at a younger age -
what American men have been taught to do for centuries when they are upset and angry.
Men don®get mad; they get even.

(By the way, with maybe one exception, all of the boysinvolved in the school
shootings had also abused animals.)

Michael Kimmel isright. We must make gender visible, along with the related notions of
power and control. Overwhelmingly, perpetrators of al forms of violence are males. The
domestic violence literature makes that clear; so, too, does research on animal abuse.
Perpetrators are overwhelmingly male, afact that is true whether the data come from official
records or from clinical studies or from surveys of college students. Domestic violence is about
power and control, male power and control, over women, children and animals. And it iswhen
men are feeling powerless that they are most likely to use violence to restore their power, to
control women, children and animals.

Let me hasten to add here that it would be a mistake to conclude that girls and women are
not capable of violence, do not abuse animals, do not perpetrate violence against members of
their family. Of course they do. Women®violence against humans and other animals should be
taken seriously. It would wrong to do otherwise. But unlike male violence, women®violenceis
not systemic. Itislesslikely toresult in seriousinjury or death. It ismore likely to be defensive
or expressive in nature, whereas men use violence instrumentally, to terrorize, to intimidate, to
dominate, to control. Women®violence, unlike men®, is not supported by socia institutions and
norms. And perhaps most importantly, women® violence often results from gender inequality,
where helplessness and terror, where being trapped, where powerl essness sometimes lead
women to use violence.

Violence Against Children and Animal Cruelty

|@e looked at the role of gender and power in my own research on the link between
animal cruelty and family violence. In my first study, | decided to examine the relationship
between corporal punishment and children®@animal cruelty. Thiswas important, | felt, because
such arelationship would show that the violence experienced by children didn®have to be
excessive, didn®have to be "abusive" for lessons about dominance and aggression to be learned.
| expected that the more often children had been spanked by their parents, the more likely they
would have committed animal abuse.



| surveyed 267 college students about the incidence and frequency of being spanked by
both parents while growing up, as well as about whether they had ever engaged in cruelty to
animals. Cruelty was defined as having ever engaged in one of five acts: killing a stray/wild
animal, hurting or torturing an animal, killing a pet, touching an animal sexually, and performing
sex acts with an animal.

What was the incidence of childhood animal cruelty in my sample? It was alarmingly
high - 17.6% had committed at |east one abusive act against an animal. Y et when broken down
by gender, the results are even more revealing. Approximately one out of three males had been
cruel to animals; among females, it was less that one in ten. In other words, males were about
four times more likely than females to have committed animal abuse as children or adolescents.
But there was more to this story.

Was corporal punishment related to animal cruelty? Overall, students who had
perpetrated animal abuse were physically punished more frequently than those who had never
abused an animal. Yet further analysis revealed that this relationship was more complex, that it
could not be fully understood without examining the sex of both the parent and the child. When
incorporating gender into the analysis in this manner, a more specific picture emerged. Physical
punishment of sons and daughters by mothers, or physical punishment received by girls from
either parent, was unrelated to animal cruelty. The relationship between spanking and animal
cruelty held only for boys who were spanked by their fathers. This was especially true for males
who had been spanked by their fathers during adolescence. Sixty percent of those males had
committed animal cruelty, compared to just 23% of those whose fathers had not physically
punished them as teens. By the way, this relationship held even after controlling for child abuse,
father-to-mother violence, and father®education.

Thus, it was male-to-male violence that seemed to matter. Y et given what we know
about male socialization and animal abuse, this finding was not shocking. Masculine
socialization includes lessons of dominance and aggression. Males are generally expected to
more aggressive, males are physically punished more frequently than females, and fathers are
more likely to hit sons than daughters. Thus, boys who have been the victims of frequent
corporal punishment from more powerful others - especially fathers, may model this behavior in
the abusive treatment of |ess powerful others -animals.

So now more evidence has emerged for the combined roles of gender, power, and control
in understanding the link. If true, this explanation fits nicely with feminist analyses, such as
those put forward by Carol Adams, that identify patriarchal cultural support for male dominance
and aggression used against women, children, and animals.

Further, if gender, empathy and concern for animals are related, then these findings imply
that the treatment of animals may be important for the devel opment of empathy, and thus for the
future treatment of others. The high rates of animal abuse by males could greatly inhibit the
development of empathy. Given that their socialization islesslikely to focus on empathy and
thelir structural position may make it less necessary, males who also abuse animals may find it
difficult to show kindness and compassion toward humans. At the very least, abusing animalsin
childhood may be related to approval of interpersonal violence as an adult. In fact, among this
sample, abusing animals as a child was related to current approval of interpersonal violencein
families. Students who had abused animals as children were more likely to support both the
corporal punishment of children and a husband slapping his wife.
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Woman-battering and Animal Abuse

Having examined the role of gender, power, and control in just one aspect of the
relationship between violence to children and children®animal abuse, | turned next to look at the
association between pet abuse and battered women. What roles do companion animals play in
the lives of women who had been abused?

In 1998, Frank Ascione published a study examining the connection between pet abuse
and battered women. In his sample of clients at a Utah battered women®shelter, 71% reported
that their pet had either been threatened, harmed, or killed by their intimate partner. One-fifth of
these women had delayed seeking shelter out of concern for the safety of their companion
animals.

| decided to replicate Frank®study in South Carolina. So for six months, the local
battered women®shelter allowed meto add several questions to their intake survey of new
clients. During that period, 107 women who had been battered by a romantic partner came to the
shelter. Of the 40% who had pets, nearly half- 46.5% reported that their pets had been
threatened or actually harmed by their batterer.

One of the questions | asked the women was "In dealing with the abuse, how important
has your pet been as a source of emotiona support?' About one-half said their pets were "very
important,” one-fourth said "somewhat important,” and about one-fourth said "not at all
important.” Interestingly, the degree to which women viewed their companion animals as
sources of emotional support varied based on two central factors: whether their pet had been
abused, and whether the woman had children. Women whose pets had also been abused
indicated a stronger emotional attachment to their pets than women who did not report pet abuse,
and women with no children were more likely to say that their pets were important sources of
emotional support than women with children.

What is the significance of these findings, in terms of the factors of gender, power, and
control? | think one could reasonably argue that male batterers may be targeting pets precisely
because their partners are strongly attached to them. What better way to hurt someone and
control someone, than to threaten or harm an individual who is close to them?

And for women without children, companion animals may take on an even greater
meaning as surrogate children, as family members, which implies that the abuse they suffer isall
the more hurtful to the woman. We know that pets can be important sources of affection and
support during critical life transitions such as divorce, remarriage, and widowhood. Researchers
argue that as individual s experience stress from losing or adding statuses and roles, affection
from pets may be all the more valuable. This same reasoning could be applied to victims of
domestic violence. If pets are granted human status, if they serve as emotional substitutes for
family members, then they may be particularly important companions for battered women. This
may be especially true, given the isolation that is known to frequently accompany abuse.

This could help explain why women are slow to leave abusive relationships. In the
Ascione study and in my study, one-fifth of the women delayed leaving due to their concern
about the safety of their companion animals. Five women in my study delayed coming to the
shelter for more than two months. That means that women, and sometimes children, may literally
have risked their livesin an effort to protect their pets. This sacrifice signifies just how
invaluable companion animals can bein the lives of battered women.

But coming to the shelter meant |eaving the companion animal behind, because few
shelters allow women to bring their pets. That also meant that, in about half of the cases, the
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animal was still with the abusive partner or ex-partner. This, of course, created much anxiety
and concern among the women, who were worried about their animal s&afety, and sometimes
just about whether they were being adequately cared for. Additionally, if the woman is close to
her pet, and if the pet lives with the batterer, then the animal could be used to control the victim.
By threatening to harm the companion animal, abusers may be able to intimidate victims into
dropping charges and/or returning home.

Thus, the abuse of companion animals by male batterers, the targeting of pets because of
their close relationship with the women, women remaining in violent relationships because of
thelir pets, and women worrying about pets that are still with their abusers after the women have
left - all illustrate how men employ violence against animals as a cruel, yet effective way to
inflict emotional abuse upon, and thus, to control, their female partners.

After completing the quantitative study, | felt the need to hear from the women in their
own words. So, with the cooperation of the shelter staff a small sample of women was identified
and they agreed to be interviewed. When asked about the nature of the pet abuse they
experienced, the predominant theme that emerged from these interviews centered on power and
control.

According to Carol Adams, male batterers abuse animals as part of a deliberate strategy
to control their female partners. Sheidentified nine reasons why men harm and kill companion
animals. Through animal cruelty, men:

Demonstrate their power

Teach submission

| solate women from a network of support and relationship

Express rage at self-determined action by women and children

Perpetuate the context of terror

Launch a preemptive strike against awoman leaving

Punish and terrorize by stalking and executing an animal

Force her to be involved in the abuse

Confirm their power

Many of these same motives were uncovered in this study. Listen to the voices of the
women:

Andrea (a 32-year-old mother of three): | think he usesthe dog bigtimeto hurt us.

Laura (a 36-year-old mother of two), describing the time her husband "picked up the cat
and slung it across the room," said: He knew it would hurt meto see my cat fall.

A partner®@attempts to control and hurt the women and sometimes their children
indicated that their pets may have been seen by the men as extensions of the women.

Andrea: So, yeah, ... it waslike an extension of me, you know? And you know, maybe
he abused the dog cause he couldn't, didn't want to go tojail for abusing me, | guess.

In other words, pets may have served as scapegoats.

Andrea (felt that her husband): used the dog instead of us...as his punching bag.

In aparticularly insightful comment, she went on to say that her husband:

would sometimes do to Boomer (her dachshund) what he wished he could do to us,

..., likeusing the dog as a scapegoat, and, because ther e was plenty of times that we

werein the middle of a huge fight and Boomer would just get in theway - just get in

theway accidentally. He'd swat at him, kick him, or he'd go like thiswith hisboot,
you know, stomp it really loud, you know, right next to Boomer's face so that
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Boomer would run.... And the dog didn't even do anything, so | really felt like he
wastryin' to intimidate the dog as much as he would try and intimidate the family,
you know? So, in essence | guess hetreated the dog just like family, too. That's how
hetreated the family.

The batterers@ttempts to dominate and control the women through their petsillustrated
the larger role of traditional gender role stereotypes held by these men. Several women spoke of
their partners@eliefsin male dominance.

Ashley (age 30, about her boyfriend): He just thinks he's supposed to bethe boss. He
wantsto control me. He says|'m supposed to stay home while he goes out all day ramblin’
around.

Karen said that her husband believed that he, and men in general, were the head of the
household and should be in charge.

According to Karen, her husband believed that: he was supposed to have all

control and supposed to know every dime, where it went and decide whereit

went. Not KNOW whereit went, DECIDE whereit went.

In some cases, men®failure to live up to their masculine expectations, especialy with
regard to providing for their families, may have contributed to both the wife abuse and the pet
abuse. The four unemployed batterers were all abusive to their companion animals. Thisreveals
that it is often when men are feeling powerless that they are likely to try to assert their power
violently against women, children, and animals.

There is another category of victims of pet abuse and wife abuse that we have not said
much about - the children of battered women. Severa women reported that their children had
witnessed their companion animal sQictimization, and like the women, the children were both
angered and terrified.

Casey (32-year-old mother of one son, 2 cats, and a dog), describing her son Jared®
reaction when his stepfather kicked their cat, Trouble, across the room: He (Jared) just looked
at melike, you know, " pleasedon't let..." Hedidn't say anything. Hejust looked at melike,
"pleasedon't let him do my cat that way!" And hejust stood therein fear like he wanted to
go get hiscat but, you, ...hejust kind of stood therein fear.

And Andrea, discussing the effect of her husband® abuse of Boomer on her children: |
think it affected them the same way it affected them when they saw Richard be abusive to
us, you know.... Her € s someone we love, you know, isa part of our family to us, just like
one of my children, that dogis. I've had him for along time and he'spart of my family.
And, um, samefor the boys. They LOVE that dog, and for them to seeit, you know, it's
hurtful and then to know they can't protect him because Richard's bigger and stronger,
and um, you don't want him to do that to YOU, you know, and it'skinda like... (long
hesitation). So, | mean, they werejust kinda stuck, yeah. | think it affected them alot.

So children were a'so victimized by the abuse of the companion animals, in ways that
often parallel the effects of wife abuse on children. Not only was aloved one, a valued member
of the family being harmed, but they were powerless to do anything about it at the time, and
often prevented from comforting the animal immediately following the abuse. In generd, the
abuse contributed to a climate of control, intimidation, and terror for the children, women and
animals.

We have been talking about the effects of batterers@buse of companion animals on the
women and children, but it isimportant not to ignore the effect of women®victimization on their

13



pets. Animalstypically played either one of two roles: comforter, providing emotional support
to women after a violent episode; or protector, sometimes risking their own physical safety.
Either way, witnhessing a woman® abuse was often very emotionally upsetting for her animal
companion. Similar to symptoms of stress in humans, women reported several physical
manifestations of stressin their pets when the animals witnessed her abuse, including shivering
or shaking, cowering, hiding, and urinating. Sometimes just the batterer®angry shouting at his
partner was enough to upset the animal.

These examples revea the multidimensional nature of domestic violence involving
companion animals. It isimportant to see that both women and animals are victimized by abuse
of the other. A man®violence toward an animal also hurts his partner (and children), just as his
violence toward her aso hurts the animal.

Thus, gender, power and control, which have been central to feminist scholars@nalysis
of wife abuse, appear to have great promise for explaining animal abuse and the link between
animal abuse and violence in families. Because of unequal power relationships, women (and
children) in families are vulnerable. So, too, are companion animals. They share similar
characteristics that help us to understand their victimization. Like many human victims,
companion animals are easy targets because of their dependent status and their smaller physical
stature. Further, pets have no legal standing - they are considered property - and physical force
is considered acceptable for training or punishment. It should not go unnoticed that these
conditions a so once held for women and children. Companion animals have no ability to
protest. They also can be difficult, and therefore, frustrating, to try to control. And finally, pets
are considered part of the family and have emotional tiesto other family members - all of which
makes thelir victimization possible and likely.

Men use violence against animals to hurt, terrorize, and intimidate women and childrenin
families. Animal abuseis part of a deliberate strategy to control their female partners. This
point iscritical. Batterers are not men who lose control, who "can®help it." Rather, it istheir
abuse of animalsto terrify, threaten, and silence women that indicates how intentional their
actionsreally are. Beyond this, male victims of male violence often abuse animals, learning all
too well their lessons in masculinity and control.

So now, after several years of research on this topic, we see the multidimensional,
gendered nature of violence in families; we see that less powerful family members, including
animals, are at risk of being assaulted. And we see that violence against animals hurts women
and that violence toward women hurts animals.

Given amale socialization process that minimizes empathy and encourages aggression,
and given asocia structure in which men®dominant position in society leads them to both
minimize empathy and to use violence as a way to maintain dominance, we should not be
surprised at the high rate of male violence against humans and animals.

Implicationsfor Policy and Practice

So what are the practical implications of these empirical and theoretical observations?
How do we use what we know to resolve the problem?

First, we need to enforce and strengthen laws and penalties for those who engage in
animal cruelty. In the past decade in the United States, we have seen a dramatic trend in states
raising at least some forms of animal cruelty to felony-level offenses. Often, successful
legislation resulted from claims that such cruelty is alikely indicator of atendency toward future
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interpersonal violence. Juvenile animal offenders should be required by law to receive therapy,
hopefully using a sound, professional program, such as AniCare Child - developed by PSYETA
(Psychologists for the Ethical Treatment of Animals) and the Doris Day Animal Foundation.

There could also be a side benefit of strengthened animal cruelty laws for domestic
violence victims. Given the limited success of the criminal justice system in dealing with male
batterers, stricter enforcement of animal cruelty laws may be an effective way to snare
perpetrators who have managed to escape responsibility for their violence in the past. Those
prosecuting domestic violence cases may improve their chances of securing an order or
protection, custody of the home and children, and the arrest of the batterer by using evidence of
animal cruelty to support their case, and to bring additional charges.

Recognizing the link between animal abuse and family violence should lead to cross-
training and cross-referral's between animal control officers and human service professionals, as
has been done in Californiaand afew other places. Professionals need to understand that both
forms of violence can serve as markers for the other. Policies that enable the sharing of
information between both groups of professionals could result in a more effective response to
human and animal victims.

Clinicians who work with children, and particularly counselors and social service
providers who work directly with victims of child abuse or wife abuse, need to ask questions
about the presence of violence against animals. Counselors should be aware that children who
are cruel to animals may have the propensity for other types of interpersonal violence. Both
perpetrating and witnessing animal cruelty can have potentially harmful psychological
consequences that could linger for sometime. A sense of loss, guilt over not being able to
prevent the abuse, grief; or even the absence of any emotional response are all possible reactions
to experiencing animal abuse.

Shelters for battered women must incorporate questions about pets and pet abuse in their
intake interviews and services. A study by Ascione and his colleagues found that while shelter
staff are aware of the link between animal abuse and domestic violence, few ask about pet abuse
at intake, or offer servicesfor their clients with pets. Counseling programs should help battered
women deal with the range of emotions that are likely to accompany the loss of; or separation
from, apet. Children of battered women may need attention, either because they could be
traumatized by witnessing animal abuse, or because they may have learned to inflict it
themselves.

Shelters also should expand their services to include the practical needs of pet owners.
The mgjority of shelters do not provide temporary or emergency shelter, or emergency services,
for the pets of clients. Given that pets of shelter clients are likely to have received lower levels
of veterinary care, and that many pets may still be at risk for harm or neglect since they continue
to reside with batterer, the lack of such services could be doubly harmful. Shelters should
consider establishing collaborative arrangements with local animal shelters or foster-care
volunteers to provide temporary housing for pets, and with local veterinarians to provide medical
care.

Conclusion

Ultimately, to end violence against humans and animals, we need to reduce and
eventualy eliminate gender inequality. We need to redefine masculinity, so that the lessons of
dominance and control are replaced with opportunities for the natural caring, compassion, and
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empathy in al children to develop. And while we are redefining things, we must redefine the
meaning of animals. They are not tools or objects or things. They are individuals, who have
desires and interests, who can feel pain and pleasure, who act with mutuality and intentionality,
who are minded social actors, and who are often members of our families.

Therefore, animal abuse should be taken seriously not just because it isrelated to other
forms of violence, but also becauseit isitself an abhorrent act that must be condemned and
prevented. Asone insightful observer, Dorian Solot, noted, "even as we validate the connections
among all forms of violence, we must take care not to invalidate each separate form. The woman
who beats her children, the teen who rapes his girlfriend, and the adolescent who sets a cat on
fire all need attention because they have committed horrific acts of violence against other living
beings - not because someday they might do something worse.”

Victims of interpersonal violence include both human and nonhuman animals. Effortsto
prevent and end such violence must not only recognize the interconnections, but grant legitimacy
to all victims, human and animal.

Thank you.

Session Title: Violence Detection, Reporting and Prevention

This session includes presentations by Jessie Robertson from Y ork University and L eanne
Kline from the Sir James Dunn Anima Welfare Centre of the Atlantic Veterinary College.
Understanding the causes of violence and the warning signs associated will alow it to be
detected. Once detected, violence needs to be reported to the appropriate agencies so that violent
behavior can be prevented in the future. Knowing whom to contact when violent behavior
occursis key to eradicating violence in any community. Social scientists, veterinarians, law
enforcement officials, social justice agencies, animal protection agencies, social services and
educators must collaborate in order to address violence so that it can be detected, reported, cross
reported and ultimately, prevented.

Jessie Robertson

Jessie graduated from the University College of Cape Breton with a BA (Honours) degree. The
paper presented today is based on research conducted by Jessie when completing her
undergraduate thesis. Sheis presently doing Ph.D. work on animal behavior at Y ork University.
We are very pleased to have Jessie here with us today.

Presentation Title: “ Sex Differencesin the Effects of Caring Vaue Orientation, Pet Care
Experience, and Pet Attachment on Animal Use Attitudes’
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Abstract

This study examines caring value orientation, pet care experience, and attachment to pets
as potential antecedents of attitudes toward animal use. Path analysis showed that pet care
experience, through attachment to pets, accounted for a significant portion of variance in animal
use attitudes in both males and females. Caring value orientation was directly linked to animal
use attitudes in females, but in males, caring value orientation affected attachment to pets, which
in turn impacted on animal use attitudes.

Introduction

Over the last few decades, issues of animal rights and animal welfare have gained
increasing importance for large numbers of people. From 1980 to 1989 alone, membership in
the organization People for the Ethical Treatment of Animals went from 100 to 250,000 (Plous,
1991) and has continued to increase. Further, there has been government action to increase the
regulation of animal use and to provide harsher punishments within the criminal code for those
who mistreat animals (Driscoll, 1992). Asaresult, intense controversies have arisen over the
role that animals should play in our lives and the rights and respect they should be afforded.
Although the magjority of people typically agree there is a need for some regulation of animal
use, there is wide variation in opinions about these issues.

The research that has been done in this area often focuses on people®evaluations of the
use of animalsin research, as opposed to other uses, such asfor food or clothing. The existing
research indicates a number of factors that tend to be linked to a high degree of opposition to
animal use. In general, greater opposition to animal use is found among those participants who
are younger (Driscoll, 1992), and among students in disciplines that involve use of animals, such
as biology and psychology (Broida, Tingley, Kimball, & Miele, 1993). Those opposed to animal
research have also been shown to be more skeptical of sciencein general (Broidaet a., 1993).

Opinions about the use of animalsin research aso vary with the type of animal involved.
People tend to rate research as less acceptabl e when performed on animals seen as "pets”, such as
dogs or cats, than when the research involves animals labeled as "pests’, such as mice and rats
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(Plous, 1991, Driscoll, 1992; Wuensch & Poteat, 1998). The purpose of the research aso affects
opinions on the use of animals. People tend to support research being done for medical
purposes, show less support for that done for agriculture or basic theory testing, and report
almost no support for research used in the cosmetics industry (Wuensch & Poteat, 1998).

Of dl the variables investigated in research on animal rights attitudes, the most reliable
effect is that found for respondent®sex: in general, women are more opposed to animal use in
research than men are, and women also have less utilitarian views of animals (Broida et a.,
1993; Plous, 1996). In addition, women are more concerned with the pain and suffering of
animals (Eldridge & Gluck, 1996; Gallup & Beckstead, 1988; Kellert & Berry, 1987) and are
much less tolerant of animal abuse (Herzog, Betchart, & Pittman, 1991). Women are also more
likely to support strengthening legal regulations governing the use of animals and cutting funds
to programs that make use of animal research (Gallup & Beckstead, 1988). Sex differencesin
animal use attitudes have also been found among children; girls are less favourable than boys
toward situations involving control and exploitation of animals (Westervelt, 1984) and male
children are more favorable than female children toward most recreational uses of animals
(Wells & Hepper, 1995).

Within animal rights groups, sex differences are evident aswell. Plous (1991) found that
approximately 80% of self-reported animal rights activists are women. Female activists also
tend to report stronger views about and greater involvement in animal rights activities than their
mal e counterparts (Plous, 1991). Among vegetarians, women are more likely than men to report
being so because of moral objections to the death of animals (Gallup & Beckstead, 1988). One
study estimated that 71% of vegetarians who report this reason for being vegetarian were women
(Herzog, Betchart, & Pittman, 1991).

Though researchers have consistently found sex differencesin animal use attitudes, little
research has examined the possibility that animal use attitudes might have different antecedents
in men and women. Kellert and Berry (1987) found that men, who had greater knowledge of
animals than did women, were more utilitarian and territorial toward animals, while women had
greater moral concern for animals. They proposed that Gilligan®(1982) theory of moral
development might account for these differences. According to Gilligan, men tend to be
socialized into ajustice role and women are apt to be socialized into acaring role. Eldridge and
Gluck (1996) also explain their finding that women are more concerned with animal protection
in terms of Gilligan®theory. Wuensch and Poteat (1998) suggest that sex differencesin animal
use attitudes might arise from women® preference for a caring value orientation. In the present
study, we sought to establish whether caring value orientation contributes to animal use attitudes
and whether its role as an antecedent of animal use attitudes differs for men and women.

The concept of a caring value system refers to an orientation characterized by preference
for values such as compromise, kindness, forgiveness, concern for the feelings of others, helping
and co-operation (Badger, Simpson, & Jenson, 1998; Simpson & Jensen, 1992). Research
suggests that this orientation is the one preferred by women (Jensen, McGhie & Jensen, 1991;
Badger, Simpson & Jensen, 1998), although both genders use it to varying degrees and
situational factors can play arolein the prevalence of its usein both sexes (Crandall, Tsang,
Goldman & Pennington, 1999). Despite this, gender differences in preference for a caring value
orientation are typically found across situations (Crandall et al., 1999). Research on sex
differencesin caring orientation often focuses on the question of whether such differences are
inherent on a genetic level or dueto sociaization. Observed sex differencesin caring value
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orientation intensify through adolescence and at different rates regionally (Badger, Simpson &
Jensen, 1998). Indeed, the size of such differences varies tremendously from country to country
(Neff, Stimpson, & Jensen, 1992) suggesting that social and experiential factors play arolein the
development of caring value orientation. The expectation that females will be more oriented
toward caring than males may be viewed as a broad socia influence, and Fidler, Coleman, &
Roberts (2000) suggest that societal influences are important in the formation of attitudes toward
animals.

There is some evidence to suggest the possibility of alink between caring value
orientation and attitudes toward animal use. Broidaet al. (1993) tested the hypothesis that
positive attitudes towards animal rights would be found among women because of their ability to
be more empathetic. They found the expected sex difference and also showed that those
participants with a preference for intuition and feelings, as well as those who possessed empathy
as atrait, were more likely to oppose animal use and to express high concern for animal welfare.
Herzog, Betchart & Pittman (1991) also found that concern for animal welfare was associated
with being female and with possessing an orientation towards nurturance, warmth and emotional
expression.

Because an individual®@attitudes about animal use are likely related to their experiences
with animals, we also chose to investigate the impact on those attitudes of individual©@direct
experience in caring for animals. Ray (1982) found alink between pet ownership and love of
animals. Pet ownersrate the use of animalsin research as |less acceptable than do those who are
not pet owners (Driscoll, 1992).

There is evidence of sex differencesin pet care experience. Kidd and Kidd (1990) found
that female children tend, overall, to assume more responsibility for their pets than do their male
counterparts. Females are more pet-oriented as children (Bjerke, @degardstuen, & Kaltenborn,
1998) and as adults (Ray, 1982). The possibility of alink between pet care behaviours and
caring value orientation is suggested by findings that children who show high involvement in pet
care activities are a'so more likely to show helping behaviours towards others, as well as more
actively seeking activities associated with socia interaction (Melsen, 1989). In addressing the
guestion of effects of pet care experience on animal use attitudes, we considered two distinct
variables, the amount of pet care experience and the extent of individua®attachment to pets.
This distinction was made because the degree of experience with pets might produce effectsin
addition to attachment alone, especialy if the experience was negative, unwelcome, or utilitarian
in nature. Therefore pet experience and pet attachment may or may not be strongly correlated.
Ascione and Weber (1996) suggest that level of involvement with pets, as opposed to pet
ownership itself, may be more predictive of attitudes toward animals.

The current study examined the relationships among caring value orientation, pet care
experience and pet attachment and the relation of those three variables to attitudes toward animal
use. The prediction for this study was that the relationship among these variables would be
different for men and women, because of differential social pressures. Women are often
expected and actively encouraged to behave in a more caring way and this might create a direct
link between their caring value orientation and their attitudes toward animal use. Men, on the
other hand, might be less pressured to extend nurturance and caring to animals, but their caring
value orientation might contribute indirectly to their animal use attitudes by influencing the
degree to which they become attached to pets. Attachment to pets, resulting from pet care
experience, should contribute to animal use attitudes in both men and women. These

19



relationships are summarized in the hypothesized path models for men and women depicted in
Figure 1.

M ethod

Participants:
Participants were recruited from introductory political science, psychology, and

chemistry classes at University X. A total of 43 men and 91 women took part in the study. Their
ages ranged from 18-35 years with amean of 19.4 years. The ethnic composition of the sample
was 89.9% Caucasian, 2.3% African, 1.6% Native American; 6.2% did not indicate their ethnic
background.

Materials:

Animal Use Attitudes (a = .84) To assess the participantsGittitudes about animal use and
concern for animal welfare, they were asked to indicate, on a 5-point scale, their agreement with
twelve statements (e.g. "I would not wear fur because | want to protect animal lives."). Some of
the items were taken from questionnaires used by Plous (1996) and Gallup and Beckstead (1988)
in their assessment of similar attitudes; additional items were added for this study to broaden the
range of animal welfare attitudes assessed. The items referred to a number of potential animal
uses, including research, food, and clothing, and there were items that referred to concern for
animal welfare more generally.

Caring Value Orientation (a=,65) Fourteen pairs of contrasting words (Badger,
Simpson, & Jensen, 1998; Jensen, McGhie, & Jensen, 1991) were presented (e.g. "compromise
vs. power"). Participants were asked to indicate which adjective in each of the pairs they felt
was more important to them personally. Items were counterbalanced, with the position of the
designated @€aring@vord aternating between first and second in the pair.

Pet Care Experience (a=. 86) and Pet Attachment (q = .92) Pet care experience and pet
attachment were measured by an eighteen item scale. Participants were asked to indicate, on a 5-
point scale, how closely each statement reflected their own experience. Thefirst eight items
were designed to examine how much direct experience or contact each participant had with
animals (e.g. "I had responsibility for apet asachild."). Attachment to pets was measured by
ten items (e.g. "l spend alot of quality time with my pet."). Some of the statementsin both
sections were taken from the Pet Attitude Inventory (Wilson, Netting, & New, 1988), and others
were developed for this study.

Procedure:

All measures were given together, preceded by a set of instructions and questions about
the participant®age, sex and ethnic group. The questionnaire took approximately 10-15 minutes
to complete and was administered in groups in a classroom setting.

Results

There were six missing scores for individual items for six of the 134 subjects. These were
replaced by cal culating each subject® mean response on the scale to estimate the most likely
response. These were then added to the total for the relevant scale.

The means and standard deviations for the variables in the model are presented in Table
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1. Totest for sex differences, and to control for Type 1 error, a multivariate t-test was conduced
on the caring value orientation, pet attachment, pet care experience, and animal use attitude
variables. At the multivariate level, asignificant effect for sex was observed (Pillai®Trace =
192, F (4, 125) = 7.43, p < .001). Inspection of results at the univariate level revealed significant
sex differences (p < .05) for caring value orientation F (1,128) = 22.4, animal use attitudes F
(1,128) = 15.1, and pet attachment F (1,128) = 4.04, but not pet care experience F (1, 128) =
0.59. For all three variables that showed sex differences, females scored significantly higher than
males.

The correlations among the variables are presented in Table 2. For both male and female
participants, caring value orientation, pet care experience, and pet attachment all were
significantly positively correlated (p < .05) with animal use attitudes. The correlations between
pet care experience and pet attachment also were significant (p < .01) for both sexes. The
correlations of caring value orientation with both pet care experience and pet attachment were
nonsignificant.

To assess whether the hypothetical model accounts for these observed correlations, path
analysis was applied. The model generated for female participantsis presented in the upper
panel of Figure 1. Coefficients shown on the paths are standardized regression weights. The
chi-square test is not significant (c*(3) = 7.61, p > .055) and the chi-square to degrees of freedom
ratio is 2.54. The variousfit indices also show aclose fit between the model and the data. The
Goodness of Fit Index (GFI =.96), the Adjusted Goodness of Fit Index (AGFI = .87), the
Normed Fit Index (NFI = .95), Relative Fit Index (RFI = .90), and the Comparative Fit Index
(CFI = .97) dl indicate a strong model.

The lower pand of Figure 1 shows the model tested for male participants. It shows an
excellent fit. The chi-squaretest is not significant (c?(3) = 1.98, p > .57) and the chi-square to
degrees of freedom ratio is 0.66. The variousfit indices also show a close fit between the model
and the data (GFI = .98, AGFI = .92, NFI = .96, RFI =.92, CFl = 1.0).

All paths shown in both models are significant, generating critical ratio (t©) in excess of
2.4. In order to check for the possibility of significant paths that might be missing from the
model, modification indices were generated by AMOS using the default threshold of 4.0.
Modification indices (Joreskog and Sorbom, 1984) indicate the amount of reduction in chi-
sguare that would be expected if each potential new path were introduced into the model. For
the present model, no additiona paths were indicated.

Turning to the relations shown in the model, it can be seen that pet care experience and
pet attachment are highly related, in both female and male groups. Further, the paths from pet
attachment to animal use attitudes are significant in both groups, but this path is somewhat
stronger for females than for males. The hypothesized role of caring value orientation was found
to differ between the groups, as expected. For females, caring value orientation has a direct
effect on animal use attitudes, but for males, the effect is through the intervening variable of pet
attachment. Asafinal check on the model, it can be noted that if the models were made
equivaent, that is, if for females the path from caring value was moved from animal use to pet
attachment, or, if for males, caring value orientation were to directly predict attitudes, the new
path would not be significant and the fit indices would be reduced. For either of these changes,
the modification indices indicate that the changes should be reversed.
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Discussion

Asistypical (Broidaet al., 1993; Plous, 1996) of other research examining animal use
attitudes, this study found that women are more opposed to animal research than men are. Also
consistent with previous research (Badger, Simpson, & Jensen, 1998; Jensen, McGhie, & Jensen,
1991), women in this sample have a higher caring value orientation than men. Males and
females also differed significantly in their level of attachment to pets, afactor that proved to be
strongly related to animal use attitudes for both groups. There was no significant sex difference
in pet care experiences, in contrast to previous research (Kidd & Kidd, 1990). As predicted,
caring value orientation, pet care experience and pet attachment were al significantly related to
animal use attitudes for both men and women.

The relationships among the four variables of this study show both similarities and
differences for women and men. For both males and females, pet care experience is associated
with higher levels of attachment to pets, which, in turnis strongly related to concern for animal
welfare. Attachment differences may aso partly account for sex differences found in animal use
attitudes, women tend to be more strongly attached to their pets than men.

The major difference in the relationships among variables for men and women liesin the
role of caring value orientation. In males, caring value orientation is related to attachment to pets
and not directly to attitudes toward animal use. To affect attitudes in men, in the direction of
making them less utilitarian and more concerned for animal welfare, caring value orientation
appears to operate through its connection to level of pet attachment. However, in women, caring
value orientation is directly related to animal use attitudes. Given the social expectation to be
more caring, women seem to devel op more caring attitudes toward animal s than men,
independently of any direct experience with or attachment to pets.

The results of this study indicate that pet attachment and a caring value orientation both
affect animal use attitudes, and that the relationships among these variables differ by sex.
However, many questions about the devel opment of animal use attitudes remain. This study
does not address the question of why females become more attached to pets than males.
Differencesin pet attachment cannot be adequately accounted for by sex differencesin caring
value orientation, as it accounts for only 6% of the variance in attachment levels for men and 3%
for women. Any additional research in this area should test other potential source of attitudes
toward animal use. Although caring and attachment both were found to be factorsin
determining these attitudes, and can account for some of the sex differences, the two together
account for 41% of the variance in scores for women but only 17% of the variance for males.
Clearly, there are other factorsinvolved in animal use attitudes, especially for males.

This area of research isrelatively new and requires further exploration before the nature
of these attitudes toward the use of animalsiswell understood. It isan important area of
research for psychology and other sciences, both in understanding an increasingly relevant area
of social attitudes and because of the use of animals in research within various disciplines.
Finally, understanding the antecedents of animal use attitudes and how these differ by sex and
other variables may have implications for humane education that could be elaborated in future
research.
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Table 1: Mean scores on model variables for women and men

Mean (s.d.)
Women Men
Animal use attitudes 45.57 (7.29) 39.43(8.73)
Caring value orientation 23.99 (2.26) 21.86 (2.51)
Pet care experience 34.12 (9.56) 32.07 (9.52)
Pet attachment 41.63 (8.97) 38.17 (9.43)

Table 2: Correlations among model variables

AUA CvO PCE PA
Animal use attitudes (AUA) 33* .30* 34**
Caring value orientation (CVO) 30** .06 24
Pet care experience (PCE) S7r* .08 81**
Pet attachment (PA) 61+ 18 .80**

NOTE: Correlations for female respondents appear below the diagonal, correlations for male
respondents appear above the diagonal.

* p<.05, two-tailed
** p< .01, twotailed
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LeanneKline

Leanne is arecent graduate of the Atlantic Veterinary College in Prince Edward Island and we
are very pleased to have her here with ustoday. Sheis presenting the work of Alice Crook who
was not able to be in attendance at the conference.

Presentation Title: “The Role of Veterinariansin Addressing Animal Abuse”
Theroleof veterinariansin addressing animal abuse - The Canadian approach
A Crook, DVM; L Kline, DVM

Sir James Dunn Animal Welfare Centre, Atlantic Veterinary College, University of Prince
Edward Island, 550 University Avenue, Charlottetown, PEI, Canada C1A 4P3; and CVMA*®
Anima Welfare Committee (Crook)

Abstract

Veterinary practitioners are likely to be the first professionals to see an abused animal.
Both to protect that animal, and because the abuse may be a sentinel for other violence that is
occurring within or outside the family, it is crucia that veterinarians deal effectively with
instances of suspected animal maltreatment. This issue has been identified as a priority by
CVMA. The CYMA’s Animal Welfare Committee has taken several initiativesto assist
veterinarians in addressing thisissue, including a position statement to encourage reporting of
abuse, preparation of an information sheet for veterinary practices, presentations at veterinary
meetings, and lobbying for changes to Canada’ s Criminal Code to improve protection for
criminally abused animals. Further initiatives are planned.

'CVMA - Canadian Veterinary Medica Association

SPCA - Society for the Prevention of Cruelty against Animals
JAVMA - Journal of the American Veterinary Medical Association
TACC - Tufts Animal Care and Condition

WSAVA - World Small Animal Veterinary Association
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AVC - Atlantic Veterinary College, University of Prince Edward Island
OVC - Ontario Veterinary College, University of Guelph

OMVQ - Ordredesm dicinsv t rinairesdu Qu bec

OVMA - Ontario Veterinary Medical Association

BCVMA - British Columbia Veterinary Medical Association

FMV - Facult dem dicinev t rinaire, Universit de Montr al
CFHS - Canadian Federation of Humane Societies

AVMA - American Veterinary Medical Association
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Introduction

Animal welfare, law enforcement, domestic violence, and child welfare agencies are
working together more and more in recognition of "the Link", the indisputable tie between
animal abuse and violence towards people. Researchers have recognized and documented that
violence towards animal s can be both a component and a symptom of child, spousal and elder
abuse>3*. Studies from the domestic violence field consistently show that women delay leaving
abusive situations because of fears for a pet®safety”.

In 1999 animal abuse was named the top animal welfare advocacy issue by CVMA>. In
March 2004, this priority was reaffirmed at the joint Strategic Planning Session of CVMA
Council and the CVMA Animal Welfare Committee. There are three main reasons why CVMA
has given this issue preeminence:

1) Our commitment as a profession to alleviate animal suffering;

2) Therecognition that early and effective intervention may limit the escalation of abuse;

and

3) The recognition of the links between abuse of animals and of people.

There are several ways in which veterinarians may become involved in animal abuse
cases - through recognizing suspected abuse in their own practices; assisting humane
organizations with investigations; as expert withesses; and/or as part of aresponse team through
provision of medical care to abused animals, or foster care for pets owned by battered women.
Many women® shelters across Canada have arrangements with local animal shelters or
veterinary hospitals to provide temporary housing. Veterinary technicians have an important role
to play aswell. A technician may appear less intimidating to an abused woman, or to children,
and may therefore be more likely to hear or suspect what has happened to the pet and/or what is
happening within the family. Together, a veterinarian and technician may be able to compile
more complete information in documenting a case of abuse.

In North Americathere is a move towards encouraging, or in some cases mandating,
veterinarians to report abuse. State and provincial anti-cruelty laws and animal protection acts
are being toughened to treat animal abuse cases more seriously. The Canadian Criminal Codeis
currently under revision to improve the ability to successfully prosecute cases of animal abuse.

Legislation in North America

In Canada, inspectors from an SPCA/Humane Society are empowered through provincial
acts to investigate complaints by members of the public, including veterinarians. Generaly these
acts stipulate that an animal is deemed to bein a state of distressif it isin need of food, water,
care or treatment; or if itissick, in pain or suffering or has been injured; or is abused or subject
to cruelty or neglect®. The inspector may be able to resolve the situation with the owner or
guardian through education, to achieve an acceptable level of care. In cases of intentional abuse
or severe neglect, the inspector or any complainant may take the matter to the police who will
determineif there is enough evidence to lay a charge under the Canadian Criminal Code.

Proposed amendments to the Criminal Code are currently before the Canadian Parliament
in Bill C-22 - An Act to amend the Criminal Code (cruelty to animals). This Bill has been
passed by the House of Commons and is currently before the Canadian Senate. Canadian law in
thisareaislargely unchanged since 1892, and revision islong overdue. The intent of Bill C-22is
to update the Criminal Code in the area of crimes against animals, to improve the ability to
prosecute offenders, and to provide new sentencing tools to enhance the effectiveness of the
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offence provisions. Normally accepted usages of animals that are generally authorized by law or
governed by existing codes or standards will not be criminalized.

The principal changesin Bill C-22 are:

1. Animals are moved from the property section to a new section of the Criminal Code which
focuses on cruelty to animals. Thisisacrucial change, that will provide protection for animals
regardless of their status as property, or the monetary value that can be assigned to them.

2. Thereisasignificant increase in penalties for offenders, with respect to sentences and fines
that may be imposed.

3. The new hill allows up to alifetime prohibition on future ownership of animals, and a
minimum of five years prohibition for a second or subsequent offence.

4. The proposed changes give judges the authority to order anyone convicted of cruelty to
animals, to pay restitution such as veterinary bills and shelter costs to the organization that cared
for the animal.

Although the proposed changes to the Criminal Code will facilitate prosecution of cases
of animal cruelty, the process of bringing a complaint to court will still be a cumbersome and
lengthy one. Most complaints of an animal in distress will continue to be dealt with through
provincial animal protection acts.

In the US, state anti-cruelty statutes are the main form of legal protection for animals.
Although each of the 50 states and the District of Columbia has enacted its own unique
legislation, in general there is protection for animals against three forms of cruelty® The most
common type of statute prohibits willful, deliberate, or intentional commission of certain violent
acts. The second imposes aduty of care on owners or guardians to provide appropriate food,
water, and shelter, and the third prohibits participation in or watching organized animal fights.
State or local law enforcement agencies may enforce these statutes and/or they may be enforced
by humane organizations which have been authorized for this purpose by state legislation. Under
the American legal system, animals are property and so the protection that they receiveis
weighed against the interests of the owner in their use, possession, and enjoyment.

In most states, violations of the statutes are classed as misdemeanors, which may result in
afine of up to $1000 or up to one year in jail®. However there has been atrend over the last ten
years or so to strengthen the anti-cruelty statutes by characterizing the offense of cruelty to
animals as afelony, which carries much stiffer penalties. Thisisduein part to increasing
awareness of the correlation between acts of cruelty towards animals and towards people. Laws
in the various states are continually updated, or new statutes are added. Current and proposed
legislation can be found on the web site of the Animal Protection Institute®

Recognizing abuse

Animal abuseis not always straightforward. Human maltreatment of animals extends
along a spectrum ranging from passive neglect to intentional cruelty, with the mgjority of abuse
arising from neglect. Neglect may be unintentional due to alack of education, it may represent a
temporary lapse in care in an otherwise responsible owner, or it may be chronic.

On July 7, 1962, JAVMA published alandmark article by Kempe, The battered child
syndrome, which brought widespread attention to the physical abuse of children. Since then,
research and investigation have resulted in the identification of the diagnostic features and
pathology of such abuse, and the development of diagnostic guidelines for practitioners'® .
Similarly the publication of The Battered Woman in 1979 initiated a series of health care
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responses, including diagnostic, assessment and documentation guidelines'® Veterinarians are
now attempting to identify characteristic features of what Munro first called “battered pets’ 23,

The majority of animal cruelty arises from neglect™. In deciding whether an incident
warrants reporting, it isimportant to consider the severity of problems present, the total number
of problems, and their duration. Patronek has developed the TACC scales™ to assist animal
health professionals, humane organizations, and law enforcement personnel to quantify
objectively the adequacy/inadequacy of animal care. These scales are for use in assessing body
condition, weather and environmental safety, and physical care in dogs. The criteriain these
scales focus on the consequences for the animal, and are independent of human intent. The
TACC scales can be extrapolated for use in other species. An abuse policy has been devel oped,
based on the TACC scales, for use in horses where neglect or abuse is suspected (manuscript
under review, J. Christie, personal communication).

Animal hoarding, or collecting, is neglect on alarge scale. Typically an animal hoarder is
someone who accumulates alarge number of animals that overwhelms the person’s ability to
provide even minimal standards of care; and who fails to acknowledge the deteriorating
conditions of the animals and the environment, as well as the negative effects on the health and
well-being of the hoarder and other household members °.

CVMA initiatives
CVMA position statement

CVMA approved a position statement to encourage veterinarians to report animal abuse
in 1999 (Appendix I, a), both to protect the animals involved and because intervention may stop
the perpetration of other violence. The decision to create the statement was based on several
considerations. It iswidely recognized in the child protection field that reporting of abuse to the
appropriate authoritiesis a crucial component of effective intervention "%, Veterinarians are
well-trained in animal husbandry, able to identify substandard care, and likely to be the first
professionals to see an abused animal. Animal Welfare Committee members were aware of the
increasing documentation of the link between animal, child, spousal, and other societal violence,
and recognized that abused animals, especially pets, are too often part of acycle of family
violence. Like many veterinarians who have requested guidance from CVMA over the years,
Animal Welfare Committee members, as practitioners, had at some point dealt with cases of
suspected abuse, and wondered how to respond more effectively.

Based on itsresearch, the CVMA Animal Welfare Committee concluded that reporting of
abuseisacrucial component of an effective response. The position statement recognizes that
some situations of neglect may be resolved through education. In preparation of the position
statement, the Animal Welfare Committee consulted the provincia licensing bodies. Most
provincial veterinary acts have been amended so that reporting of abuse is no longer considered a
breach of confidentiaity™. Only in Quebec however, is such reporting compul sory®.

The AVMA position on reporting animal abuse (Appendix I, b) issimilar to the CVMA
position. In the United States, veterinarians are mandated to report animal abuse in Minnesota
and West Virginia™. California, Arizona, and Wisconsin require veterinarians to report
incidences of dogsinjured or killed in staged dog fights**. Californiaand Colorado include
veterinarians among the professionals required to report suspected child abuse or neglect®. Some,
but by no means al, states have waived the necessity of maintaining client confidentiality in
cases of suspected abuse®'*. The AVMA Principles of Veterinary Medical Ethics makes an
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exception to the obligation of confidentiality, if necessary to protect the health and welfare of
other individuals or animals (Appendix I, ¢).

These position statements on reporting of animal abuse are important tools to inform
other organizations and the public of the profession’s position, aswell asto inform veterinarians
of their expected role.

Education

The CVMA Anima Welfare Committee produced a two page guide for practitioners,
summarizing relevant information when faced with animal maltreatment (Appendix I1). Entitled
“Animal abuse: what veterinarians can do,” the guide includes a definition of abuse, signs of
potential physical abuse (non-accidental injury), what will be required if abuse is reported, and
sections on client-patient confidentiality and civil liability. Also included are some resources, the
CVMA position statement, and a section “To whom do | report abuse?’ with spaces for
appropriate contact numbers.

CVMA held aplenary session on animal abuse at its 2000 annual convention. There were
sessions on the CVMA initiatives to date”, the link between animal cruelty and human
violence®, legal implications for veterinarians®, and relevant veterinary regulationsin Canada™.
The author has aso given relevant presentations at the 2001 World Congress of the WSAVA in
Vancouver®®, and the 2002 Conference of the OAVTZ.

The CVMA Anima Welfare Committee encourages incorporation of this topic into the
curricula of veterinary and technical colleges, so that graduates have guidelinesto help them to
assess neglect and abuse, and to recognize when education may be sufficient or when reporting
to the authorities is the appropriate route. At AV C, there has been an annual lecture on this topic
since 2000, in thefirst year course Animal behaviour and welfare and in the final rotation I ssues
in animal welfare. At OVC, animal abuse is addressed in the course Art of Veterinary Medicine
(C. Adams, persona communication).

Lobbying - Bill C-22

An important component of addressing animal abuse is to strengthen animal cruelty
legislation®®?’. The CVMA provided input into the preparation of the proposed changes to the
Criminal Code in 1999, presented a brief in support of the Bill (then called C-15B) to the
Parliamentary Standing Committee on Justice and Human Rightsin 2001?, and has continued to
lobby for passage of the Bill in the Senate. The CVMA believes that, once passed, these
amendments will improve the ability to successfully prosecute offendersin cases of animal
abuse, thereby improving protection for animals This may in turn help to interrupt the cycle of
human violence.

Provincial initiatives
The province of Qu bec isthe only jurisdiction in Canada in which veterinarians are
mandated to report animal abuse, as per the Code of ethics of veterinary surgeons.
A veterinary surgeon shall report to the competent authorities when he ascertains that an
animal has been the victim of mistreatment®.
By the same Code, ear-cropping in dogs is not allowed, although the situation with tail-docking
isnot as clearcut.
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A veterinary surgeon shall refuse to perform any operation which could endanger the
well-being of the animal or which, in his opinion, entails useless suffering.

The OMVQ isworking with other associations to lobby the government to adopt regulations that
will enforce inspection of dog shelters, breeding establishments, and pet stores, and thereby force
closure of puppy mills (Suzanne Breton, personal communication). Students at FMV work with
the organization Le Bon Dieu dans la Rue to provide monthly veterinary clinics for the animals
of homeless young peoplein Montreal.

In British Columbia, the BCVMA has worked cooperatively with the BCSPCA, the BC
Institute Against Family Violence, and the BC/Y ukon Society of Transition Houses, with support
from Victim Services, Policing and Community Safety Branch, Ministry of Public Safety, and
the Solicitor General, to produce a series of three brochures on the link between family violence
and animal abuse®. The brochures include information on indicators of abuse and on available
resources. One brochure is intended for the public, one for animal care professionals, and the
third for Victim Services Workers and Justice System Personnel.

In Ontario, the OVMA has established the SafePet Program, to help women escape
abusive situations, and to ensure their pets are not placed at risk by the woman® departure from
the home. Through this program, veterinary clinics volunteer to make space available to house
animals of women seeking refuge in women®shelters. Women’s shelters will maintain alist of
participating clinics. If awoman entering a shelter requires boarding for a pet, one of the clinics
on the list will be contacted by the shelter. To protect the animal and the clinic staff from
possible abuse by the spouse, the animal will not be housed at its normal veterinary clinic
whenever possible, and may be housed under a different name. There will be approximately 50
participating clinics when the program is officialy launched at the beginning of May 2004 (D.
Craven, personal communication).

Within the four Canadian veterinary colleges, the University of Guelph (OVC) has
recently formed the Suspected Animal Abuse Reporting Committee to review reports of
suspected abuse from the OV C community, and determine further action to be taken, which may
include reporting the case to the appropriate authority®'. At AVC, adraft policy in cases of
suspected animal abuse is currently under review by the Hospital Management Committee. The
policy will provide guidelines for clinicians in evaluating suspected abuse, procedures to follow
including thorough documentation, and reporting avenues.

The CFHS has sponsored severa Violence Prevention Workshops for humane
organizations, domestic violence workers, and veterinarians®. The OSPCA, has produced a
brochure - Raising public awareness about the link between animal cruelty and human violence™
- as part of its Violence Prevention Initiative.

CVMA - futuredirections

With the recent reaffirmation of animal abuse as a priority for the next three years, the
CVMA Anima Welfare Committee has several initiatives planned. Chief among theseis
production of abrochure for veterinarians. Canadian veterinarians continue to have questions
about issues such as civil liability, definitions of neglect and abuse, and persona safety. The
brochure will address these questions, and expand on the guidelines already prepared (Appendix
).

The CVMA will continue to work with the provincia veterinary associations in Canada
to consider the advantages and disadvantages of mandatory reporting of abuse, and to look into
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the issue of civil liability. In the child protection area, citizens and professionals are protected
from legal liability if they act reasonably in reporting child abuse or neglect, even if the
dlegations are later found to beinvalid™. It is generally believed that thisis also the case for
veterinarians who report animal abuse in good faith (Appendix 11). However this immunity from
liability is only explicit in afew US States®, and not in Canada at this point.

Revision of the CVMA position statement is underway, to refine the definitions of
neglect and abuse, and to include animal hoarding™®. The CVMA will continue to stress the value
of cooperative reporting between human services professionals and veterinarians, and explore
with other agencies the mechanisms of doing so. The CVMA will also continue to lobby for the
passage of Bill C-22.

Conclusion

Veterinarians can benefit from the experience of those in family protection services. The
response to child maltreatment was significantly enhanced with the advent of child abuse/neglect
definitions, diagnostic guidelines, mandated reporting, and provision of immunity to the
reporters. Taking the same steps in recognition and reporting of animal abuse and neglect will
help to improve the response to animal mal-treatment. Animal cruelty legislation must be
strengthened, and enforced. Recognizing and understanding the links between violence against
humans and against animals will broaden the protection for both.

One of the most difficult circumstances a veterinarian faces is the neglect or outright
abuse of an animal. The goa of the CVMA isto provide Canadian veterinarians with a clearer
understanding of how to deal more effectively with cruelty to animals, as well as a heightened
awareness of the importance of doing so, for the sake of the animal and of others within or
outside of the family. By directly addressing problems of abuse or neglect that we seein our
practices, rather than turning an uneasy blind eye, we can help our animal companions and be
part of the solution to the problems of increasing violence in our communities.
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Appendix |

a) Canadian Veterinary Medical Association - Animal Abuse
Position:
The Canadian Veterinary Medical Association (CVMA) recognizes that veterinarians are in a
position to observe occasions of suspected animal abuse. The CVMA believes that in situations
that can not be resolved through education, it is the veterinarian’ s responsibility to report such
observations to the appropriate authorities.
Background:
Animal abuse is the intent to cause harm and includes, but is not limited to, torture or malicious
killing of animals.
Veterinarians are often the first professionals to see an abused animal. It is part of the
responsibility of the veterinarian to protect the patient from further abuse. Client education may
be sufficient. Repeat or serious instances should be reported to the appropriate authorities.
Studies have documented a link between the abuse of animals and the abuse of people, especialy
family members. Veterinarians may be able to play an important role in breaking the cycle of
family violence by reporting animal abuse.
Veterinary schools are encouraged to discuss animal abuse, and the reporting thereof, in their
curricula, so that graduating veterinarians are better able to recognize the signs of abuse and
know the appropriate steps to take in documenting and reporting it.
Severa provincia licensing bodies have amended their regulations to allow the reporting of
animal abuse.
References:
1. Olson P. Recognizing and Reporting Animal Abuse: A Veterinarian’s Guide. Englewood,
Colorado: American Humane Association, 1998.
2. Rowan AN. Cruelty and Abuse to Animals: A Typology. In: Ascione, Arkow, eds. Animal
and Human Abuse. Purdue University, 1999.
July 1999
2003 CVMA Directory, 138

b) American Veterinary Medical Association (AVMA) - Animal Abuse and Animal Neglect
The AVMA recognizes that veterinarians may observe cases of animal abuse or neglect as
defined by federal or state laws, or local ordinances. When these situations cannot be resolved
through education, the AVMA considersit the responsibility of the veterinarian to report such
cases to appropriate authorities. Disclosure may be necessary to protect the health and welfare of
animals and people. Veterinarians should be aware that accurate record keeping and
documentation of these cases are invaluable.

AVMA 2004 Membership Directory and Resource Manual, 77.

c¢) Principles of Veterinary Medical Ethicsof the AVMA (2003 Revision)
L. Veterinarians and their associates should protect the personal privacy of patients and clients.
Veterinarians should not reveal confidences unless required to by law or unless it becomes
necessary to protect the health and welfare of other individuals or animals.

AVMA 2004 Membership Directory and Resource Manual, 40.
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Appendix Il - Animal Abuse: What Veterinarians Can Do
Canadian Veterinary Medical Association

What isanimal abuse?

Animal maltreatment encompasses a range of behaviours harmful to animal's, from unintentional
neglect (which may be resolved by education) to intentional cruelty. Intentional cruelty, or abuse,
is knowingly depriving an animal of food, water, shelter, sociaization, or veterinary care, or
maliciously harming or killing an animal.

Signs of potential physical abuse (non-accidental injury — NAI)

None of these signsis diagnostic of NAI, nor does the absence of some signs rule out the

poss bility of abuse.
The history doesn’'t correspond with the injuries presented.
The owner shows lack of concern for injuries.
Thereisadelay in seeking veterinary treatment.
There are behavioural signs, e.g. extreme fear in presence of owner, depression, failureto
thrive and/or
There are clinical signs, e.g. old healed or untreated wounds, multiple fracturesin
different bonesin various stages of healing, bruising. (Because of the animal’s hair coat,
bruises are usually more easily detected at necropsy.)

What will berequired if | report abuse?
Provide awritten statement describing your findings; thiswill be considered in the
decision whether to prosecute the offender. It is essential to promptly and meticulously
document injuries found, as well as explanations provided by person(s) accompanying
the animal. Photographs may be helpful.
Give evidencein court if the case goes to prosecution.
Veterinarians may also be asked to give testimony as expert witnesses in cases of animal
abuse.

What about veterinarian-client confidentiality?

All provinces allow veterinarians to report abuse (i.e., it is not considered a breach of
confidentiality). In Quebec it is compul sory to report suspected abuse. In Newfoundland and
Labrador, large animal veterinarians (all government-appointed) are special constables who must
report suspected abuse of livestock.

What if I'm wrong in my assessment of suspected abuse? Can | be sued for defamation?
Given that there is no objective diagnostic test for abuse at present, the veterinarian must rely on
his or her professional judgement in reporting suspected abuse to public authorities such as the
police or animal welfare agencies. While provincia veterinary legislation permits you to report,
it does not absolve you from potential liability if the accused person feels that his or her
reputation has been compromised and you undertook the allegation in a cavalier way. Y our
assessment must be carefully documented and based upon sound veterinary judgement. Some
states in the United States have dealt with this issue by providing the veterinarian with immunity
from prosecution for criminal or civil defamation claims; however to date no such immunity is
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provided to the veterinary professional in Canada. In the event that reporting suspected abuse
becomes mandatory, it isimportant for the veterinary community to seek and obtain the same
type of immunity from prosecution.

Resour ces

Olson P. Recognizing and Reporting Animal Abuse — A Veterinarian’s Guide. Denver:
American Humane Association, 1998. US$12.00 Call 1-800-227-4645 or go to
www.americanhumane.org. Included in this guide is the 2-page Tuft’s Animal Care and
Condition (TACC) scales for assessing body condition, weather and environmenta safety, and
physical carein dogs by Gary Patronek. The TACC scales can also be found in Can Vet J
2000;41:634-635 and at www.tufts.edu/vet/cfaltacc.html

Used with permission, Canadian Veterinary Medical Association
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Virginia-M arie Beckett, MSW, LGSW
Manager, First Strike® Campaign
The Humane Society of the United States

Welcome Ginger Beckett

Following undergraduate training in Sociology and Criminal Justice at Mount Saint
Mary’s College in Emmitsburg, Maryland in 1998, Ginger completed her Master of Arts degree
in Social Work at the University of Maryland in Baltimore in 2001 with a Primary Concentration
in Clinical, a Secondary Concentration in Management & Community Organization and a
Specidization in Mental Health. That same year, she also became a Licensed Graduate Social
Worker through the Maryland State Board of Social Work Examiners.

Ginger has worked at various jobs in the areas of animal welfare, human services and
criminal justice and as such has acquired a great deal of knowledge on these related issues. In
1997, Ginger interned with the United States Park Police in Washington, DC. In 1998 she was
Assistant Project Manager of the Community Needs Assessment Survey in Emmitsburg,
Maryland. Alsoin 1998, she was an intern with the Circuit Court of Maryland for Baltimore
City. Ginger was employed as Coordinator & Law Clerk for the Animal Matters Hearing Board
in Rockville, Maryland between 1998 and 1999 and again in 2000. Ginger also worked as a
Social Work Student Intern at the Maryland House of Correction in 1999 and 2000. In 2000 and
2001, she was employed as a Socia Work Student Intern with the Affiliated Sante Group, a
community mental health agency, in Maryland. In 2000 and 2001 Ginger worked as a Crime
Prevention Coordinator with an AmeriCorps Program called “Community Assisting Police” with
the Montgomery County Police Department.

Ginger is currently Manager of the First Strike Campaign with the Humane Society of the
United States in Maryland where she disseminates information to community groups, academics
and professional's on issues surrounding the relationship between violence against animals and
humans. In 2003 Ginger published work on the link between animal and elder abuse. We are
very pleased to have Ginger here with us today.
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Workshop Title: “Cruelty to Animals and Human Violence: Making the Connection”

Wor kshop Description:

The HSUS First Strike® campaign is amulti-year effort to increase public awareness
about the connection between animal cruelty and human violence. Animal cruelty is often a
predictor or indicator of other forms of community and family violence, including domestic
violence, child abuse, elder abuse, and youth violence. Animals are often treated as members of
the family, but if thereis violence in the family they may become targets as well. Batterers often
threaten, injure or kill pets as away of controlling other family members. The effects of animal
cruelty are not only traumatizing for pets, but also the people who care for them. Many victims
even delay leaving the batterer because they fear for their pet’s safety. Thisinformation is based
on studies of the maltreatment of pets in families experiencing child abuse and domestic violence
as well as comparisons between socia service agencies and humane societies.

In recent years, psychologists, criminologists, and sociologists have started to recognize
that animal cruelty is often a*“red-flag” or warning sign that may indicate a teenager is at-risk for
committing future interpersonal violence. There have also been several high-profile cases,
mostly involving school shooters and serial killers, which illustrate how adolescents often direct
their first acts of violence toward animals.

Many humane societies, animal control agencies, and domestic violence agencies have
expanded their roles by working together in collaborative efforts to address the connection
between animal cruelty, child abuse, domestic violence, elder abuse, and teen violence. In
addition, there has been greater attention given to the development of violence prevention and
intervention programs that incorporate animals into treatment. These programs have largely
been aimed at children who have experienced or perpetrated violence against family members.

Thisworkshop will provide participants with an opportunity to explore the connections
between animal cruelty and other forms of violence, including family violence and teen violence
through research data and case examples. It will also address the expanding collaborative role
being played by humane societies and animal care and control agencies to develop a coordinated
community response to violence. Examples of collaborative efforts among humane agencies,
domestic violence, child protection, law enforcement, and other professions will be reviewed.

Background on First Strike Campaign

The Humane Society of the United States launched the First Strike Campaign in 1997 in
order to increase public and professional awareness about the connections between
animal cruelty and human violence.

Through the campaign, we work to educate both the public and professionals about the
animal cruelty/human violence connection by sharing research.

With human violence—we are typically focusing on the connection to serial murder,
domestic violence, child abuse, teen violence, and elder abuse.

Professionals that we typically provide outreach to include social workers, law
enforcement officers, animal care and control officers, veterinary professionals,
prosecutors, judges, and educators.

Since 1997, we have conducted over 200 workshops around the United States and abroad
and have reached approximately 8,000 professionals.
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During the workshops, we encourage the professionals to network between their
respective agencies and develop interagency collaborations—so that they can cross-train
and cross-report to one another. An example of cross-reporting would be to have a child
protective service worker report animal abuse to the local animal control agency if they
witnessed it while on ahome visit.
0 Other campaign activities:
o0 Work with local advocates to strengthen animal cruelty laws throughout the
country.
o Provide investigative support, rewards, expert testimony, and information to law
enforcement and prosecutors in high-profile animal cruelty cases.

Objectives

1. To become familiar with the evidence for co-existence of animal abuse and human
violence, including domestic violence, child abuse, elder abuse, and youth violence

2. To understand the dynamics of the care and mistreatment of animals within families
that have a history of violence

3. To become familiar with ways in which cross-reporting and cross-training between
animal and human service agencies improve the ability of both groups to provide
needed services

4. To understand the advantages of cooperation between animal and human service
groups

5. To become familiar with the goals and content of a variety of violence intervention
and prevention programs involving animals

Pet-owner ship in the United States

Pet ownership isthe norm for most American families.
75% of families with school-age children have a dog, cat or other companion animal.

In ayear 2000 Reuter’s Poll amost 70% of the respondents reported owning a dog and
56% owned a cat.

The American Animal Hospital Association concluded that pets are part of the family
after reviewing information from their 11" Annual National Pet Owners' Survey.

We have an even greater awareness of the human/animal bond after September 11.

Early Recognition of the Connection between Animal Cruelty and Human Violence
The idea that those who are cruel to animals intentionally might be at greater risk for

interpersonal violence and crimeis actually not a new idea. It has great historical roots.
William Hogarth was a great socia reformer and he took on issues of animal abuse and

child protection as well.
Explain Hogarth’s series of woodcuts called “The Four Stages of Cruelty.”
Contemporary Research on Connection:
More contemporary research was initiated by the FBI in the early 1970’s. The FBI was
primarily interested in developing profiles of serial killers and the researchers found that
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many seria killers, mass murderers, seria rapists, and sexual homicide perpetrators had
an early history of being cruel to animals.

We now recognize the significance of cruelty to animals as one of the diagnostic criteria
for conduct disorder in the Diagnostic and Statistical Manual (DSM-IV-TR).

In 1988 the DSM was revised and cruelty to animals was included as one of the
diagnostic indicators of conduct disorder in children, along with things like fire setting,
theft, repeated lying, etc. At that time, it was included in the list of property crimes.
Interestingly in the clinical research of al of the symptoms of conduct disorder, itis
cruelty to animals which has the earliest average age of onset, usually showing up by age
7 Or s0.

In 1994 when the DSM was revised again, animal cruelty was moved to the category of
violence against others.

This subtle shift reflects the cultural shift with regard to how we view animals. Animal
cruelty has moved from being irrelevant to being another property crime, to now being a
crime against aliving, breathing, and sensing victim.

Examples of serial killers with ahistory of cruelty to animals:

1. Albert DeSalvo—*“The Boston Strangler” In his youth he confessed to trapping dogs
and cats in orange crates and shooting arrows through the boxes—he enjoyed
watching these animals die slowly.

2. David Berkowitz—"Son of Sam” He reportedly killed his grandmother’ s parrot and
shot a neighbor’ s dog.

3. Jeffrey Dahmer—He killed neighborhood dogs and cats, then displayed their heads
on posts around his neighborhood.

The number of school shooters and what might be some of their motivations for violence
have concerned us as well.

Examples of school shooters with ahistory of cruelty to animals:

1. Luke Woodham: He was a 16 year-old boy from Pearl, Mississippi who stabbed his
mother to death and went on a shooting spree at his high school, where he killed two
classmates. Shortly after hisarrest, police found his journa which described killing
his dog, Sparkle. He described the pleasure of killing his dog in the journal.

2. Eric Harris and Dylan Klebold—Columbine High School, Littleton, CO. A friend
described seeing Harris and Klebold attaching explosives to small animals, and
smashing the heads of mice with a crowbar.

The Massachusetts SPCA conducted a study in 1997 looking at criminal records for
people who had a prior conviction of cruelty to animals. They found:

0 38% also were convicted of aviolent crime

0 44% also were convicted of aproperty crime

0 37% also were convicted of adrug crime

0 37% also were convicted for adisorder crime

A 2001 study conducted by Linda Merz-Perez and her colleagues found that a
statistically significant relationship existed between childhood cruelty to animals and
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later violence against humans. Also, the study found that violent offenders were
significantly more likely than nonviolent offenders to have committed past acts of cruelty
toward animals.

Suggested typologies of juveniles who abuse animals:
0 Child who is developmentally immature and lacks cognitive and/or social skills
o Childwhoisavictim of abuse and whose abusive behavior is reactive to his/her
own victimization
o Child whose maliciousness is consistent with an overall pattern of conduct
disordered behavior

The Child Abuse/Animal Cruelty Connection

It isimportant to know that children who are exposed to violence and who have pets have
probably witnessed violence against their pets.

In the United States there has been along history of the connection between the
protection of animals and the protection of children.

Case example of Mary Ellen Wilson-- shewas achild in 1874 in New Y ork City who
was discovered by alegendary socia worker, named Etta Wheeler. Mary Ellen was
severely abused and neglected by a couple who adopted her and to whom she was
apprenticed. Ettawanted to prosecute the girls' adopted parents and have her removed
from the home, but she found it extremely difficult because children were chattel. Etta
approached Henry Bergh, who was the founder of the American Society for the
Prevention of Cruelty to Animals. Henry Bergh decided to take on this case because he
knew that Etta had not received any support from regular law enforcement. He
prosecuted Mary Ellen’s case as an animal cruelty case. The case was won.

Roles of petsin children’slives:

o Facilitator of social interaction
Source of contact comfort and stress relief
Stimulus for physical exercise
Stimulus for language and communication
Stimulus for empathy and sympathy
Source of physical and emotional protection
Source of humor and stimulus for play

O 0O O0OO0OO0O0

Study conducted in 1983 by DeViney, Dickert, and Lockwood, The Care of Pets Within
Child Abusing Families, found
0 60% had at least one family member meeting animal abuse criterion
o Children were animal abusersin 37% of abusive households
o Children were sole animal abusersin 14% of animal abusing households
o0 Animal abuse was reported in 88% of homes referred for physical abuse of
children, compared with 34% of homes referred for neglect or children at risk



A very powerful way to find out about children’s relationships with animals is through
looking at their artwork, poetry, drawings, etc.

Here are questions that you can ask children about their pets:

o Haveyou or your family ever had any pets? What kind? What happened to them?

0 Haveyou ever |ost apet you ever cared about?

0 Hasyour pet ever been hurt? Has anybody ever tried to make you do something
you didn’t want to do by threatening your pet?

0 Haveyou ever been frightened by an animal?

0 What happens when your pet or companion animal misbehaves? Who disciplines
him or her? How? What happens then?

Other groups are also recognizing the connection between animal cruelty and child abuse
and are raising awareness in their communities. For example:

o0 InFebruary 2001, England’ s Royal Society for the Prevention of Cruelty to
Animals and the National Society for the Prevention of Cruelty to Children held
their first joint conference to discuss ways of collaborating to prevent the abuse of
all innocent victims.

0 TheHSUS developed a cameraready ad-slick with the headline: “One of the First
Lessons His Father Taught Him He Remembered His Whole Life.”

0 The Ontario SPCA created a violence awareness campaign called “Don’'t Let the
Innocent Suffer.”

o Pawsfor Kidsin Bolton, England created a poster which addresses the
connections between animal cruelty, child abuse, and domestic violence.

The Domestic Violence/Animal Cruelty Connection

Research shows that between 70% and 80% of pet-owning women seeking protection in
women’ s shelters have had aloved pet threatened, injured, or killed by their abusers.

Anywhere from 20% to 50% of pet-owning women will delay leaving the abusive
relationship out of fear for their pet’s safety.

In asurvey of 101 women from 5 Utah shelters and controls from the community, 70% of
the sheltered women reported that pets were threatened by the abuser compared to 16.7%
of the control group. 54% of the sheltered women also reported that their pets were
actually harmed or killed compared to only 4% of the control group.

Why do batterers abuse animals?

0 Batterers often abuse family pets as away to maintain power and control. Pets
can be a source of comfort and stability for victims of abuse, particularly children.
Batterers manipulate this relationship to perpetuate their control over their spouse
and children—Dby torturing and killing the pets they are sending out a clear
message that they can do the same to the family membersiif they don’t comply
with the batterer’ s demands.

o0 Further isolate their victims
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Force family to keep violence a secret

Retaliate for acts of independence

Prevent victim for leaving or punish her for leaving

Animal abuse may be minimized, carry few penalties or be socially sanctioned

© O O0Oo

Domestic Violence Enhanced Response Team (DVERT) in Colorado Springs, COisa
model program for coordinated community response to domestic violence. An animal
welfare officer isakey part of the team. Hisrole includes:

0 Responding with Intake Team on Home Visits
Reviewing al referrals for indications of animal abuse and neglect
Investigating all reports of animal abuse
Providing information regarding previous HS contacts with victim and offender
Providing training on the connection between animal abuse and domestic violence

© O OO0

We know of several other communities who have also developed a multi-disciplinary
response to domestic violence and included animal welfare officers. These include,
Baltimore, MD; Pinellas County, FL; Forsyth County, NC; and Vancouver, WA.

Other local efforts to raise awareness.
0 House of Ruth, MD
0 SPCA of Texas
o Pawsfor Kids brochure

We are also seeing more Safe Havens for Animals™ programs. These programs can save
animal and human lives by providing temporary care for animals who come from homes
where there is family violence.

The Elder Abuse/Animal Cruelty Connection

What are the signs of elder abuse?

o0 Physical abuse—may produce injuries such as bruises, bone fractures, skull
fractures, open wounds, cuts, or signs of having been restrained

0 Sexua abuse—can result in bruises around breasts or genital area; unexplained
venereal or genital infections; and torn, stained, or bloody underclothing

o0 Emotional abuse—may cause the victim to be emotionally upset or non-
communicative; also may produce unusual behavior typically attributed to
dementia, fear, or depression

0 Neglect—can result in dehydration, malnutrition, untreated bedsores, poor
personal hygiene

0 Abandonment—might take the form of desertion of an elderly person at a
hospital, shopping area, or other public location

o Financia or materia exploitation—may be revealed by sudden changes in a bank
account or banking practices, abrupt changesin awill, etc.

How Animal Cruelty May Affect Older Adults
0 Asaconcern inthe context of physical, sexual or psychologica abuse
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As asafety concern

As aconcern in the context of neglect or abandonment

Asathreat in financial exploitation

Asaphysica and mental health concern in cases of animal hoarding

© O OO0

In the spring and summer of 2001, The HSUS partnered with the National Center on
Elder Abuse to administer asurvey to adult protective service workersin order to get
their assessment of animal cruelty and neglect

In response to the question “Does your agency include questions on intake/assessment
about client’s animals?’

0 59% reported NO

0 35% reported YES

0 6% reported UNSURE

In response to the question “Do clients seen by APS talk about pets having been
threatened, injured, killed or denied care by caregiver?’

0 54% reported NO

0 35% reported YES

0 11% reported UNSURE

In response to the question “Have APS workers encountered animal neglect coexisting
with client’ sinability to care for himself/herself?”

0 4% reported NO

0 92% reported YES

0 4% reported UNSURE

In response to the question, “In your experience with domestic elder abuse, do you
believe there is a connection between such abuse and animal cruelty?’
0 56% responded YES

Asaresult of the survey, The HSUS and NCEA created a brochure for animal protection
professionals and adult protective service workers to raise their awareness about the elder

abuse/animal cruelty connection

The following states’communities have provisions for cross-reporting between agencies:

o Cdifornia: State humane and animal control officers (ACO’s) are mandated
reporters for suspected child abuse and elder abuse

0 San Diego County, CA: cross-reporting by interagency agreement between
Animal Control and HHS

0 Colorado: Veterinarians are mandated reporters for child abuse

0 Ohio, Connecticut and District of Columbia: encourage reporting of suspected
child abuse by animal control officers

o lllinois: Veterinarians are mandated to report suspected elder abuse or neglect

Why should animal protection professionals be concerned about this issue?
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All animal caregiverswill encounter instances of abuse

Animal caregivers are well-equipped to assess neglect, cruelty and abuse
Animal caregivers are in aposition to break the cycle of abuse

Animal caregivers are part of the community of helping professionals

Violence Prevention and I ntervention Programs

Quote from 1933 National P.T.A. Congress: “Children trained to extend justice, kindness,
and mercy to animals become more just, kind and considerate in their relations with each
other. Character training aong these lines will result in men and women of broader
sympathies, more humane, more law-abiding — in every respect more valuable citizens.”

There are many violence prevention and intervention programs around the United States
designed for juveniles and teens who are at-risk. Generally these programs fall into three
categories:

0]

Primary programs aimed at the general population to educate people about
violence-related issues and to change the way society views different forms of
violent behavior.

Secondary programs that seek to change the attitudes and behavior of higher-risk
individual s through mentoring or fostering nurturing, nonviolent skills.

Tertiary programs focusing on intervention or treatment for individuals aready
associated with antisocia or violent behavior

How can we break the cycle of violence?

(0]

In order to try to break the cycle of violence, The HSUS First Strike Campaign,
along with other animal protection groups across the United States have been
working to develop humane education programs that utilize animals to teach
children patience, kindness and respect for al living things.

It isonly recently that we have started developing animal-related programs that
specifically focus on adolescents who are at-risk for becoming violent, or who are
already incarcerated.

For example, in Woodburn, Oregon there is a program called “Project Pooch”
which is adog training program that operates out of the MacL aren School—
juvenile correctional facility. Project Pooch providesincarcerated young men
with an opportunity to learn askill. The men aso learn about their emotions
while caring for and training adoptabl e dogs from the Oregon Humane Society in
Portland, the Humane Society of Willamette Valley in Salem, and the local boxer
breed-rescue club.

0 Thereare similar programs throughout the country.

Conclusion

Why isthe animal cruelty/human violence issue important?
0 TheHSUS felt this was an important campaign to start based on research

collected by psychologists, sociologists and criminol ogists over the past 20 years.
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0 Most people are very disturbed about incidents of animal cruelty—especiadly if
they have beloved pets of their own. In so many cases, animal cruelty escalates
into other forms of violence. We need to be concerned about it not only because
other vulnerable living creatures are being harmed, but also because if acts of
animal cruelty are ignored, the perpetrators may go on to hurt people.

Panel Discussion: Linking Violence and Bridging Gaps

Moderator: Diane L ewis, Memorial Composite High School

Bea L eBlanc, Executive Director, Cape Breton Transition House

Tony Dalton, Inspector, Cape Breton Regional Municipal Police Service
Joyce Aylward, Social Worker, Children’s Aid Society

This panel brought together socia service professionalsin the local Cape Breton
community to discuss strategies for implementing the ideas presented at the conference. Because
amajor goa of this conference was the outcome of interagency collaboration and cross reporting
regarding animal and human violence, this panel played akey rolein bringing professionals
together to begin these efforts.

Diane Lewis began the discussion by linking together some of the themes from the day’ s
presentations such as gender, interagency communication, and humane education. Diane then
introduced the first panel guest, Bea LeBlanc, Executive Director of the Transition House and a
registered social worker. Bea has worked with abused women and children for twenty-three
years. Beaexplained that she was very enthusiastic about coming to the Linking Violence
conference because animal cruelty had come up quite often in her work but had not been
addressed formally by the staff at the domestic violence shelter. Beaexplained that when she
was invited to be apanel guest she did not know what she was going to talk about, as the
transition house presently does not take in any information regarding animal cruelty on their
intake surveys. However, she said that as she and her staff thought more about animal cruelty
they began to recall many incidents they had witnessed through their work at the shelter which
linked together violence towards animals, women, and children.

Bearelayed a very poignant example of her experience working as a professional in a
domestic violence shelter whereby awoman came to the shelter but did not mention anything
about her pets. Sadly, when the woman did not return home, her husband shot her three dogs.
The woman told Bea about this horrific incident after the fact. Bea pointed out that if the shelter
had had questions on their intake surveys to inquire about family pets this incident may have
been avoided. Bea explained that women at the shelter talk about their animals and sometimes
arrive at the shelter with their pets. Unfortunately the shelter cannot house the animals due to the
allergies of other residents, as well as other various health factorsinvolved. On occasion, staff
members take the pets to their home and care for the animal until the woman is able to find
another place or return home.

One of the gentlemen on the shelter board is aretired socia worker who works with
therapy dogs at alocal senior citizen’s home. On one occasion he decided to bring his therapy
dog to the shelter. Interestingly, an adolescent girl who had been residing at the shelter for two
weeks and had not talked at all began interacting with and talking to the dog and she al'so
initiated a conversation about her own pet dog. The man now regularly visits the shelter with his
dog because it is very therapeutic for the women and the children.
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On another occasion, an eight-year old boy, who had arrived at the shelter a couple of
days earlier, began to abuse the dog on one of the visits believing that this was acceptable
behavior. The shelter staff later found out that the boy had been abused by his father.

Many times women have called the shelter and talked about their animals, but
arrangements could not be made for the pet to accompany the woman or child to the shelter. The
transition house has an unofficial agreement with the SPCA whereby the SPCA will take animals
for acouple of days. However, thissituation is less than ideal asin most cases, a couple of days
are not sufficient for an abused woman to make some changesin her life and in cases of
overcrowding the shelter may have to euthanize another animal to make room for the woman’'s
companion animal.

Bea explained that there are many things that the Transition House can do to help aid
animal and human victims of domestic violence: 1) talk to the shelter’s children’s counselor to
look into programming for the children. Y ears ago, the shelter’s children’s program invited the
SPCA to come to the shelter with some pets and visit with the children. However, this program
has since ended and Bea is going to ook into beginning it again because it was a good way to
show the children proper treatment of animals and to encourage them to talk openly about any
pets they may have; 2) refine intake questions to ask about pets; 3) during the distress call ask if
the woman has pets because many times women do not mention them; 4) develop a better foster
parenting system for animal's; 5) discuss the issues presented at the conference with the Cape
Breton Interagency on Family Violence, of which the Transition House is a member; 6) invite
the SPCA to be amember of the Cape Breton Interagency on Family Violence; 7) have atraining
session with staff of the Transition House to educate them about the relationship between animal
cruelty and human violence. Bea concluded by stating that she truly believes that many women
are reluctant to leave an abusive situation because they do not want to leave their pets behind and
the transition house will be doing more to ensure that thisis no longer the case.

Diane thanked Bea and highlighted that Bea articul ated exactly the outcomes the
organizing committee was hoping for as aresult of the conference (i.e., networks that already
exist in the local community would start to include animals). Diane then introduced the second
panel guest, Tony Dalton, Inspector with the Cape Breton Regional Police Service in charge of
the central division. Tony said that he did some research on the relationship between violence
toward animals and humans as it is awhole new aspect of family violence. Tony explained that
one of the main points of interest he learned from the morning’ s presentations was the
relationship that the victim has with the family pet and how the pet can be used to intimidate the
victim. Tony pointed out that there isa great deal of interagency collaboration presently in
place, but these agencies need to incorporate a discussion of the abuse of animals which can be
best achieved by inviting the SPCA to become a member of the Cape Breton Interagency on
Family Violence, of which the police are dso apart. Tony also discussed Bill C-22 and the new
terminology it will incorporate if it is enacted which includes taking out the term “willful
negligence” and replacing it with “negligence.”

Tony explained that the police service has anumber of officersthat are family violence
trainers and annually they provide family violence training to the officers. Assuch, Tony will
take the information he has gained by attending the conference back to the family violence
trainers.

Tony also pointed out that the educational information presented at the conference needs
to be brought to the attention of the police service' s school liaison officers, aswell as all of the
police officers, educators in the community, and the general public. Tony pointed out that police
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officers become most involved with the initial act of the crime, whereas it is the justice system
and parole officers who investigate the history behind the crime. Assuch, it isthese
professionals who can better identify those that may become involved in acts of animal abuse to
prevent violence from occurring.

Diane thanked Tony and pointed out that it is really important to have the police on board
in addressing these issues and she, Tracey, and the Interagency ook forward to working with the
policein the future. Diane then introduced the third panel guest, Joyce Aylward, Social Worker
with the Children’s Aid Society of Cape Breton Victoria, who has been a social worker for 20
yearsin various locations and is presently supervising two programs. The adolescent program
provides crisis services to parents and adol escents who are experiencing ongoing conflict in their
day to day lives. She also supervises the Community Partners for Protecting Children program
which isanew initiative that aims at having our community begin to take a major role in a safe
placeto raise our families.

Joyce explained that in 1920, the Society for the Prevention of Cruelty (SPC) was
formed. This organization of the past recognized the connection between various forms of
violent behavior in their efforts to care for both animals and children who had been victims of
abuse. In her professional experience she has witnessed many situations in which both the
children and the family pets were harmed.

She explained that children in care are attached to their pets and the Children’s Aid
Society tries to accommodate them in foster care, whereby the foster parent allows the child to
bring along their pet, however, thisisavery rare occurrence. Aswell, pets are not allowed in
group homes. The Children’s Aid Society office has on occasion served as a boarding home for
the pets of abused children. Joyce aso pointed out that she has contact information for a person
who has agreed to take in animals, day or night, for any length of time, if need be.

The Children’s Aid Society is also amember of the Cape Breton Interagency on Family
Violence. Joyce suggested that the Children’s Aid Society needs to look at some of their policies
and procedures in terms of the attachment that the children havein their livesto animals and
treatment that can be provided to kids that are harming animals and themselves and other people.
Joyce also believes that it would be very beneficia for the SPCA and the Children’s Aid Society
to collaborate on the issue of abuse against children and animals and get together for a workshop.

Diane pointed out that the panelists have once again reiterated the need to go back to
where they work and examine their practices and |ook how they can incorporate animal abuse
into their intake and into their daily lives (i.e., educating their co-workers and looking at policy
changes).

During the question period a discussion arose around keeping track of people who abuse
animals. Cathy Thomas from the Calgary Humane Society pointed out that this type of problem
could be addressed by agencies devel oping one database that includes information about abusers.
For instance, someone who is being considered by child services as an abuser would not be
allowed to purchase an animal at the SPCA. Cross reporting could help to eliminate a great deal
of abuse.

This panel discussion was very important in bringing to the forefront the many practical
issues associated with addressing both forms of violence (i.e., anima and human) in the local
community, highlighting the fact that a great deal of collaboration presently exists to address the
issue of human violence. The issue of animal cruelty can be quite easily incorporated into this
collaborative approach which will then better address the relationship between violence in al of
its manifestations.
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Friday, May 21
Phil Arkow

Phil Arkow, the Chair of the Animal Abuse and Family Violence Prevention Project at the
Latham Foundation, is our first speaker thismorning. Phil has researched and written
extensively on the links between animal abuse and interpersonal violence. He also conducts
ongoing research on animal-assisted therapy, humane education, ethicsin animal welfare,
human-animal rel ationships and the role of the veterinarian in relation to issues of family
violence. His presentation today is entitled “Anima Abuse and Interpersonal Violence:
Implications for Veterinarians and Other Health Professionals.” Please help me welcome Phil
here this morning.

Workshop Title: “Animal Abuse and Interpersonal Violence: Implications for V eterinarians and
Other Health Professionals’
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Phil Arkow’sWorkshop Abstract

Theterms“cruelty to animals,” “animal abuse,” “battered pets’ or “non-accidental
injury” encompass a variety of conditions harmful to animals, ranging from neglect to malicious
torture and killing. Historically, North American societies have defined animal maltreatment as
acrimina offense representing harm to another’ s property and as a violation of public
sensibilities. Given the status of animals as chattel property, there has been alow community
priority for animal welfareissues. Canada’s recent unsuccessful efforts to move animal
protection laws out of the “crimes against property” arenainto “moral crimes’ are an indication
of the lack of legislative, legal and professional recognition of the impact of animal violence on
human welfare.

As public health professionals, veterinarians can play significant rolesin protecting not
only animal members of families, but also vulnerable human members. Veterinarians see more
human clients than animal patients, and their clientele are largely vulnerable women and children
who are at risk of domestic violence and child abuse. Given that companion animals are present
in more than half of North American households, animal abuse must be redefined as aform of
family violence and an early marker of potential antisocial behavior.

This multi-disciplinary workshop will discuss the links between animal abuse and
interpersonal violence, including: seria killers and schoolyard shooters; how family pets are
harmed to coerce and control human victims; how concerns for animals prevent battered women
from seeking refuges; and the role of the animal welfare community, including veterinarians, in
being first responders to suspected family violence. The new Canadian policy of veterinary
reporting of abuse, veterinary roles in the prevention of family violence, and strategies to
overcome professional reluctance regarding this issue will be considered. The workshop will
encourage all professional groups including veterinary medicine to work cohesively and to form
community collaborations to protect vulnerable members of society and to end family violence.

The main points of Phil Arkow’s Power Point presentation are outlined in the above
abstract. 1f you would like to contact Phil for further information he can be reached at
arkowpets@snip.net, phone (215) 563-6417, or snail mail: Animal Abuse & Family Violence
Prevention Project, The Latham Foundation, 37 Hillside Road, Stratford, NJ 08084 USA.

Cathy Thomas

We are very pleased to have Cathy here with ustoday. She will be talking about alinking
initiative called “No Excuse for Abuse” that she isworking on in Calgary, which began in 1996.
Cathy has worked at the Calgary Humane Society since 1986. She has done humane education
in the classroom and she is currently Executive Director of the Calgary Humane Society.

Workshop Title: “No Excuse for Abuse’
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Violence Prevention Initiative: No Excusefor Abuse
The Calgary Humane Society
Mahatma Ghandi:

“The greatness of a nation and its moral progress can be judged by theway its
animalsaretreated.”

Those of usworking in animal welfare understand the “link” intuitively. Now, thanks to
those doing organized research, what we' ve always known is being quantified and
scientifically validated.

The Calgary Humane Society

Incorporated in 1922 for the protection of children, disabled/disadvantaged people and
animals
Over time, other agencies have taken on the human causes
Sheltering of homeless, unwanted, abused, lost, animals
o0 900,000 peoplein Cagary
o 10,000 to 13,000 animals sheltered annually
0 2vetson staff, spay/neuters and other medical procedures for shelter animals
Programs and services in sheltering, education, protection and advocacy
0 Education isvery important to the mission of the Calgary Humane Society.
Annually over 5,000 children are reached. We have a kids club, summer week-
long day camp and various courses for pet owners or soon-to-be pet owners, dog
and owner training programs
0 Specia constables follow up on concerns of animal cruelty and neglect. Most
cases (about 1200 concerns investigated annually) require education to remedy to
improve care. We lay about 6 charges per year.
o0 $3million budget, over 500 volunteers and 47 full-time staff
Mission: To foster the humane treatment of animals and promote values which
demonstrate respect for animals



First “officia” foray into the link was in 1996 when Randall Lockwood from the Humane
Society of the United States came to Calgary to speak at a workshop.

Through a community networking committee, we participated in aresearch study of 100
women entering 2 women'’ s sheltersin Calgary. From there, we applied for a grant from
the federal government and arein our second year of our “No Excuse for Abuse”
initiative.

The Pet Safekeeping program was developed to provide short-time emergency sheltering
for animals belonging to people fleeing domestic violence.

Why We Are Here Today

The*Link”
0 Bringing the community together one link at atime —look for people who “get it”
and use them to reach others
0 Thereare closeto 100 different agencies that have alink to domestic violence
including elder abuse, child abuse and so on
0 In some communities the charge will be led by the animal welfare organization
whilein othersit may be a human service agency
0 Thegoalsof our “No Excuse for Abuse” initiative are to:
Develop and implement protocol and training for Calgary Humane Society
staff
Develop and implement protocols and training for people in various
sectors or target groups including vets, educators, law enforcement
agencies, domestic violence service providers, medical, faith community
To explore opportunities for treatment or empathy/building programs
using animals (Calgary Y oung Offenders Centre, Choices with Horses)
o Hired aViolence Prevention Coordinator with the federal government grant (in
second year) — Community Mobilization Program
To learn about signs of animal abuse
To find out what you can do
Setting up your own linking initiative

The“Link”
Animal abuseis“part of a constellation of dysfunctional family patterns.” (Arkow 1997)

A constellation is agroup of stars forming arecognized pattern

Abuse may be awindow into what is going on in the home

The big dipper always points to Polaris (the north star) and that in the constellation of a
dysfunctional family, animal abuse can point in the same direction

Serial killers sit at the extreme end of the violence spectrum

Not al animal abusers grow up to be seria killers. However, al seria killers abused
animals and nothing was done about it
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Abuseis about power and control

The threat of harm or actual abuse of animalsis also used to intimidate victims to keep
them from leaving or telling people about an abusive situation

Intentional animal cruelty or abuse isawarning. It indicates either that an individual has
already experienced violence or that the individual may be predisposed to committing
other crimes such as vandalism, arson, physical assault, and even murder

Calgary Research Study

100 women entering 2 women’ s emergency shelters were surveyed. Of those, 65
currently owned or had owned pets in the previous 12 months.
25.4% delayed their decision to enter the shelter due to concerns for the safety of their
pets
0 Therearealot of women (as per the survey sample), children and animalsliving
in danger of violence because they don’'t know they have a choice
20.6% knew that their abusive partner had abused animals as a child
o Children who abuse animals could grow up to be adults who abuse their partners
and children
56.1% stated that their partner either threatened to or hurt or killed one of their pets
0 There are many animals being abused that go unreported. There' s an opportunity
for human and animal welfare organizations to work together.
64.5% said that their children were aware and had been impacted by the fact that their
animals had been abused
0 When an animal is abused, it’s not just the animal who is hurt. This abuse keeps
the cycle of violence going
16.4% were concerned that their child may have hurt or killed an animal.
0 Thereisan opportunity and responsibility to intervene when children abuse
animals to prevent the cycle from repeating itself

Key messages:

Report cruelty to animals

Intervene when children are being cruel to animals

Take cruelty seriously

Ask at intake and follow up with information, safety planning or referral

The cycle can be broken

The importance of safety planning including pet care can’t be under emphasized

O 0O 0OO0OO0O0

Successes of the Calgary Humane Society initiatives
o0 Good interest shown by Child Welfare
5 shelters have a question about animals in the home on their intake forms
Good connection to the Calgary Police Service Domestic Conflict Unit
2 programs utilizing animals for treatment or building empathy
Genera awareness across the sector

o O 0o

Challenges encountered
o Low turnout at vet functions
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Teachers — extremely large group, difficult and time-consuming to reach
Privacy issues with cross-reporting

Reported not mandated

How will we continue the initiative once the funding runs out

The Calgary Humane Society Pet Safekeeping Program

O O0OO0OO0OO0O0Oo

o

(0]
0]

Increase in usage

Spay/neuter and vaccination of animals

Awarenessis building

Policy was tricky to develop

Impact on resources significant

Risky

Returning animals to their ownersis sometimes difficult if you know they are
going back to their partners.

Finding affordable housing for people leaving the crisis shelters that accept petsiif
very difficult

For some, separation from pets even temporarily is not acceptable

What about safekeeping for livestock?

Signs of Animal Abuse

What can we learn from signs of child abuse?
Observations that may indicate animal abuse include but are not limited to:

Increased stress and/or fear in presence of abuser

Submissive- cringing, airplane ears, tail between legs

Aggressive — growling, baring teeth

Evidence of trauma— bleeding, swelling, stiffness (unrelated to age)
Grooming concerns — matting, bald patches, fecal matting, odour from
body/mouth

Collar too tight

Lack of concern with animal’ s well-being shown by owner

Non Accidental Injury (NAI)

Thisisanew area

Study in 1999 by Drs. Munro and Thrusfield on small companion animals shows
that NAI in animals follows the same patterns of diagnostic features found in
child abuse (i.e. same types of abuse found in victims of child abuse aso found in
animals)

There are no definitive guidelines for animal health care providers

How should these providers react to possible NAI —risks of reporting?

There are 4 broad categories that encompass the term “maltreatment”

Physical abuse

Sexual abuse

Emotional abuse

Neglect (passive maltreatment)
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Frank Ascione defined abuse/cruelty as “a socially unacceptabl e behaviour that
intentionally causes unnecessary pain, suffering or distress and/or death of an animal.”
There are 5 distinguishing features of NAI:
More than one fracture, of differing ages, in the animal
Unexplained old rib injuries
History not consistent with injury
Previous history of unexplained injury/death of another animal with same
owner/family
More study is definitely needed
Vets need to be trained to recognize, report and provide expert witness

The Animal Protection Act of Alberta

“Ananimal isindistressif it is deprived of adequate food, water, care or shelter, injured,
sick, in pain or suffering, or abused or subjected to undue hardship, privation or neglect.”
Penalties: fine of not more than $20,000; prohibition from having custody of any animal.
The court may make any other orders re: terms and conditions it considers appropriate to
the situation.

The cost for the Calgary Humane Society to enforce the Act is about $150,000/year.

What has helped with our cases is having a Crown Prosecutor who handles all the animal
cases—he*“getsit”!

Criminal Code of Canada

It isagainst the law to “willfully kill, maim, wound, poison, or injure an animal that is
kept for alawful purpose (or) willfully cause or permit to be caused, unnecessary pain,
suffering, or injury to an animal.”

Penalties: fine of up to $2000 and/or imprisonment of up to 6 months; prohibition from
owning any animal for up to 2 years.

This appliesto “owned” animals only. The concept of “willfully” is difficult to prove.
Animal cruelty isin the property section of the code. Convictions are summary.

Theses sections of the Crimina Code will hopefully be changed some day. The proposed
changes are:

Move animals out of the property section of the Code and into a new section
created just for animal cruelty offenses

Allow crimes of killing, harming or neglecting any species of animal to be
charged as an indictabl e offence or punished by summary conviction. In the
current Code, only crimes against cattle are considered an indictable offence
carrying a maximum prison term of 5 years. Crimes against all other animals are
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currently punishable on the less serious offence of summary conviction, which
carries a maximum prison term of 6 months

Allow summary conviction offences for crimes of killing or harming animals to
be punished by up to 18 months. The maximum sentence in the Criminal Code for
summary conviction offencesis normally 6 months.

Provide a maximum prison term of 5 years for offences charged as indictable
offences for killing or harming animals, while indictable offences for neglect have
amaximum of 2 years. Allow up to alifetime prohibition on future animal
ownership and a minimum of 5 year prohibition for second or subsequent
offences.

Allow judges to order anyone convicted of cruelty to animals to pay restitution
(for instance veterinary bills and other shelter costs) to the animal welfare
organization that cared for the animal(s).

Make it an offence to brutally or viciously kill an animal.

Bill C22, which was before the Senate, was lost when the el ection was called.

For more information on this, go to the Canadian Federation of Humane Societies
website at www.cfhs.ca.

It’'s Simple—Keep it Simple

Ask the question — are there animals/children in the home?

Know what to ook for — research and training

Follow up with referrals, information sharing, cross reporting

Keep track — collect some data

Know who'swho in your jurisdiction — establish a“linking” committee

Don't re-invent the wheel. Contact other organizations for assistance. The Calgary
Humane Society has materials. The Humane Society of the United States, the American
Humane Association, the Latham Foundation, the Delta Society are all organizations with
excellent information.

Prevention

© O 0O

Raise awareness

Incorporate humane education

Don't ignore the early warning signs

Message: Take animal abuse serioudly — early intervention

Following is some scanned information from the Calgary Humane Society’s Pet
Safekeeping Program along with a Domestic Violence Activity Form, which includes a
4-page list of “Indicators of Abuse.”
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Certain Calgary Humane Society staff has been designated to take Pet
Safekeeping calls as referred by phone staff (seelist below). Calgary
Humane Society Drivers are prepared to handle Pet Safekeeping situations
until 11:00 p.m. and on holidays. The public will be asked to go through
extension 300 for emergencies and will otherwise be referred to one of the
contact people or to the voice mailbox 364 for areturn phone call in non-
emergency situations. Calgary Humane Society training is under way.

Through a partnership with City of Calgary Animal Services. Police
officers have access to Animal Services after hours. CHS will arrangeto
have the animal transported to the CHS the following day for pet
safekeeping. Injured animals can be taken to one of Calgary® emergency
clinics after hours.

60



The animal®owner will be asked to fill out a profile and aggression report
if necessary to help with care and possible re-homing if required.

CHS bdievesthat it is unsafe and stressful for owners to visit with their
animals while they are under CHS care. Therefore, thiswill not be

permitted.

The Calgary Humane Society Pet Safekeeping Contact List

Phone: 250-7912 followed by the extension number (not for members of the public)

Animal Admissions/Adoption Department Head Jeanetta Smallman (313)

Foster Program Coordinator

Weekend Animal Admissions Super visor
Weekend Adoption Supervisor
Executive Director

Mailbox

After hours - weekdays

After hours - weekends

Other Contacts

Protection Services Department Head
Shelter Veterinarian

Dispatch - weekdays

Dispatch - weekends

Senior Administrative Assistant
Humane Education Coordinator
General Line

Tammy Mazubert (324)
TaraLondon (320)

(300)

Cathy Thomas (307)

(364)

Annette Barnes (250-7722)
Joan Taylor (250-7722)

Spec. Const. Kelly Barton (330)
(315)

Debra Sawatsky (300)

(300)

LornaKreutzenstein (302)

Judy Weisbrot (345)

250-7722 (300)
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Session Title: Cruelty Towards Animalsand Family Violence

This session deals with the reality that both humans and animals are abused within abusive
family settings. Animals, who offer comfort and stability to those being abused, are all too often
injured or killed as away of controlling the abused.

Pamela Carlisle-Frank, Joshua Frank and Lindsey Nielsen

FIREPAW is The Foundation for Interdisciplinary Research & Education Promoting Animal
Welfare. Pamelaisthe President, Joshuais the Executive Director, and Lindsey is a Research
Associate of FIREPAW. We are very pleased to have Pamela and Josh here with us today.

Presentation Title: “Companion Animals as Scapegoats, Property, and Victims of Abusein

Violent Families’

The Foundation for Interdisciplinary Research & Education Promoting Animal Welfare
FIREPAW, Inc. * 228 Main St., #436, Williamstown, MA 01267 * (518) 462-5939 *

* www.firepaw.org * Info@firepaw.org *

Weteach people. Animalsalready get it.

RESULTS OF FIREPAW’S

COMPANION ANIMAL VICTIM STUDIES (CAVYS)

An estimated 2-4 million women are victims of domestic violence each year in the U.S.
Approximately 50% of these violent families have pets. Conservative estimates put the number
of companion animals abused each year in this country in the hundreds of thousands. The results
of anew study indicate that batterers who abuse the family pets as well as their partners offer
sometelltale signs. Theseindicators can be critical in identifying these types of pet-abusers
before they strike. Pet abusers were compared to other abusers who were violent to their human
partner/family but not their pets as well as to non-abusive pet-owning households. Animal
abusers were found to differ in their view of animals as sentient beings, their use of pets as
scapegoats, their expectations for pets, and their response to daily stressful events--especialy

those perceived to be caused by the family pet.

Attitudes, Per ceptions, Beliefs, and Treatment of the Family Pet
Study of Batterers: Pet-Abusers and Non-Pet-Abusers

Per celving Pets as Sentient Beingsvs. Viewing Animals as Property

Pet-Abusers (PA)

Non-Pet-Abusers (NPA)

» 63% Never tell petsthey love them

» 21% Never tell petsthey love them

» Nonetell petsthey love them on adaily basis

* 36% Tell petsthey love them daily

* 90% Never show affection to pets

* 57% Show pets affection at |east occasionally

*» 95% Talk to pets only through commands or

* 79% Talk to pets conversationally
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threats

*» 70% Consider pets "property”

* 64% view pets as members of the family

Pets as Scapegoats

Pet-Abusers (PA)

Non-Pet-Abusers (NPA)

» More frequently scapegoat the family pet for
personal and family frustrations

* Lesslikely to scapegoat the family pet for
frustrations and problems

» More frequently punish pets

* Less frequently punish pets

Unrealistic Expectations

Pet-Abusers (PA)

Non-Pet-Abusers (NPA)

* 95% Have unrealistic expectations about their
animals

* 64% Have unrealistic expectations about their pets

* 75% Punished pets harshly (physi cal punishment)

* Punishment of pets less harsh and less frequent

*» 68% Punished pets at least monthly

Hassles and Stressors

Pet-Abusers (PA)

Non-Pet-Abusers (NPA)

* Set off by multiple stressors daily

* Set off by less daily stressors

» Tend to be concerned by cleanliness of house

* Less concerned w/cleanliness of house.

* 85% Set off by pet®behavior

* 71% Not regularly upset by family pet

Carlide-Frank, P., Frank, J., and Nielsen, L. 2004. Pets at Risk: Attitudes, Expectations and

Abuse.

Companion Animals as Scapegoats, Property, and Victims of Abusein Violent Families

Pamela Carlisle-Frank Ph.D., Joshua M. Frank Ph.D., Lindsey Nielsen

Abstract -- This study surveyed victims residing at domestic violence shelters and members of the
pet-owning general public visiting veterinarian offices to examine the attitudes, perceptions and
behaviors of both pet abusers and non-abusers with regard to companion animals. The study
was conducted to determine whether pet abusers differed from non-abusersin terms of their

per ceptions of companion animals as sentient beings vs. property, and their tendencies to
"scapegoat” the family pet for personal and/or family problems.

Key words. Pet abuse, domestic violence, attitudes, perceptions, scapegoat, sentient beings

The study of companion animal victims of family violence has become a well-researched
area. Likewise, thereisagrowing body of findings concerning the general public®attitudes and
beliefs about pets (Kellert 1980; Katcher and Beck 1983; Carmack 1985; Voith 1985; Kidd and
Kidd 1987; Bryant 1990; Siegel 1993; Schenk, Templer, Peters, and Schmidt 1994; Albert and
Bulcroft 1998; Anon 2000). Despite the rich findings in these arenas however, there remains a
shortage of research seeking to uncover the perceptions, attitudes and behaviors of pet owner-
guardians residing within violent households—particul arly those who abuse the family pet—and
comparing these factors to pet owner-guardians in the general population. Such inquiry is
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important as it could provide new insights about why animals are abused as well as the potential
to recognize additional factors that may place companion animals at risk. A recent study has
examined the attitudes, perceptions, and behaviors of animal abusers by comparing domestic
violence batterers who abuse the family pet to those batterers who abuse only human family
members (Carlisle-Frank, Frank, and Nielsen, 2004). The present study has examined the
differencesin attitudes, perceptions, and behaviors of animal abusers to non-abusers, sampling
both domestic violence family members and the pet-owning general population.

Pets as Sentient Beings versus Pets as Property

An important factor that may set pet abusers apart from non-abusersis their tendency to
perceive their pets as property rather than sentient beings. Researchers have argued that animals
lose in violent families precisely because they are often viewed as "property” (Vermeulen and
Odendaal 1993; Adams, 1995; LaCroix 1998). Additionally, alack of empathy, the belief that
animals do not experience pain, and the perception that animals are “ property” have previously
been hypothesized as key features associated with animal abuse (Agnew 1998; Herzog and
Borghardt 1988; Flynn 2000).

Previous studies have found that the majority of people who have pets view them as
members of the family rather than as property (Kellert 1980; Hutton 1983; Katcher and Beck
1983; Carmack 1985; Voith 1985; Albert and Bulcroft 1988; Sanders 1993; Siegel 1993; Anon
2000). Itispossiblethat thistendency stems from the owner-guardians@ppreciation that their
pets are sentient beings with feelings and preferences--an appreciation that may have a tendency
to be absent in the perpetrators of family violence (Carlisle-Frank, Frank, and Nielsen 2004).

If the belief that animals are sentient beingsis transformed in to action this may play out
in treating one’ s pets similar to the way other family members are treated. It appears that the
majority of animal caregivers are indeed treating their pets as though they recognize that their
companion animals are sentient beings. For instance, the results of one study of random pet
ownersin the U.S. indicated that 95% of dog owners and 91% of cat owners pet and hug their
companion animals daily. This same national study of U.S. pet owners found that the majority
of dog owners and cat owners play with their pets daily, and that 45% of dog owners and 16% of
cat owners take their companion animals along with them on family vacations (Anon 2000).

Y et another finding supporting the hypothesis that pet owner-guardians tend to perceive
their pets as sentient beings is that the magjority of families with companion animals celebrate
their pets' birthdays (Anon 1995; Anon 2000). Likewise, most people reported that the family
pet was allowed to live indoors with the family and most reported that their petsGiames appeared
along with the other family members on greeting cards (Anon 1995). And, finally, another
potential indicator of people perceiving their pets as sentient beings rather than property is the
tendency to take and preserve photos of the petsin the family photo album. Previous research
has demonstrated that the family photo album provides powerful insights about family
relationships--including those relationships with the family pet (Entin 1983; Ruby 1982).

Hypothesizing that the above mentioned factors may be indicators of whether people
perceived their pets as sentient beings or as property, the present study examined these factorsin
order to determine whether there existed any significant differences between abusers and non-
abusers in the way they perceive and treat the family pet.

The Family Pet as Scapegoat

DeViney, Dickert, and Lockwood (1983) found that some family violence against

animals may be a function of scapegoating of innocent, powerless victims. Previous research has
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also indicated that family pets--especialy those residing in angry and aggressive households
such as those families with ongoing domestic violence--are often made the scapegoat for family
and personal problems (Kellert and Felthous 1985; Veevers 1985; Lockwood and Hodge 1986;
Vermeulen and Odendaal 1993; Adams 1994; Agnew 1998; Flynn 1999; 2000; Carlisle-Frank,
Frank, and Nielsen 2004). These findings support the results cited by researchers who found
considerable variation in the ways parents treated companion animals, with volatile, angry
families tending to use their animals as scapegoats (Zahn-Waxler, Hollenbeck, and Radke-
Yarrow 1984). Given these findings, another goal of the present study was to determine
whether pet abusers had a higher tendency to scapegoat the family pet than non-abusers.

Methods

The present study sought to expand the body of existing queries about the perceptions,
attitudes and behaviors of those people who abuse their companion animals. It was hypothesized
that pet abusers may tend to differ from non-abusers in some important ways--namely, in their
perceptions, attitudes, beliefs and behaviors with regard to their pets. More specifically, the
present study sought to uncover potential differences between abusers and non-abusersin terms
of perceiving companion animals as sentient beings versus property, and having a tendency to
scapegoat the family pet for family and personal problems.

The present study entailed surveying domestic violence victims and a group comprised of
members of the general pet-owning public visiting veterinarians' offices about their and their
partners attitudes, beliefs, perceptions and behaviors with regard to their companion animals and
in the cases involving violence, about the specifics surrounding their partners’ abusive behaviors
directed toward the family pet.

Assessing abusers@ititudes, beliefs, and actions from the victim® perspective was the
primary approach of the present study. This approach was taken for a couple of reasons. Firstly,
obtaining alarge enough pool of abusers willing to participate in this study was implausible.
Secondly, even if gathering such a pool of participants were possible, their responses would
likely be unreliable. Researchers have found that partners in domestic violence families may not
agree about the levels of different forms of violence the batterer perpetuates. In their sasmple of
batterers who had undergone intervention, Edleson and Brygger (1986) found that at time of
intake victims@nd batterers@xact agreement was only 24% when asked about the batterer®
violence and/or threats against pets.

Given that there may be atendency for disagreement about the specifics surrounding
treatment of the family pet, especially in cases of pet abuse, it begs the question: Is the victim or
the batterer the better respondent? There is reason to believe that self-disclosure bias and socia
desirability precludes any ability to obtain accurate reports regarding attitudes and actions
surrounding pet abuse from batterers themselves. Adams (1995) has argued that batterers do not
disclose the harm they do to animals because by acknowledging they have harmed animals
batterers must admit that their abuse of animals was a conscious, deliberate, and planned act.
Offering further support, an empirical assessment of intake statistics of batterers brought forth
thisfina conclusion: most batterers ssmply do not admit to pet abuse (Arkow 1994b). Such
findings support the surveying of victims rather than abusersin the present study.

For the purpose of this study animal abuse was defined as socially unacceptable,
deliberate and unnecessary suffering and harm inflicted on animals.
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Questionnaire

The survey was comprised of 78 questions including three free-response essay questions.
The survey questions discussed throughout this paper were forced-choice with the number of
possible choices and "not applicable" options varying according to the type of information being
sought. Some of the survey questions were worded such that participants were asked to respond
about their own personal beliefs and actions, other questions asked specifically about the
partners@eliefs and actions, and other questions asked about both respondents and partners.
Those respondents who did not have partners had a choice to respond "no partner” and were
omitted from analysis; all of the victims group respondents had partners.

In addition to analyzing the individual questions, there were fourteen scaled questions
that comprised the Sentient Beings Scale. Questions focused on (a) the frequency with which
pet-abusers show affection toward pets and tell pets they love them; (b) whether they refer to
themselves as the pets’ mom or dad; (¢) who participates in caring for and playing with pets; (d)
how they communicate with pets (commands/threats/conversationally); (e) whether pets
birthdays were celebrated; (f) whether pets were in the family will; (g) whether pets joined other
family members on vacations or family outings (walks, trips to the park, picnics, drives, etc); (h)
whether pets are considered as full-fledged family members; (i) whether pets live indoors with
family but are not considered full-fledged family members, or whether pet is viewed as property;
() whether pets received gifts for holidays and birthdays; (k) whether pets appeared frequently in
the family photo album; (I) the number of toys pets have; (m) whether pets' names appear on
family greeting cards; and (n) where pets live the majority of the time.

Procedure

A written survey was used for data collection in order to reduce potential problems
associated with the sensitive subject matter. Surveys were distributed to domestic violence
shelters and veterinarian clinics in the upstate New Y ork region of the United States. Managers
and staff members were instructed to place the questionnaires in a prominent place and to advise
those making inquiries that participation was voluntary and that those interested should complete
the surveys anonymously. The instruments included a cover sheet requesting participation in a
study seeking to learn more about families and their pets and emphasizing that participation was
voluntary and confidential. A security drop-box was provided at each location allowing
respondents to deposit their completed surveys in atamper-proof, secured box. Following the
data collection period the security boxes of completed surveys were then retrieved. A total of 48
domestic violence victims and 52 pet-owning veterinarian clients from the general public
participated.

Participants

Participants were assigned in to either of two groups, pet abusing (PA) and non-abusing
(NPA), depending on how they responded to a question asking whether their partners had
harmed the family pet within the previous 12 months. Participants came from a mixture of urban,
suburban and rural regions. All of the respondents from the PA group were female. Eighty-one
percent of respondents from the NPA group were female. Respondents from the PA group
ranged in age from 21-41, with their partnersG@ge ranging from 21-51. Respondents from the
NPA group ranged in age from 20-72, with their partners ranging in age from 20-66. PA group
respondents’ ethnicity was comprised of 82.6% Caucasian, 13.1% Hispanic, 0% African
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American and 4.3% other ethnic make-up, with their partners being 63.6% Caucasian, 9.1%
Hispanic and 27.3% African American, and 0% other. Respondents' ethnicity for the NPA
group consisted of 77.4% Caucasian, 8.1% Hispanic and 11.3% African American, and 3.2%
other, with their partners being 82.6% Caucasian, 2.2% Hispanic and 15.2% African American,
and 0% other. When asked about their highest level of education attained, 31.4% of respondents
from the PA group and 23.5% of their partners were reported as having a bachelor’ s degree.
Forty-one percent of the respondents from the NPA group and 31.8% of their partners were
reported as having a bachelor’ s degree or a graduate school education.

Analysis

The primary focus for analysis involved comparing the two groups' responses to
categorical survey questions concerning their partners' attitudes, beliefs and behaviors toward
the family pet. The responses for these questions were analyzed using a Chi-square test. The
majority of the Chi-square tests were performed on the raw survey categories. (In afew cases
cells were collapsed into larger categories to eliminate cells with too few observations.) Groups
of conceptually similar questions were converted into a numerical value by first converting each
guestion into a binary value and then summing the scores for these questions. With this and
other numerical data, the two-groups were compared using an unpaired t-test assuming equal
variances (tests for equality of variances between t-test groups yielded no significant
differences). Unless otherwise specified, the results for t-tests used two tails. Since most of the
results involved simply comparing two groups, these statistical tests proved sufficient to cover
the mgjority of analysis.

Results

All of the respondents used for analysis had companion animals. Thisresulted in 52
respondents from the pet-owning general public and 34 respondents from domestic violence
shelters being used in the final results. Fifty-three percent of the victims' group respondents and
2.7% of the respondents from the general public reported physical abuse to the family pet (See
Table 1). The two populations were pooled together and then assigned either PA or NPA group
status depending on their report of whether their partners had committed pet abuse within the
previous 12 months. This resulted in 63 members of the NPA group and 23 membersin the PA

group.

Perceiving the animal as a sentient being vs. viewing the pet as " property"

It was hypothesized that pet abusers would be more likely to perceive their pets as
property and be less likely to acknowledge that their animal family members were sentient
beings.

In order to assess attitudes, perceptions and behaviors that might indicate a tendency
towards either viewing the family pet as a sentient being with feelings and preferences or as an
object (property), respondents were asked questions about how they and their partners interacted
with the family pet.

When asked how often their partners told the pets that they loved them respondents
indicated that NPA partners tend to more frequently tell their pets they love them than partners
from the PA group. Forty-one percent of NPA tell their pets they love them "daily", while only
4.8% of PA do so. Pet abusers were reported more frequently to "never” or "hardly ever” tell
their pets they love them (PA = 90.5%; NPA = 37%). The difference between these two groups
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was highly significant (c? = 21.40, df =1, p< .0001). When asked how often their partners
showed affection toward their pets, NPA were reported to show more affection than PA.
Respondents reported that pet abusers "never” or "hardly ever" show affection toward their pets.
Many more PA (81.8%) failed to show affection toward the family pet than NPA (15.2%).
Furthermore, respondents reported that NPA show affection towards pets "daily" or "weekly".
Respondents reported that far less pet abusers showed affection toward the family pet on adaily
or weekly basis (NPA = 84.8%; PA = 18.2%). These results were highly significant (¢ = 30.04,
df = 4, p<.0001).

When asked who was more likely to take part in the daily care-taking of the family pet
respondents reported that 54% of NPA were likely to take part in the daily care-taking and
playing of the family pet, while only 13% of PA were reported to participate in the caring for or
playing with the family pet. The difference between the non-abuser and abuser groups were
highly significant with regard to this question (c? = 12.79, df =1, p = .0003).

Pet abusers and non-abusers were also reported to interact differently with their pets.
Respondents reported pet abusers tend to talk to their pets primarily through "commands" or
"threats’ only (PA = 82.6%; NPA = 4.8%), while non-abusers were reported to most often talk to
their pets "conversationally" (NPA = 95.2%; PA = 17.4%). The differences between the two
groups was highly significant in this area (c*= 53.63, df =1, p <.0001) and thought to represent
the differencesin overall attitudes and perceptions about the pets between these two groups.

When respondents were asked whether their partners tended to refer to the family pet as
property or as afull-fledged family member the majority of non-abusers were reported to refer to
their pets as "full-fledged family members' (NPA = 84.1%; PA = 17.4%). Thiswas not the case
for pet abusers, however. Respondents from the pet abusing group most often reported that their
partners referred to the family pets as "property” (PA = 60.9%; NPA = 4.8%). Theresultswere
again highly significant (c?= 33.57, df = 1, p< .0001). Additionally, pet abusers were reported to
have attitudes highly consistent with viewing their pets as property--even when respondents
reported their partners did not view them as property when asked the question directly. More
specifically, when all of the items representing Sentient Beings were scaled, excluding the
guestion asking whether partners thought the pet was afull family member or property, the
remaining attitudes reported leaned toward pet abusers viewing pets as property. This held true
even when respondents answered “no” when asked directly whether their partners viewed the
pets as property. Results of these attitudes were significant (t = -2.30, df =57, p =0.02). And
finally, respondents reported that pet abusers who believe their pets are sentient beings punished
pets less often than abusers who reportedly believe their pets are property. Again, the results
were highly significant (t =-5.04, df = 22, p< .0001).

According to respondents the majority of non-abusive families celebrate their pets©
birthday. Pet abusers’ families, however, were far less likely to do so. When given several
choices of possible family members--including pets--and asked to check all that apply for whose
birthday was celebrated, PA families were less likely to celebrate their pet® birthday while NPA
families were more likely to celebrate their petsirthday (NPA=55.6%; PA =8.7%) ;

(c? =15.09, df = 1, p = .0001).

Additionally, non-abusive families were reported to be much more likely to give giftsto
their pets for their birthdays, while families with pet abuse tend to be much lesslikely to do so
(NPA = 71.4%; PA = 17.4%) ; (c® = 20.07, df = 1, p < .0001).

When given choices of several family members--including pets-- and asked to check all
that apply for who went along on family vacations or family outings such as picnics, walks, trips
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to the park, car rides, etc., families of non-abusers were reported to be just as likely to bring their
pets along on family outings or vacations as to leave them behind (NPA = 47.6%). However,
respondents reported that pet abusers and their families tended to be much less likely to bring
their pets along on family outings or vacations (PA = 8.7%). The differences between these two
groups was highly significant for this question (c? =12.75, df = 1, p = .0004).

It was hypothesized that pet abusers might have atendency to perceive their animals as
objects or property and therefore would be less inclined to appreciate the animal’ s needs to be
close to the other family members or to have preferences for comfort. As expected, according to
respondents, non-abusing families were significantly more likely than pet abusers familiesto
permit their petsto reside in the "living area” of their house (living room; bedroom; free-range to
roam throughout the house) (NPA = 92.1%; PA = 56.5%). Likewise, pet abusers families were
reported to be more likely to require petsto live outside (with or without shelter); garage; or a
cordoned-off "pet area’ separate from the rest of the family. Thisfinding was highly significant
(c? = 17.44, df = 3, p = .0001).

It was hypothesized that pet abusers would be less inclined to consider pets as members
of the family worthy of having their names listed with the other family members on greeting
cards. As expected, when given achoice of severa family membersincluding the family pet and
asked to check all that apply for whose names typically appear as signatures on family greeting
cards, respondents reported that pet abusing families tended not to include their pets@ames on
greeting cards while families of non-abusers were reported to be just as likely as not to include
the pet®name with other family members on greeting cards (NPA = 47.6%; PA = 8.7%). Again,
the findings were highly significant (c? = 12.75, df = 1, p = .0004).

The final question in determining attitudes about whether pets were viewed as sentient
beings and members of the family or perceived as objects/property concerned whether the pet
was included in the family photo album. Using the family photo album as yet one more marker
of the types of attitudes and rel ationships people have with their animals it was hypothesized that
the pets would not be included in anything that symbolized or portrayed the "family" for pet
abusers. Asit turns out the non-abusing families who have family photo albums were far more
likely to have their pets@icture in the family photo album (NPA = 79.4%). Families of pet
abusers who keep family photo albums, on the other hand, were just as likely to exclude the pet’s
picture in the family photo album asinclude it (PA = 47.8%). Theresultsfor this question were
highly significant (c* = 8.13, df = 1, p = .0044).

Independently these questions appear to support the hypothesis that pet abusers are
indeed differentiated with regard to certain attitudes, perceptions and behaviors regarding the
family pet. If, asit was hypothesized, these questions are indeed measuring something akin to
perceptions of animals as sentient beings versus objects/property we would expect to see
significant results when grouping these questions together in to asingle scale. (All questions
were converted in to binary variables with avalue of “0” indicating a view more consistent with
seeing pets as sentient beings. The questions were then summed to yield a single scale score.)
Indeed thisiswhat occurred; at-test of the scaled questions appear to indicate that pet abusers
tend to perceive their pets as property and are less likely to recognize them as sentient beings,
while non-abusers tend to be more likely to perceive their pets as sentient beings and less likely
to view them as property. The results were highly significant (t = -7.60, df = 84, p <.0001) with
NPA having a mean score of 4.44 and PA having amean score of 10.43.

Pets as Scapegoats
It was hypothesized that pet-abusing households would be more likely than non-abusing
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households to scapegoat pets for daily frustrations. More specifically, it was hypothesized that
pet abusers might be more inclined than non-abusers to unfairly blame the animal for their
feelings of frustration and anger. It was also hypothesized that PA would be more likely to take
thelir frustrations out on the pets than would their NPA counterparts. Thisincrease in
frustrations, it was hypothesized, might take the form of more frequent punishments for the
family pet.

The reports from respondents indicate that PA households tend to be far more likely than
NPA householdsto use their pets as a scapegoat. When asked to choose from severa family
members, including the family pet, who, if anyone was a scapegoat for family or persond
problems, the results indicating the level of differences between these two groups were highly
significant (c?= 15.57, df = 1, p < .0001). Therewasatota of 29.2% of PA who reportedly
scapegoat the family pet, while only 1.6% of the NPA were reported to do so.

Additionally, the results indicate that non-abusers tend to punish their pets less frequently
than pet abusers. When respondents were asked about the frequency with which the family pets
were punished the most common response for non-abusers was "never” or "hardly ever" (NPA =
95%; PA = 34.8%). The most common response for pet abusers for how often they punished
their pets was "afew times aweek" (PA = 56.5%; NPA = 3.3%). These results were highly
significant (c? = 36.07, df = 3, p < .0001).

Conclusion

The findings of the present study indicate that violence directed toward animals appears
to be correlated with a number of attitudes, perceptions and belief systems specifically directed
at the family pet. Of course further research is needed to test these variables under a variety of
conditions and settings to determine whether the findings in the present study are consistent and
applicable to other regions and populations. It is possible that the regional culture of the area
surveyed in the present study is unique enough asto prohibit applicability of the results to other
communities. Additionaly, the relatively small sample size and differences in educational levels
between the pet abusing and non-abusing groups could also have affected the final results.
Therefore, caution should be used until the findings have been further replicated when
generalizing the results to other populations.

The number of animal victims of domestic violence who are abandoned at U.S. public
shelters each year is estimated in the hundreds of thousands (Ascione, Weber, and Wood 1997).
Couple this with untold numbers of animalskilled at the hands of their family members and the
problem is sobering. Once the findings of the present study can be shown to be generalized,
identifying attitudinal, perceptual and behavioral trends and tendencies will not only increase our
understanding of what drives perpetrators to abuse animals but may also provide a number of
indicators for risk factors to aert those involved in identifying and stopping animal abuse. Such a
composite may be especially useful when there exists evidence--or suspicions of evidence--of
abuse or threats of abuse such as those that may surface for veterinarians (Arkow, 1994a; Munro
and Thrusfield, 2001), law enforcement, humane educators and mental health service providers.

Tablel
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Attitudes, Per ceptions, Beliefs, and Treatment of the Family Pet:
Pet Abusersvs. Non-Abusers

*53% of victims group reported abuse to
family pet in past 12 months

*2.7% of pet-owning general population
group reported abuse to family pet in past
12 months

Per ceiving Animals as Sentient
Beingsvs. Viewing Pets as Property

Per ceiving Animals as Sentient Beings
vs. Viewing Pets as Property

* 90.5% of pet-abusers never or hardly
ever tell their pets they love them

* 41.3% of non-abuserstell their petsthey
love them daily

* 81.8% of pet-abusers never or hardly
ever show affection toward pets

* 84.8% of non-abusers show affection to
petsdaily or weekly

* Only 8% of pet-abusers take part in daily
care/ play w/ pets

* 54% of non-abusers take part in daily
care-takingand playing w/ pets

* 82.6% of pet-abuserstalk to pets
primarily through commands or threats

* 95.2% of non-abuserstalk w/ their pets
conversationally

* 60.9% of pet-abusersrefer to pets as
property

* 84.1% of non-abusers refer to pets as
"full-fledged family members’

* 91.3% of pet abusing families do not
celebrate their pet® birthday

* 55.6% non-abusers' families
celebrate their pet®birthday

* Only 8.7% pet abusing families take pets
on family vacations and/or family outings

* 47.6% of non-abusers families take pets
on family vacations and/or family outings

* In 56.5% pet abusing families pets are
not allowed to resideindoorsin
the "living area’ of home w/ rest

of family

* 92.1% of the families of non-
abusers allow petsto residein"living
area’ of home w/ rest of family

* Only 8.7% of pet abusing families put
petsGiameson greeting cards

* 47.6% of non-abusers familiesinclude
pets@ames w/ other family members
names on greeting cards

Pets as Scapegoats

Pets as Scapegoats

* 29.2% of pet-abusers tend to blame pets
for their feelings of frustration and
anger/scapegoat pets

* Only 1.6% of non-abusers scapegoat the
family pet

* 56.5% of pet-abuserstend to take

frustrations out through frequent

punishing of pets (afew times each
week)

* 95% of non-abusers never or hardly ever
take out their frustrations by punishing
pets
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Discussion: Detecting, Reporting and Preventing Violence: Challenges and Responsibilities
for Animal Care Professionals

Dave Rozee, Veterinarian, Kennedy Animal Hospital

Local veterinarian Dr. Dave Rozee |led a discussion on the challenges and responsibilities
faced by animal care professionals in detecting, reporting and preventing violence. Dave pointed
out that one of the main challenges faced by veterinarians is that they do not receive training on
how to detect animal abuse while in veterinary school.

After Dave's presentation he facilitated an informed discussion during which attendees
offered their own experiences and expertise on bridging the connection between animal abuse
and violence in the home. A comment from the audience suggested that veterinary offices
should have information for human clients about who they can contact if they or someone they
know is being abused. These materials can be placed either visibly in the main office, or in the
woman’s washroom for privacy purposes.

~HIGHLIGHTSAND OUTCOMESOF THE LINKING VIOLENCE CONFERENCE~

Animal Cruelty Bill C-22

This conference provided a unique opportunity to offer up-to-date information to
participants on the Animal Cruelty Bill C-22. During registration, participants were provided
with afact sheet on Bill C-22 (below) and encouraged to sign postcards created by Diane Lewis
Grade 10 art class at Memorial Composite High School in Sydney Mines, Nova Scotia. The
postcards demonstrated the students' understanding of animal cruelty. On Monday, July 12,
2004, the signed postcards, a copy of the conference proceedings and a letter (below) noting our
strong support for the Bill, were sent to Prime Minister Paul Martin.

Animal Cruelty Bill C-22 Fact Sheet

- The Canadian Federation of Humane Societies (CFHS) notes that the Animal Cruelty Bill
has the support of “more than 400,000 Canadians,” “law enforcement officials,” “the
Canadian pet industry,” and “provincia officias’ who have learned of cruelty towards
animals and do not feel that the current criminal code addresses this problem.

Originally known as Bill C-17 when introduced in December 1999 by then Justice
Minister Anne McLéellan.

Thisbill has gone through various amendments and name changes in the continuing quest
for approval in al levels of government: Bill C-15, C-15B, C-10, C-10B and the present
Bill C-22.

The Cruelty to Animals Sections of the Criminal Code of Canada were written over one
hundred years ago (in 1892).

Under the current criminal code of Canada, the maximum penalties for someone who is
found guilty of cruelty to animalsare: 6 monthsin jail; $2000 fine; maximum 2-year
prohibition from owning an animal.
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- Under the current criminal code, charges can be brought to someone for mistreatment of
cattle which can lead to up to 5 yearsin prison. Crimes against all other animals have
minimal charges, maximum 6 months in prison as stated above.

- Thefirst bill, C-17, would have removed animals from the property section, providing
more protection for animals in homes, stray animals and animalsin thewild. Bill C-22
removes them from the property section and aso includes a new section which
recognizes animal abuse offences.

- Bill C-22 definesan *animal’ as“avertebrate, other than a human being.”

- Bill C-22 makesit an offence to inhumanely harm or kill an animal, i.e. when someone
““negligently causes unnecessary pain, suffering or injury to an animal.

- Thenew Anima Cruelty Bill will alow maximum prison terms of 5 years for
inhumanely killing or harming animals and allows up to alifetime prohibition on animal
ownership.

- On March 8, 2004 when the House of Commons brought back Bill C-22 for
reconsideration, the bill had not been considered since June 6", 2003 at which time the
bill had support from numerous groups including farmers, hunters, researchers, humane
societies and animal welfare groups throughout Canada.

- Asof April 20, 2004 Bill C-22 passed the Senate’ s Second Reading and was sent to the
Senate Lega and Constitutional Affairs Committee for further discussion.

- Pleasewriteto the Prime Minister, the Justice Minister, and your MP
and note your support for thisimportant bill.

Contact Prime Minister Paul Martin at:
Right Honorable Paul Martin

Office of the Prime Minister
80Waellington Street, Ottawa, Ontario
K1A 0A2

Email: pm@pm.gc.ca
Fax: 613-941-6900

Contact Justice Minister Irwin Cotler at:

Parliament Hill Department

House of Commons Justice Canada

Ottawa, Ontario East Memoria Building, 4th Floor 284 Wellington Street
K1A OA6 Ottawa, Ontario

Telephone: (613) 995-0121 K1A OH8

Fax: (613) 992-6762 Telephone: (613) 992-4621

E-Mail: Cotler.|@parl.gc.ca Fax: (613) 990-7255

To find out how to contact your MP please call 1-800-667-3355.
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RECENT UPDATESON BILL C-22

The Animal Cruelty Bill, scheduled for discussion in the Canadian Parliament on May
19, 2004, was put on hold for the fourth time due to the adjournment of the Senate on May 14.
Also, due to the June 2004 election, Parliament will not reconvene until the fall.

Find out the most recent updates on the Animal Cruelty Bill at the Canadian Federation
of Humane Societies website: http://www.cfhs.cal

Below isthe letter that the Linking Violence conference organizing committee sent to Prime
Minister Paul Martin.

Linking Violence Conference
Clo Professor Tracey Smith-Harris
Department of Anthropology and Sociology

Office of the Prime Minister
80Waellington Street, Ottawa, Ontario
K1A 0A2

July 12, 2004

Dear Right Honorable Paul Martin,

On behalf of the Linking Violence conference organizing committee, we are writing to
note our support for the Animal Cruelty Bill C-22. We strongly urge Canadato ratify Bill C-22
as aprominent step toward addressing and ending animal abuse.

A conference entitled “Linking Violence: An Interdisciplinary Conference on the
Relationship between Violence Against Animals and Humans” was held at the University
College of Cape Breton on May 20" and 21%, 2004. The presenters informed the eighty
attendees about the research findings documented by sociologists, psychologists, criminologists,
and humane society workers, which strongly support the link between animal abuse and human
violence.

As the organizers of the conference, we were extremely pleased with the immediate
response from the local community attendees, i.e., veterinarians, animal protection workers,
social workers, municipal police, and justice and victim'’s service workers, who discussed their
role in detecting, cross-reporting, and preventing violence against animals and humans. This
committed response involves such initiatives as 1) police inspectors informing the police
community about the link between animal abuse and human violence; 2) including questions on
intake surveys at domestic violence shelters that address animal abuse; and 3) appointing a
member of the Cape Breton Society for the Prevention of Cruelty to Animals, aswell asa
veterinarian to the Cape Breton Interagency on Family Violence.

Attendees were encouraged to sign the postcards (enclosed) created by Diane Lewis
Grade 10 art class at Memorial Composite High School in Sydney Mines, Nova Scotiato note
their support for the very important Animal Cruelty Bill C-22.
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Please find a copy of the conference proceedings also enclosed. On behalf of myself and
the other members of the conference organizing committee (Diane Lewis, Stacey Byrne, and
Nita MacLean) | thank you for your time and consideration.

Sincerdly,

Tracey Smith-Harris

Below is asample letter, used with the permission of the British Columbia SPCA, which you
may utilize when contacting the Prime Minister, the Justice Minister or your MP.

Dear [insert name:

Bill C-22 (formerly known as Bill C-10B) has been before Parliament for four years and
came extremely close to becoming law in November 2003.

There probably has never been another bill that has such HUGE support from the public
aswell asfrom both sides of the issue that has had such arough timein Parliament. Last June,
this Bill was supported by the industry groups that had previously opposed it - hunting and
farming groups, etc. This Bill isnot controversial anywhere except in the Senate.

Please take action to keep thisimportant Bill alive. It istimeto stop all the delays and
enact this legidation so that offenders like Powers and Wenneker, the Toronto youths who
tortured and skinned a cat alive, can be more appropriately brought to justice. Animal abuseisa
serious form of violence in our society, but our current laws do not treat it as such.

Canada pridesitself on being afair and humane society, and it is clear that Canadians are
not prepared to tolerate outdated laws that do nothing to deter rampant cruelty to animals.

Bill C-22 must not be forgotten!

Sincerely,
[insert name]
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Following is the letter we received from the Prime Minister’ s office in response to the above
letter:

Media Response/Reaction to the Linking Violence Conference



Leading up to the conference, the following story ran in the Cape Breton Post on May 19,
2004:

After the conference, there was some discussion in the media (i.e., radio, television and
newspaper) about the conference. The Linking Violence organizing committee would like to
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thank Eastlink television (correspondent Paul Power) for videotaping the entire conference and
for the interviews conducted with Tracey Smith-Harris and Diane Lewis, Linking Violence
organizing committee members. We would aso like to thank CBC Radio (correspondent Steve
Sutherland) for the interviews he conducted with keynote speakers Dr. Clifton Flynn from the
University of South Carolina Spartanburg, and Ginger Beckett from the Humane Society of the
United States, as well as Diane Lewis, member of the Linking Violence organizing committee.
The interviews were aired on Eastlink television on Saturday, July 3, 2004 and on CBC radio on
Friday, May 21, 2004.

On Monday, May 24, 2004, three days after the conference, the Cape Breton Post ran an
editorial about the Linking Violence Conference. There were no reporters from the Cape Breton
Post in attendance at the conference. The editorial follows:

ANIMAL CAUSE SEEKSLINKAGE

Linking up thetargets of violence may compromise animal protection

THE ISSUE: CLEAR COMMITMENT NEEDED

A conference was called last week at the University College of Cape Breton to examine
the links between human violence against other humans and the human abuse of other animals.
The invitation went out to people from justice, animal protection, socia services, veterinary
medicine, education and other fields to discuss the detection and treatment of violence in al its
manifestations.

For those interested primarily in the animal abuse side of the equation, devel opments of
this sort are seen as positive. Research suggests, for example, that acts of animal cruelty by
adolescents are red flags for possible violent and abusive behaviour towards people later on.
Empathy, or lack of it, crosses the species barrier.

Advocates for improved animal protection have latched onto this linkage to promote their
cause. Itisone of the leading arguments advanced in support of proposed Criminal Code
amendments on animal cruelty which have stalled for athird time with the dissolution of
Parliament.

The logic may be shaky to say we need stronger protection for animals for the sake of
humans at risk of violence and abuse, but political debate doesn®turn on logic alone. Evoking
the general abhorrence of violence against women and children is away of attaching an
emotional value to animal protection for people who otherwise wouldn®care much about it.

In the long run, though, it®best that the cause of animal protection not be seduced too
completely into this uneven partnership. It gives some profile to the issue to have it linked with
human-to-human violence but cruelty to animals will still be seen in this context as a symptom
rather than a problem in its own right, one requiring effective action and resources for its own
sake.

The proposed Criminal Code changes, which have kicked around Parliament now for
four years, would substantially stiffen the penaties for intentional cruelty. The maximum jail
term would go from six months to five years, and the fine limit from $2,000 to $10,000. Courts
would be able to impose a lifetime ban on keeping animals.
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But perhaps the more significant change, and the one that inspires opponents to fear the
thin edge of the wedge of animal rights, is that animal cruelty would be removed from the
property rights section and would take its own place in the code.

The Commons has repeatedly passed versions of the bill but senators, ostensibly
defending the rights of hunters, trappers, farmers and other elements of the animal use industry,
aswell as aboriginal rights, have persisted in tying up the measure with study and amendments.

It®not al the fault of animal protection opponents that the debate gets muddled. Two
local presidents of SPCAsin Nova Scotia have publicly protested against the failure of their own
umbrella organization to pursue charges against an Inverness County farmer whose flock of
some three dozen sheep and lambs was seized and removed in January because of what Nova
Scotia SPCA president Judith Gass has described as "disgusting” conditions.

Dorothy Andrews, manager TLC Animal Shelter in Digby, waslivid at Gass®
explanation that the SPCA doesn®have the resources to pursue legal cases that result at most in
small fines. If the SPCA can®do its job, Andrews fumed, it should be dismantled.

Evidently weak federal law is not the only problem if the animal protection authority is
refusing to apply the measures available, including provincial law. What®missing is aclear,
unequivocal commitment to aggressive animal protection enforcement not only on the part of the
SPCA but on the part of police and justice authorities. Trying to piggyback animal protection on
ageneral anti-violence agenda won®be enough without a comprehensive policy to expose and
penalize animal abusers.

CAPE BRETON PosT
FRED JACKSON MANAGING EDITOR
DOUG MCGEE ASSOCIATE EDITOR

On Wednesday, May 26, 2004, Diane Lewis (Linking Violence organizing committee member)
response to the above editorial appeared in the Cape Breton Post. Diane explained that the
conference was avery inspiring and worthwhile event. Diane' s letter follows:

May 24, 2004.

To the Editor,

In reference to your editorial, May 24, 2004, Animal Cause Seeks Linkage-Linking up
the targets of violence may compromise animal protection. Nothing could be further from the
truth. It isalso not afact, as stated in your article, that any “shaky” logic was used.

With all due respect, the Cape Breton Post chose not to send areporter to cover the 2-day
conference-Linking Violence, that is the subject of your editorial. If they had, they would have
heard many scholarly presentations by internationally respected expertsin thisfield.

Conference participants heard Dr. Clifton Flynn from the Department of Sociology-
University of South Carolinatalk about his extensive research in battered women'’ s shelters. He
stressed the need for an interdisciplinary approach to combat violence. He stated that stronger
enforcement of animal cruelty laws could protect children.

Ginger Beckett from the American Humane Societies-First Strike Program examined the
profiles of serial killers and emphasized the early warning signs of animal cruelty in their
backgrounds.
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Phil Arkow from the Latham Foundation-Animal Abuse and Family Violence Prevention
Project stated, “When animals are abused people are at risk, and when people are abused animals
are at risk. His foundation treats animal abuse as a family violence issue.”

Our local panel impressed our American participants by their strong commitment to
tackle this problem by forming holistic strategies to animal and human abuse. | had many
comments from people who were in awe that Bea LeBlanc from the Transition House had
thought through a plan that she will be advocating that will ensure that the Transition House will
be working together with animal protection workers. Aswell Children’s Aid Society and the
municipal police agreed thisis an areathat needs to be devel oped.

This community has just been through a horrendous year in terms of family violence.
One would think, the mediawould have been supportive of our efforts of try new approaches
based on research not fear mongering or “shaky” logic. | fedl those types of comments do a
disservice to the event and the people involved.

Asfor the animal cruelty legidlation. It received a new audience. Conference participants
gladly signed postcards urging the government to pass this bill. They will be forwarded to the
Prime Minister, after the election. The Linking Violence Conference was an exciting event. It
strengthened this communities commitment to resolve violence in al of it manifestations with a
new united front from a multitude of disciplines.

Diane Lewis
Linking Violence Committee

Cape Breton Health Research Symposium, University College of Cape Breton, Sydney, Nova
Scotia

Two members of the Linking Violence organizing committee, Stacey Byrne and Nita MacL ean,
employed as student assi stants, developed a poster for the “ Cape Breton Health Research
Symposium: Broadening the Definition of Health” based on aliterature review of the research
that documents the relationship between animal abuse and human violence (i.e., the theme of the
Linking Violence Conference). The symposium was held on June 18, 2004 and the title of the
poster was “Linking Violence: Networking to Decrease the Prevaence of Animal and Human
Abuse.” All of the artwork included in the Cape Breton Health Research Symposium poster was
created by Diane Lewis Grade 10 art class at Memorial Composite High School in Sydney
Mines, Nova Scotia, to demonstrate their understanding of violence against animals.
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L eft section of poster
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Middle section of poster
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Right section of poster
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Community Responseto theLinking Violence Conference

We were extremely excited about the impact this conference had on both our local
community and more far reaching changes. At thelocal level, we had an immediate
commitment from local agency workers (transition house, the police, social work and the SPCA)
to begin cross-reporting, change intake questions (transition house) to also reflect the issue of
animal abuse, and to appoint a member of the SPCA to the Cape Breton Interagency on Family
Violence. Thisdemonstrates a serious commitment by local justice and victim’s services
workers to recognize animal abuse within the home as aform of family violence. Diane Lewis
(apublic school teacher and co-organizer of the Linking Violence conference) and Tracey
Smith-Harris met with Bea LeBlanc in July 2004 to discuss the implementation of these changes
and to offer their support in thistask. Tracey offered her assistance to the local transition house
to study the results of their revised intake questions. Several studiesin the United States and
Canada have examined the results of intake questions regarding animal abuse and its connection
to violence against women and children in the home.

Linking Violence Conference 2005

Many attendees suggested that we hold the conference again next year. We are
committed to doing so for avariety of reasons: 1) to offer afollow-up to the conference held this
year and report on the changes made locally because of the original conference; 2) while the first
conference made clear the research and findings that demonstrate the link between violence
against animals and humans, this subsequent conference would focus on the outcomes of
interdisciplinary and interagency collaboration to combat violence against animals and humans.
Therefore, amajor focus of this conference will be on humane educational strategies and how
they can be researched and implemented. Humane education focuses on a holistic approach to
teaching respect and encouraging empathy for animals, humans, and the environment. We
would again encourage participation from local, provincial, national and international academics
and social justice workers from avariety of disciplines and backgrounds to ensure that we obtain
the most compl ete understanding of this area of research. For updates on the 2005 conference
please contact Tracey Smith-Harris at: tracey_smith@uccb.ca or 902-563-1328. The conference
website is http://faculty.ucch.ns.ca/~cdr/Conference/index.htm

~RESOURCE SECTION~

The purpose of providing alist of resourcesis:. 1) to offer information on the relationship
between violence against animals and humans and 2) to highlight the various groups and
individuals working in this area so that they may collaborate with each other and share strategies,
research and ideas. The following list of resources includes websites, books, journal articles and
contact information for communities, academics, animal protection agencies, educators,
veterinarians, students, and law enforcement officials interested in either beginning or continuing
their involvement in issues surrounding violence toward animals and humans.
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Resour cesfor Communities

The following resources are useful for people interested in learning about the relationship
between animal abuse and human violence and implementing strategies aimed at eradicating
violencein al of itsformsin the loca community. Research has confirmed that some female
victims of domestic violence delay leaving abusive situations because they do not want to leave
their companion animal behind, as they are concerned for the animal’ s safety. Below you will
find information about sample intake questions that domestic violence workers can ask to
uncover whether there are companion animals in the abusive situation. Creating a safe haven for
companion animalsisavery practical and potentially life-saving addition to a community when
victims of abuse are worried about their companion animals' safety. Y ou will find guidelines for
creating a safe haven for companion animals below, as other communities have been successful
at implementing such arefuge. You will aso find information about the many organizations,
agencies, and societies addressing the issues of human violence and animal abuse, such asthe
Humane Society of the United States, the Canadian Federation of Humane Societies,
Psychologists for the Ethical Treatment of Animals, Communities Against Violence Network,
and many more.

American Humane Association (AHA) is committed to protecting both children and animals
from abuse: http://www.americanhumane.org/site/PageServer

AHA Nationa Resource Center on the Link, “Learn about the Link.” An article about the “link”
between violence against animals and humans:
http://www.americanhumane.org/site/PageServer?pagename=Ik_resource center

AHA, “How to Build a Successful Community Coalition.” An article which highlights many of
the issues that community groups struggle with such as, where and how to begin, networking,
partnership, cooperation, and collaboration:
http://www.americanhumane.org/site/DocServer/rppcl5 2 boatfield.pdf ?dociD=201

American Society for the Prevention of Cruelty to Animals (ASPCA):
http://www.aspca.org/site/PageServer

Animal Legal Defense Fund (ALDF) is an organization based in the United States which
advocates for legislative change to end the suffering of animals: http://www.aldf.org/

AnimalINK focuses on the interaction between animals and people, animal protection and
humane education: http://www.animalink.ab.ca/l

British Columbia Society for the Prevention of Cruelty to Animals (BCSPCA) in collaboration
with the Victim Services Division of the Ministry of Public Safety and Solicitor Genera, the
BC/Y ukon Transition Houses, BC Veterinary Medical Association, and the BC Institute Against
Family Violence has developed a brochure available for the public on the link between violence
towards animals and humans which is available at: http://www.spca.bc.callink/pbrochure. pdf
The brochure for victim service workersis available at:
http://www.spca.bc.callink/vswbrochurepdf. pdf
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Bullfrog Films -- aUS company that publishes independent films on topicsin relation to the
environment, with films on animal behavior and animal rights: http://www.bullfrogfilms.com/

Calgary Humane Society for Prevention of Cruelty to Animals: http://www.cal garyhumane.ca/
The Calgary Humane Society has some very informative brochures available which outline their
“No Excuse for Abuse” campaign. Thefirst brochure provides an overview of the campaign,
while the second is entitled “Protecting Y our Pet” and outlines exactly what to do if you or
someone you know finds themselves in an abusive situation and does not want to leave their pet
behind. The brochures can be found respectively at:

http://www.calgaryhumane.ca/lNo_Excuse General .pdf and
http://www.calgaryhumane.ca/lNo_Excuse Pet.pdf

Canadian Federation of Humane Societies (CFHS) is “the source for animal welfare information
in Canada.” You will find such things as up-to-date information on Animal Cruelty Bill C-22
and other legal issues, proper pet care, and humane education resources: http://www.cfhs.ca/
CFHS, “Linking Animal Cruelty to Human Violence”:
http://www.cfhs.ca/Programs/HumaneEducation/Violencel ink/ccbackgrounder4.htm

Cape Breton Interagency on Family Violence
Contact: PO Box 487

Sydney, Nova Scotia

B1P 6H4

Cape Breton Society for the Prevention of Cruelty to Animals. http://www.capebretonspca.com/

Cape Breton Transition House: http://www.thans.ca/cbth.html

Children’s Aid Society of Cape Breton-Victoria: http://www.nsnet.org/cascbv/

Communities Against Violence Network (CAVNET) is“an international network of anti-
violence experts and advocates’: http://www.cavnet2.org/

Department of Justice, Canada: http://canada.justice.gc.cal
Department of Justice, Nova Scotia: http://www.gov.ns.caljust/

Doris Day Anima Foundation (DDAF) is “dedicated to promoting increased protection for
animals through educational and community outreach programs’: www.ddaf.org

DDAF, The Violence Connection: An Examination of the Link Between Animal Abuse and Other
Violent Crimesis a 16-page report useful to judges, prosecutors, police officers, advocates for
domestic violence victims, educators, mental health professionals, and child protective service
workers: http://www.ddaf.org/beyondviolence/connection/

Doris Day Animal League (DDAL) works “to reduce the pain and suffering of non-human
animals through legidative initiatives and the enforcement of existing laws’:
http://www.ddal.org
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DDAL, “Forgotten Victims of Domestic Violence” isan article by Vicki Stevens that focuses on
animals as victims of abuse: http://www.ddal .org/pdf/guardian/Forgotten%20V i ctims.pdf

“How to Create an Animal ‘ Safe Haven’ Program,” Animal Protection of New Mexico, Inc.
(APNM): http://www.apnm.org/publications/general_articles/safe_haven.htm

Humane Society of the United States (HSUS): http://www.hsus.org/ace/352

HSUS, “First Strike Program”: http://www.hsus.org/ace/15828

HSUS, “Animal Cruelty/Domestic Violence Fact Sheet”: http://www.hsus.org/ace/15833
Includes alist of sample intake questions regarding animals in the home that domestic violence
workers can ask. Also includes alist of things that advocates of the link between animal cruelty
and human violence can do.

HSUS, “Safe Havens for Animals’: http://www.hsus.org/ace/20662. Includes an online
directory of “Safe Havensfor Animals’ Programs. A resource guide, “ Starting a Safe Haven for
Animals,” isavailable at http://files.hsus.org/web-files’PDF/2004 SafeHavens Guide.pdf and it
provides a sample “Animal Abuse Survey” for domestic violence sheltersto use at intake. As
well, the guide addresses issues such as determining the need, organizing, and legal issues
surrounding the creation of a safe haven for companion animals.

Irish Society for the Prevention of Cruelty to Animals (ISPCA): http://www.ispca.ie/

Island Community Justice Society is located in Cape Breton Island and focuses on arestorative
justice approach to dealing with crime by bringing together the victim, youth and the
community: http://www3.ns.sympatico.calicjs/

Metropolitan Action Committee on Violence Against Women and Children:
http://www.metrac.org/

National Clearinghouse on Family Violence is a Health Canada resource centre with up-to-date
information on family violence and strategies for addressing violent behavior: http://www.hc-
sc.gc.ca/hppb/familyviolence/bilingual .htm

National Coalition Against Domestic Violence focuses on eradicating violence against women
and children by advocating for major societal changes:. http://www.ncadv.org/

National Crime Prevention Centreis part of the Government of Canada’ s Public Safety and
Emergency Preparedness Canada Department with a focus on addressing crime before it occurs:
http://www.prevention.gc.ca/index.html

National Crime Prevention Council (NCPC) is based in the United States and works “to create
safer and more caring communities by addressing the causes of crime and violence and reducing
the opportunities for crime to occur.” http://www.ncpc.org/
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National Society for the Prevention of Cruelty to Children (NSPCC):
http://www.nspcc.org.uk/html/home/home.htm

NSPCC, “NSPCC and RSPCA [Royal Society for the Prevention of Cruelty to Animals] Join
Forces to Tackle Violence Within the Family”:

http://www.nspcc.org.uk/html/home/informati onresources/nspccrspca.htm

NSPCC, “Understanding the Links — child abuse, animal abuse and domestic violence —
information for professionals’:

http://www.nspcc.org.uk/inform/downl oads/UnderstandingTheL inks. pdf

Northeastern University magazine: “The Web of Cruelty: What animal abuse tells us about
humans.” An article by Arnold Arluke, researcher and professor of sociology:
http://www.numag.neu.edu/9709/FTheF997.html

Pasado’s Safe Haven is a sanctuary for animals who have been abused or neglected. Pasado’s
also takes on and wins many animal cruelty cases in the United States:
http://www.pasadosafehaven.org/Default.htm

People for the Ethical Treatment of Animals (PETA) isthe largest animal rights organization
worldwide with more than 800,000 members: http://www.peta.org/index.asp

PETA, “People Who Are Violent to Animals Rarely Stop There”:

http://www.hel pinganimal s.com/a-abuse.html

PETA, “Animal Abuse and Human Abuse”:
http://www.peta.org/factsheet/files/FactsheetDisplay.asp?D=18

PETA, “A Long Road of Violence’: http://www.hel pinganimals.com/a-abuseviol.html

PETA, Prosecutor Pack: “Produced for the purpose of explaining the importance of prosecuting
animal abusers to prosecutors and judges, this pack can aso be used to explain the seriousness of
thisissue to counselors and school administrators.”

http://www.hel pingani mal s.com/pdfs/abusepack. pdf

Pet Abuse.Com works to end “the cycle of violence through action, education and information.”
http://www. pet-abuse.com/

Pet Abuse.Com, “Prevention — Things ‘normal people’ can do” to address the problem of animal
abuse: http://www.pet-abuse.com/prevent/

Pet Abuse.Com, “The Abuse Connection™: http://www.pet-abuse.com/connection/

Pet Abuse.Com, “Animal Abuse Crime Database”’ based in the United States which serves as a
model for the implementation of similar programs in other areas.

Project Pooch is a*nonprofit organization that pairs incarcerated youth with rescued dogs from
animal shelters.” http://www.pooch.org/

Psychologists for the Ethical Treatment of Animals (PSYETA) brings together social scientists,
animal protection organizations, and mental health workers “to reduce the suffering and
exploitation of human and nonhuman animals’: http://www.psyeta.org

PSYETA, “Untangling the Animal Abuse Web” is an article by Dorian Solot who has worked as
“adomestic violence hotline counselor, animal shelter staff member, community mediator,
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advocate for abused children, and organizer and facilitator of several aternativesto violence
programs for prison inmates, drug users, and inner-city youth . . . “:
http://www.psyeta.org/sa/sab.3/Sol ot.html

PSYETA, “Beyond Violence: The Human Animal Connection.” This video and related material
highlights the relationship between human violence and animal abuse:
http://www.psyeta.org/beyond_violence.html

PSYETA, AniCare Model of Treatment for Animal Abuse, Psychologists for the Ethical
Treatment of Animals. This strategy has been developed through a partnership with the Doris
Day Anima Foundation and is “the first professionally developed psychological intervention
program for animal abusers over the age of 17”: http://www.psyeta.org/AniCare.html

PSYETA, AniCare Child: An Assessment and Treatment Approach for Childhood Animal Abuse,
Psychologists for the Ethical Treatment of Animals (PSYETA). This strategy has been
developed through a partnership with the Doris Day Animal Foundation and is “the first
published treatment approach to focus exclusively on juvenile cruelty to animals’:
http://www.psyeta.org/anicarechild.html

Royal Society for the Prevention of Cruelty to Animals (RSPCA):
http://www.rspca.org.uk/servl et/Satellite?pagename=RSPCA/News/ NewsFeature

Safe Havens for Pets: Guidelines for Programs Sheltering Pets for Women Who are Battered, by
Frank R. Ascione. Very informative FREE book available for those interested in setting up a
safe haven for pets:

http://www.hsus2.org/shel tering/magazine/currentissue/mar_apr00/resources _bookreview.html
OR find instructions for downloading the book on The Latham Foundation website:
http://www.latham.org/news.asp

SATYA magazine, “What is Animal Cruelty?’ January/February 2004 issue:
http://www.satyamag.com/jan04/kadams.html

Sequoia Humane Society, “Animal Cruelty IS Family Violence,” avery concise and well-written
article: http://www.sequoiahumane.com/articles/animal -cruelty-family-violence.htm

World Small Animal Veterinary Association (WSAVA) —World Congress 2001. Paper by Alice
Crook: “Animal Abuse: Legidlation in North Americaand Latin America’
http://www.vin.com/V IN D BPub/SearchPB/Proceedings/PR0O5000/PR00019.htm

Wisconsin Humane Society, “Understand the Link”:
http://www.wihumane.org/endcruelty/link.html Information on a Police Training Coalition and a
Safe Haven for Animal Victims of Domestic Violence.

World Society for the Protection of Animals (WSPA) mission is “to raise the standards of animal
welfare throughout the world”: http://www.wspa-international .org/
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Contact Information for Cape Breton Residents Dealing with Abusive Situations

The following information is intended to provide Cape Breton residents with contact information
to the proper agencies when dealing with an abusive situation. There are similar agencies and
programs in other aress.

| suspect an animal is being abused. Who do | contact?
When you discover a case of suspected animal abuse find out as much as you can about
the situation. Try to find out the location and time of the incident.
1. Contact the Cape Breton Society for the Prevention of Cruelty to Animals
401 East Broadway
Sydney, NS
Phone: 539-7722
Hours of operation: Monday to Saturday: 10 am to 4:30 pm
What happens after you contact the SPCA about a suspected case of animal abuse? The
following information is summarized from the Cape Breton SPCA website:
wWww.capebretonspca.com
After the SPCA has been contacted they will investigate the suspected case of abuse and
aveterinarian will find out whether the animal is being treated at alocal clinic.
If abuse is suspected, the main goa of the SPCA isto educate the owner about proper
care for the animal, making them aware that afollow up investigation will be done.
If during the follow up investigation, the situation is the same, a member of the SPCA
will bring the animal to a veterinarian.
If the veterinarian does not diagnose the problem as animal abuse, the animal is returned
to hig’her home. If the veterinarian diagnoses the problem as animal abuse, the SPCA takes the
animal to their shelter and the local police may prosecute the owner.

| am/ | suspect a woman or child (who) isbeing abused. Who do | contact?
When you discover a case of suspected abuse find out as much as you can about the
situation. Try to find out the location and time of the incident.

If you are avictim of abuse:

1. Contact the Cape Breton Transition House

The Cape Breton Transition House provides support, counseling, and shelter for women and
their children.

Two 24-hour crisislines:

Local: 539-2945

Toll Free: 1-800-563-2945

2. Contact the Children’s Aid Society of Cape Breton-Victoria

Website: http://www.nsnet.org/cascbv/index.htm

The Children’s Aid Society offers various services such as protection services, foster care
program, parent counselor program, child in care program, adoption program, adolescent
services, family support program, and residentia program.
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Sydney Regional Office Glace Bay Regional Office North Sydney Regional Office

Provincia Building #31 Senator’ s Place 184 Commercia Street
360 Prince Street 633 Main Street North Sydney, N.S.
Sydney, N.S. Glace Bay, N.S. B2A 3Y7

B1P5L1 B1A 4K9 Tel: (902) 794-5100
Tel: (902) 563-3400 Tel: (902) 842-4010 Fax: (902) 794-5191
Fax: (902) 563-3667 Fax: (902) 842-4091

Resourcesfor Academics

Academics, especialy thoseinvolved in the disciplines of psychology and sociology, are
engaged in lively discussions and research on the relationship between human violence and
animal abuse. Research has confirmed that there is a definitive relationship between violence
against animals and humans. By uncovering this link, researchers have greatly aided the move
toward eradicating human violence and animal abuse as the research isa crucial building block
toward understanding why violence occurs and how it can be detected and prevented. Below
you will find information about various centers and organizations that are involved in exploring
the relationship between animals, humans, and society such as Psychologists for the Ethical
Treatment of Animals (PSY ETA) and the American Sociological Association’s“Animals and
Society” section.

“Animal Welfare and Domestic Violence,” areport by Frank R. Ascione, ClaudiaV. Weber, and
David S. Wood: http://www.vachss.com/quest dispatches/ascione 2.html

Animals and Society section, American Sociological Association:
http://www.asanet.org/sectionanimals/

Anthrozo6s: A Multidisciplinary Journal of the Interactions of People and Animals:
http://www.vetmed.ucdavis.edu/CCAB/anthro~1.htm

Center for the Human-Animal Bond, Purdue University, School of Veterinary Medicine:
http://www.vet.purdue.edu/chab/index.htm. Linksto information on animal abuse and human
abuse: http://www.vet.purdue.edu/chab/abuse.htm

Center for the Human-Animal Bond, 10" International Conference on Human-Animal
Interactions, “People and Animals: A Timeless Relationship” with speakers Arnold Arluke,
Frank Ascione, and many more to be held October 6™-9th 2004:
http://www.vet.purdue.edu/chab/upcoming.htm

Center for the Interaction of Animals and Society (CIAS) is based in the School of Veterinary
Medicine at the University of Pennsylvania. It isamulti-disciplinary research center which
provides “aforum for addressing the many practical and moral issues arising from the
interactions of animals and society” : http://www2.vet.upenn.edu/research/centers/cias/index.html

Centre for Research on Violence Against Women and Children “promotes the devel opment of
community-centered, action research on violence against women and children” and isa
collaboration between the University of Western Ontario, the London Coordinating Committee
to End Woman Abuse and Fanshawe College: http://www.uwo.ca/violence/index.html
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Center to Study Human-Animal Relationships and the Environment (CENSHARE) is composed
of people from the University of Minnesota and the surrounding community interested in
“education, research and service”: http://www.censhare.umn.edu/default.htm

Foundation for Interdisciplinary Research & Education Promoting Animal Welfare (FIREPAW):
http://www.firepaw.org/

“Humans and Other Animals” is the website of Dr. Joanna M. Swabe who holds a Ph.D. in social
science useful for those interested in the relationship between humans and animals:
http://www.swabe.org/

International Society for Anthrozoology (ISAZ), formed in 1991, is a nonprofit organization that
supports multi-disciplinary research on human-animal interactions:
http://www.vetmed.ucdavis.edu/CCAB/ISAZ.htm

Northeastern University magazine: “The Web of Cruelty: What animal abuse tells us about
humans’ by Arnold Arluke: http://www.numag.neu.edu/9709/FTheF997.html

Psychologists for the Ethical Treatment of Animals (PSYETA) brings together social scientists,
animal protection organizations, and mental health workers “to reduce the suffering and
exploitation of human and nonhuman animals’: http://www.psyeta.org

PSYETA, “Untangling the Animal Abuse Web.” An article by Dorian Solot who has worked as
“adomestic violence hotline counselor, animal shelter staff member, community mediator,
advocate for abused children, and organizer and facilitator of several aternativesto violence
programs for prison inmates, drug users, and inner-city youth . . . “:
http://www.psyeta.org/sa/sab.3/Sol ot.html

PSYETA, Journal of Applied Animal Welfare Science (JAAWYS):
http://www.psyeta.org/jaaws/index.html

PSYETA, Society & Animals journal with free accessto all journal articles on the web:
http://www.psyeta.org/sa/

The Institute for Animals and Society aims “to advance animal advocacy issuesin public policy
development by conducting scholarly research and analysis, providing education and training,
and fostering cooperation with other social movements and interests.”

http://www.animal sandsociety.org/

Resourcesfor Animal Protection Agencies

When someone discovers an animal in an abusive situation, animal protection agencies and/or
humane societies are the first people contacted. Animal protection workers respond to cases of
animal cruelty or neglect by attending to the site of the abuse, i.e. the home of the animal.
Therefore, animal protection workers need to look for signs of abuse against human family
members so that they can report their suspicions to human service agencies, child protective
services, and the police. Cross-reporting between animal protection and human service agencies
can help to detect and prevent many incidences of violent behavior. Below you will find
information on creating a safe refuge for animal victims of domestic violence at alocal shelter,
an animal abuse crime database that may serve as amodel for developing a similar database for
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collaboration and cross-reporting in your area, and specific information on the relationship
between violence against animals and humans pertinent to animal protection workers.

British Columbia Society for the Prevention of Cruelty to Animals (BCSPCA) in collaboration
with the Victim Services Division of the Ministry of Public Safety and Solicitor Genera, the
BC/Y ukon Transition Houses, BC Veterinary Medical Association, and the BC Institute Against
Family Violence has devel oped a brochure available for animal care professionals whichis
available at: http://www.spca.bc.callink/acbrochure.pdf

Doris Day Animal League (DDAL) works “to reduce the pain and suffering of non-human
animals through legidative initiatives and the enforcement of existing laws’:
http://www.ddal.org

DDAL, “Forgotten Victims of Domestic Violence” isan article by Vicki Stevens that focuses on
animals as victims of abuse: http://www.ddal.org/pdf/guardian/Forgotten%20Victims.pdf

“How to Create an Animal ‘ Safe Haven’ Program,” Animal Protection of New Mexico, Inc.
(APNM):
http://www.apnm.org/publications/general_articles/safe_haven.htm

Humane Society of the United States (HSUS): http://www.hsus.org/ace/352

HSUS, “First Strike Program”: http://www.hsus.org/ace/15828

HSUS, “Animal Cruelty/Domestic Violence Fact Sheet”: http://www.hsus.org/ace/15833
Includes alist of sample intake questions regarding animals in the home that domestic violence
workers can ask. Also includes alist of things that advocates of the link between animal cruelty
and human violence can do.

HSUS, “Safe Havens for Animals’: http://www.hsus.org/ace/20662. Includes an online
directory of “Safe Havens for Animals’ Programs. A resource guide, “ Starting a Safe Haven for
Animals,” isavailable at http://files.hsus.org/web-files’PDF/2004 SafeHavens Guide.pdf and it
provides a sample “ Animal Abuse Survey” for domestic violence sheltersto use at intake. As
well, the guide addresses issues such as determining the need, organizing, and legal issues
surrounding the creation of a safe haven for companion animals.

National Crime Prevention Council (NCPC) is based in the United States and works “to create
safer and more caring communities by addressing the causes of crime and violence and reducing
the opportunities for crimeto occur.” http://www.ncpc.org/

NCPC, “ Strategy: Screening Animal Cruelty Cases for Domestic Violence™:
http://www.ncpc.org/ncpc/ncpc/ 7pg=2088-11202 Excerpt from the 2002 book 50 Strategies to
Prevent Violent Domestic Crime. Discussion of the very successful “LINK-UP” program
developed and implemented in 1995 by the Boston Police Department and the New England
Animal Control/Humane Task Force.

National Association for Humane and Environmental Education (NAHEE) is a nonprofit
organization and is the youth education affiliate of the Humane Society of the United States:
http://www.nahee.org

101



NAHEE, National Humane Education Achievement Award. Awarded to an animal care agency
that has demonstrated outstanding humane education efforts aimed at youth in the community:
http://www.nahee.org/awardNHEA _award.asp

National Society for the Prevention of Cruelty to Children (NSPCC):
http://www.nspcc.org.uk/html/home/home.htm

NSPCC, “NSPCC and RSPCA [Royal Society for the Prevention of Cruelty to Animals] Join
Forces to Tackle Violence Within the Family”:

http://www.nspcc.org.uk/html/home/informati onresources/nspccrspca.htm

NSPCC, “Understanding the Links — child abuse, animal abuse and domestic violence —
information for professionals’:

http://www.nspcc.org.uk/inform/downl oads/UnderstandingTheL inks. pdf

Northeastern University magazine: “The Web of Cruelty: What animal abuse tells us about
humans.” An article by Arnold Arluke, researcher and professor of sociology:
http://www.numag.neu.edu/9709/FTheF997.html

Pet Abuse.Com works to end “the cycle of violence through action, education and information.”
http://www. pet-abuse.com/

Pet Abuse.Com, “The Abuse Connection”: http://www.pet-abuse.com/connection/

Pet Abuse.Com, “Animal Abuse Crime Database” based in the United States which servesasa
model for the implementation of similar programs in other areas.

Psychologists for the Ethical Treatment of Animals (PSYETA) brings together social scientists,
animal protection organizations, and mental health workers “to reduce the suffering and
exploitation of human and nonhuman animals’: http://www.psyeta.org

PSYETA, “Untangling the Animal Abuse Web” is an article by Dorian Solot who has worked as
“adomestic violence hotline counselor, animal shelter staff member, community mediator,
advocate for abused children, and organizer and facilitator of several alternativesto violence
programs for prison inmates, drug users, and inner-city youth . . . “:
http://www.psyeta.org/sa/sab.3/Sol ot.html

Safe Havens for Pets: Guidelines for Programs Sheltering Pets for Women Who are Battered, by
Frank R. Ascione. Very informative FREE book available to those interested in setting up asafe
haven for pets:

http://www.hsus2.org/sheltering/magazine/currentissue/mar_apr00/resources _bookreview.html
OR find instructions for downloading the book on The Latham Foundation website:
http://www.latham.org/news.asp

*Also, refer to the above information (pp. 60-66) provided by Cathy Thomas, Executive Director
of the Calgary Humane Society (http://www.cal garyhumane.ca/) about their Pet Safekeeping
Program.

Resourcesfor Educators

Humane education fosters a sense of empathy and concern for animals, humans, and the
environment. As such, humane education is very important because it explains that violence in
any form is unacceptable. By encouraging respect for all living creatures, humane education
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aims to eradicate violent behavior. Currently, many researchers are studying the impact of
humane educational strategies and many educators are successfully incorporating humane
educational strategiesinto their classroom. Below you will find general information about the
link between human violence and animal abuse along with alist of relevant resources which
address various issues that you may have to deal with as an educator. You will aso find articles
on why incorporating humane educational strategies into the classroom is of vital importance
along with strategies for doing so.

American Humane Association (AHA) is committed to protecting both children and animals
from abuse: http://www.americanhumane.org/site/PageServer

AHA, “One More Thing for Teachersto Do? Why and How Educators Should Develop
Students' Empathy and Humanity”:

http://www.americanhumane.org/site/DocServer/rppcl5 2 kaufmann.pdf?doclD=202

Animal Alliance of Canadaworksto protect all animals through humane public education and
advocacy: http://www.animalalliance.ca/

Doris Day Anima Foundation (DDAF) is “dedicated to promoting increased protection for
animals through educational and community outreach programs’: www.ddaf.org

DDAF, The Violence Connection: An Examination of the Link Between Animal Abuse and Other
Violent Crimesis a 16-page report useful to judges, prosecutors, police officers, advocates for
domestic violence victims, educators, mental health professionals, and child protective service
workers: http://www.ddaf.org/beyondviolence/connection/

Humane Society of the United States (HSUS): http://www.hsus.org/ace/352

HSUS, “First Strike Program”: http://www.hsus.org/ace/15828

HSUS, “Animal Cruelty/Domestic Violence Fact Sheet”: http://www.hsus.org/ace/15833
Includes alist of sample intake questions regarding animals in the home that domestic violence
workers can ask. Also includesalist of things that advocates of the link between animal cruelty
and human violence can do.

HSUS, “Humane Education Loan Program” (HELP): http://www.hsus.org/ace/11378 Through
this program, “the HSUS loans CD-ROM S, videotapes, three-dimensional models, and other
materials to students and teachers for use in place of dissecting and vivisecting animalsin the
classroom.”

International Institute for Humane Education is a nonprofit organization which provides training
for humane educators through its Humane Education Certificate Program or a Masters Degreein
Humane Education. The workbook they use for training is available to the general public. The
website is very informative with many useful links: http://www.iihed.org/index.html

National Association for Humane and Environmental Education (NAHEE) is a nonprofit
organization and is the youth education affiliate of the Humane Society of the United States:
http://www.nahee.org

NAHEE, National KIND Teacher Award:
http://www.nahee.org/awards/national_kind_teacher award.asp
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National Humane Education Society (NHES) is a nonprofit animal welfare organization that
“provides humane education, rescue and relief assistance for animals’: http://www.nhes.org/

Northeastern University magazine: “The Web of Cruelty: What animal abuse tells us about
humans.” An article by Arnold Arluke, researcher and professor of sociology:
http://www.numag.neu.edu/9709/FTheF997.html

People for the Ethical Treatment of Animals (PETA) isthe largest animal rights organization
worldwide with more than 800,000 members: http://www.peta.org/index.asp

PETA, “People Who Are Violent to Animals Rarely Stop There”:

http://www.hel pinganimals.com/a-abuse.html

PETA, “Animal Abuse and Human Abuse”:
http://www.peta.org/factsheet/files/FactsheetDisplay.asp?D=18

PETA, “A Long Road of Violence’: http://www.hel pinganimals.com/a-abuseviol.html

PETA, Prosecutor Pack: “Produced for the purpose of explaining the importance of prosecuting
animal abusers to prosecutors and judges, this pack can aso be used to explain the seriousness of
thisissue to counselors and school administrators.”

http://www.hel pingani mal s.com/pdfs/abusepack. pdf

Psychologists for the Ethical Treatment of Animals (PSYETA) brings together social scientists,
animal protection organizations, and mental health workers “to reduce the suffering and
exploitation of human and nonhuman animals’: http://www.psyeta.org

PSYETA, “Beyond Violence: The Human Animal Connection.” This video and related material
highlights the relationship between human violence and animal abuse:
http://www.psyeta.org/beyond_violence.html

PSYETA, AniCare Model of Treatment for Animal Abuse, Psychologists for the Ethical
Treatment of Animals. This strategy has been developed through a partnership with the Doris
Day Anima Foundation and is “the first professionally developed psychological intervention
program for animal abusers over the age of 17”: http://www.psyeta.org/AniCare.html

PSYETA, AniCare Child: An Assessment and Treatment Approach for Childhood Animal Abuse,
Psychologists for the Ethical Treatment of Animals (PSYETA). This strategy has been

devel oped through a partnership with the Doris Day Animal Foundation and is “the first
published treatment approach to focus exclusively on juvenile cruelty to animals’:
http://www.psyeta.org/anicarechild.html

PSYETA, “Animalsin the Classroom”: http://www.psyeta.org/studentrights.html

Rivera, Michelle. 2004. Canines in the Classroom: Raising Humane Children Through
Interactions with Animals. New Y ork, NY: Lantern Books.

Seeds for Change Humane Education is a project of In Defense of Animals (http://idausa.org/).
Seeds for Change “ seeks to undermine all forms of exploitation and oppression by inviting
individuals to explore their most deeply held beliefs about themselves, other cultures, other
species and the planet. We provide life-affirming, sustainable and practical lifestyle choices that
help students put their principlesinto action.” http://www.seedsforchangehumaneeducation.org
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Share the World: A comprehensive educational program designed for children in grades 3-5 that
fosters respect for animals. The entire program is available online at:
http://www.sharetheworld.com/

TEACHKind is an organization that believes character development in children based on humane
educational strategiesis key to violence prevention. Accessto awide array of resources for
teachers including lesson plans, books, videos, DVDs, literature, posters, and stickers:
http://www.teachkind.org/

TEACHKind: “Responding to Students Who Abuse Animals, Think That Torturing Animals Is
Harmless, or Speak of Animal Abuse at Home”: http://www.teachkind.com/pr-
abusivestudents.asp

TEACHKind, “The Link” poster portrays the relationship between violence against animals and
humans: http://www.teachkind.com/linkposter-resources.asp

The Latham Foundation for the Promotion of Humane Education: http://www.latham.org/

United Federation of Teachers, Humane Education Committee has a wonderful list of lesson
plans for incorporating animals into the classroom as well as many humane education links:
http://www.uft.org/fid=74

World Animal Net is “the world®largest network of animal protection societies with over 2,500
affiliates in more than 100 countries working to improve the status and welfare of animals’:
http://worldanimal.net/index.html

World Animal Net, Humane Education: http://worldanimal .net/humane-ed.html

Resourcesfor Veterinarians

Veterinarians are often the first to see an abused animal. As such, they are in a position to
address the issue of animal abuse by: 1) resolving the issue through education or 2) contacting an
animal protection agency or humane society. As veterinarians are beginning to take seriously the
relationship between human violence and animal abuse, they are also realizing the importance of
contacting police officers and/or child protection agenciesif they suspect that any of the adults or
children who accompany the pets are suffering from abuse. Below you will find pertinent
information specific to veterinarians, which explores the rel ationship between human violence
and animal abuse. Aswell, you can read about some of the challenges and responsibilities faced
by veterinarians in addressing cases of suspected abuse; and details on how to implement
successful initiatives to deal with the problem, such as creating a safe haven for companion
animals where victims of domestic violence can take their companion anima when leaving an
abusive situation.

American Animal Hospital Association (AAHA) is“international association of more than
32,000 veterinary care providers’: http://www.aahanet.org/

AAHA, Healthy Pet.Com, “Human/Animal Bond: The Link Between Anima Abuse and
Domestic Violence,” American Animal Hospital Association:
http://healthypet.com/library _view.aspx?id=155
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American Society for the Prevention of Cruelty to Animals (ASPCA):
http://www.aspca.org/site/ PageServer

ASPCA, “Fight Animal Cruelty: Should Vets Tell?” An article by Robert Reisman, D.V.M., &
Cindy A. Adams, Editor from ASPCA Animal Watch magazine which addresses the link between
animal and human abuse and the challenges and responsibilities faced by veterinarians.
http://www.aspca.org/site/ PageServer ?pagename=vetreporting

American Veterinary Medical Association: http://www.avma.org/
AVMA, Journal of the American Veterinary Medical Association, “The human-animal bond: A
legal liability for veterinarians?’ http://www.avma.org/onlnews/javmalsep02/020915m.asp

Association of Veterinarians for Animal Rights: http://www.avar.org/

Ascione, Frank R. 2000. What veterinarians need to know about the link between animal abuse
and interpersonal violence. Proceedings of the 137th Annual Meeting of the American
Veterinary Medical Association, Salt Lake City, UT, July 25, 2000 (CD—ROM records #316—
317).

British Columbia Society for the Prevention of Cruelty to Animals (BCSPCA) in collaboration
with the Victim Services Division of the Ministry of Public Safety and Solicitor General, the
BC/Y ukon Transition Houses, BC Veterinary Medical Association, and the BC Institute Against
Family Violence has developed a brochure available for animal care professionalswhichis
available at: http://www.spca.bc.callink/acbrochure.pdf

Canadian Veterinary Medical Association (CVMA): http://www.cvma-acmv.org/

Center for the Human-Animal Bond, Purdue University, School of Veterinary Medicine:
http://www.vet.purdue.edu/chab/index.htm. Links to information on animal abuse and human
abuse: http://www.vet.purdue.edu/chab/abuse.htm

Center for the Human-Animal Bond, 10" International Conference on Human-Animal
Interactions, “People and Animals. A Timeless Relationship” with speakers Arnold Arluke,
Frank Ascione, and many more to be held October 6™-9th 2004:
http://www.vet.purdue.edu/chab/upcoming.htm

Center for the Interaction of Animals and Society (CIAS) is based in the School of Veterinary
Medicine at the University of Pennsylvania. It isamulti-disciplinary research center which
provides “aforum for addressing the many practical and moral issues arising from the
interactions of animals and society”: http://www2.vet.upenn.edu/research/centers/cias/index.html

Humane Society of the United States (HSUS): http://www.hsus.org/ace/352

HSUS, “First Strike Program”: http://www.hsus.org/ace/15828

HSUS, “Animal Cruelty/Domestic Violence Fact Sheet”: http://www.hsus.org/ace/15833
Includes alist of sample intake questions regarding animals in the home that domestic violence
workers can ask. Also includes alist of things that advocates of the link between animal cruelty
and human violence can do.
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HSUS, “Safe Havens for Animals’: http://www.hsus.org/ace/20662. Includes an online
directory of “Safe Havensfor Animals’ Programs. A resource guide, “ Starting a Safe Haven for
Animals,” isavailable at http://files.hsus.org/web-files’PDF/2004 _SafeHavens Guide.pdf and it
provides a sample “Animal Abuse Survey” for domestic violence sheltersto use at intake. As
well, the guide addresses issues such as determining the need, organizing, and legal issues
surrounding the creation of a safe haven for companion animals.

National Society for the Prevention of Cruelty to Children (NSPCC):
http://www.nspcc.org.uk/html/home/home.htm

NSPCC, “NSPCC and RSPCA [Royal Society for the Prevention of Cruelty to Animals] Join
Forces to Tackle Violence Within the Family”:

http://www.nspcc.org.uk/html/home/informati onresources/nspccrspca.htm

NSPCC, “Understanding the Links — child abuse, animal abuse and domestic violence —
information for professionals’:

http://www.nspcc.org.uk/inform/downl oads/UnderstandingThel inks.pdf

Northeastern University magazine: “The Web of Cruelty: What animal abuse tells us about
humans.” An article by Arnold Arluke, researcher and professor of sociology:
http://www.numag.neu.edu/9709/FTheF997.html

National Crime Prevention Council (NCPC) is based in the United States and works “to create
safer and more caring communities by addressing the causes of crime and violence and reducing
the opportunities for crimeto occur.” http://www.ncpc.org/

NCPC, “ Strategy: Screening Animal Cruelty Cases for Domestic Violence™:
http://www.ncpc.org/ncpc/ncpc/ 7pg=2088-11202 Excerpt from the 2002 book 50 Strategies to
Prevent Violent Domestic Crime. Discussion of the very successful “LINK-UP” program
developed and implemented in 1995 by the Boston Police Department and the New England
Animal Control/Humane Task Force.

Veterinary Surgeons Board of Western Australia, “ The Mandatory Reporting of Animal Abuse’
by Mark Lawrie, BV Sc, Chief Veterinarian RSPCA, NSW:
http://www.vetsurgeonshoardwa.au.com/0302_02Abuse.html

World Small Animal Veterinary Association (WSAVA) —World Congress 2001. Paper by Alice
Crook: “Animal Abuse: Legidlation in North America and Latin America’
http://www.vin.com/V IN DBPub/SearchPB/Proceedings/PR0O5000/PR00019.htm

Resourcesfor Students

As a student concerned about violent behavior in our society, learning about the relationship
between violence against animals and humans can help you to understand why such behavior
continues and how to address the problem with positive solutions in your community and
beyond. Below you will find information about the link between animal abuse and human
violence. (Also be sureto check out the section below on “Relevant Books & Articles on the
Relationship between Violence against Animals and Humans” for additional information).
Organizations such as All for Animals, People for the Ethical Treatment of Animals,
Psychologists for the Ethical Treatment of Animals, and The Humane Society of the United

107



States can be of great assistance if you have a project to do for school and would like some help
locating information on issues pertaining to animals and the human/animal violence connection.

ARK Onlineis an independent publication created by people who care about animals. They
have a“ Student Work” section with articles written by students about animal abuse, shelter and
rescue organizations, life with animals, etc. and they encourage all students to submit articles for
publication: http://www.arkonline.com/student_work.html

All for Animalsisa Californiabased “pro-animal, educationa organization dedicated to raising
awareness about cruelty-free living and the importance of compassionto ALL animals’:
http://www.allforanimals.com/index.htm

All for Animals, Resources for Students: http://www.allforanimals.com/school project.htm

Humane Society of the United States (HSUS): http://www.hsus.org/ace/352

HSUS, “First Strike Program”: http://www.hsus.org/ace/15828

HSUS, “Animal Cruelty/Domestic Violence Fact Sheet”: http://www.hsus.org/ace/15833
Includes alist of sample intake questions regarding animals in the home that domestic violence
workers can ask. Also includesalist of things that advocates of the link between animal cruelty
and human violence can do.

HSUS, Species Used in Research: http://www.hsus.org/ace/11428 “This section isideal for
students seeking information for a school project or for anyone who isinterested in learning
about the various species of animals used in research, testing, and education.”

HSUS, General Information on Animal Research: http://www.hsus.org/ace/12511

Current campaigns and basic information on the use of animalsin research.

HSUS, Animalsin Education: http://www.hsus.org/ace/11368

Information on alternatives to dissection and alist of university level Animals and Society
COUrSEs.

HSUS, “Dissection: A Student’s Choice” Video: http://www.hsus.org/ace/14795

HSUS, “Humane Education Loan Program” (HELP): http://www.hsus.org/ace/11378 Through
this program, “the HSUS loans CD-ROM s, videotapes, three-dimensional models, and other
materials to students and teachers for use in place of dissecting and vivisecting animalsin the
classroom.”

Northeastern University magazine: “The Web of Cruelty: What animal abuse tells us about
humans.” An article by Arnold Arluke, researcher and professor of sociology:
http://www.numag.neu.edu/9709/FTheF997.html

People for the Ethical Treatment of Animals (PETA) isthe largest animal rights organization
worldwide with more than 800,000 members: http://www.peta.org/index.asp

PETA, “People Who Are Violent to Animals Rarely Stop There”:

http://www.hel pinganimal s.com/a-abuse.html

PETA, “Anima Abuse and Human Abuse”:

http://www.peta.org/factsheet/fil es/FactsheetDisplay.asp?D=18

PETA, “A Long Road of Violence’: http://www.hel pinganimals.com/a-abuseviol.html
PETAZ2, Class Projects section provides a great deal of information for writing papers or doing
presentations rel ated to animal issues: http://www.peta?.com/tc/t-project.html
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Pet Abuse.Com works to end “the cycle of violence through action, education and information.”
http://www. pet-abuse.com/

Pet Abuse.Com, “Prevention — Things ‘normal people’ can do” to address the problem of animal
abuse: http://www.pet-abuse.com/prevent/

Pet Abuse.Com, “The Abuse Connection™: http://www.pet-abuse.com/connection/

Pet Abuse.Com, “Animal Abuse Crime Database”’ based in the United States which serves as a
model for the implementation of similar programs in other areas.

Psychologists for the Ethical Treatment of Animals (PSYETA) brings together social scientists,
animal protection organizations, and mental health workers “to reduce the suffering and
exploitation of human and nonhuman animals’: http://www.psyeta.org

PSYETA, “Untangling the Animal Abuse Web” is an article by Dorian Solot who has worked as
“adomestic violence hotline counselor, animal shelter staff member, community mediator,
advocate for abused children, and organizer and facilitator of several aternativesto violence
programs for prison inmates, drug users, and inner-city youth . . . “:
http://www.psyeta.org/sa/sab.3/Sol ot.html

PSYETA, Society & Animalsjournal, free accessto all journal articles on the web:
http://www.psyeta.org/sa/

PSYETA, Journal of Applied Animal Welfare Science (JAAWYS), free accessto all journa
articles on the web: http://www.psyeta.org/jaaws/index.html

Seeds for Change Humane Education is a project of In Defense of Animals (http://idausa.org/).
Seeds for Change “ seeks to undermine all forms of exploitation and oppression by inviting
individuals to explore their most deeply held beliefs about themselves, other cultures, other
species and the planet. We provide life-affirming, sustainable and practical lifestyle choices that
help students put their principlesinto action.” http://www.seedsforchangehumaneeducation.org

Resourcesfor Law Enforcement

Many concerned citizens, researchers, employees, employers, and activists learning to
understand the relationship between violence against animals and humans and, thus, wanting to
do our part to help detect, report and prevent violent behavior, look to the judicial system for
support in properly prosecuting those who abuse both animals and humans. For those involved
in law enforcement (i.e., lawyers, judges, police officers), you will find general information
below on the link between human violence and animal abuse as well as specific strategies that
have been implemented successfully in other jurisdictions to address violence toward animals
and humans.

American Bar Association (ABA) Center on Children and the Law, “The Link Between Animal
Cruelty and Child Maltreatment: When a Child’ s Eyes Display the Same Terror as Their Abused
Pet...What Lawyers and Judges Should Know About the Link Between Child Abuse and Animal
Cruelty”: http://www.abanet.org/child/8-4tip.html

American Society for the Prevention of Cruelty to Animals (ASPCA):
http://www.aspca.org/site/PageServer
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ASPCA, “Arm Our Police with Knowledge.” A training video produced by the ASPCA which
reveals the seriousness of animal abuse to police officers:
http://www.arkonline.com/stu_abuse 05.html

British Columbia Society for the Prevention of Cruelty to Animals (BCSPCA) in collaboration
with the Victim Services Division of the Ministry of Public Safety and Solicitor General, the
BC/Y ukon Transition Houses, BC Veterinary Medical Association, and the BC Institute Against
Family Violence has developed a brochure available for justice system personnel whichis
available at: http://www.spca.bc.callink/vswbrochurepdf. pdf

Doris Day Anima Foundation (DDAF) is “dedicated to promoting increased protection for
animals through educational and community outreach programs’: www.ddaf.org

DDAF, The Violence Connection: An Examination of the Link Between Animal Abuse and Other
Violent Crimesis a 16-page report useful to judges, prosecutors, police officers, advocates for
domestic violence victims, educators, mental health professionals, and child protective service
workers. The manual is used in training seminars by the Maryland and Florida police
departments: http://www.ddaf.org/beyondviol ence/connection/

Humane Society of the United States (HSUS): http://www.hsus.org/ace/352

HSUS, “First Strike Program”: http://www.hsus.org/ace/15828

HSUS, “Animal Cruelty/Domestic Violence Fact Sheet”: http://www.hsus.org/ace/15833
Includes alist of sample intake questions regarding animals in the home that domestic violence
workers can ask. Also includesalist of things that advocates of the link between animal cruelty
and human violence can do.

National Crime Prevention Council (NCPC) is based in the United States and works “to create
safer and more caring communities by addressing the causes of crime and violence and reducing
the opportunities for crime to occur.” http://www.ncpc.org/

NCPC, “ Strategy: Screening Animal Cruelty Cases for Domestic Violence’:
http://www.ncpc.org/ncpe/ncpc/ 7pg=2088-11202 Excerpt from the 2002 book 50 Strategies to
Prevent Violent Domestic Crime. Discussion of the very successful “LINK-UP” program
developed and implemented in 1995 by the Boston Police Department and the New England
Animal Control/Humane Task Force.

Office of Juvenile Justice and Delinquency Prevention (OJJDP), “Animal Abuse and Y outh
Violence” by Frank R. Ascione: http://www.ncjrs.org/html/ojjdp/jjbul2001_9 2/contents.html

People for the Ethical Treatment of Animals (PETA) isthe largest animal rights organization
worldwide with more than 800,000 members: http://www.peta.org/index.asp

PETA, “People Who Are Violent to Animals Rarely Stop There”:

http://www.hel pinganimal s.com/a-abuse.html

PETA, “Animal Abuse and Human Abuse”:
http://www.peta.org/factsheet/files/FactsheetDisplay.asp?D=18

PETA, “A Long Road of Violence’: http://www.hel pinganimals.com/a-abuseviol.html

PETA, Prosecutor Pack: “Produced for the purpose of explaining the importance of prosecuting
animal abusers to prosecutors and judges, this pack can aso be used to explain the seriousness of
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this issue to counselors and school administrators.”
http://www.hel pi ngani mal s.com/pdf s/abusepack. pdf

Pet Abuse.Com works to end “the cycle of violence through action, education and information.”
http://www. pet-abuse.com/

Pet Abuse.Com, “The Abuse Connection™: http://www.pet-abuse.com/connection/

Pet Abuse.Com, “Animal Abuse Crime Database”’ based in the United States which serves as a
model for the implementation of similar programs in other areas.

Psychologists for the Ethical Treatment of Animals (PSYETA) brings together social scientists,
animal protection organizations, and mental health workers “to reduce the suffering and
exploitation of human and nonhuman animals’: http://www.psyeta.org

PSYETA, “Untangling the Animal Abuse Web” is an article by Dorian Solot who has worked as
“adomestic violence hotline counselor, animal shelter staff member, community mediator,
advocate for abused children, and organizer and facilitator of several aternativesto violence
programs for prison inmates, drug users, and inner-city youth . . . “:
http://www.psyeta.org/sa/sab.3/Sol ot.html

PSYETA, “Beyond Violence: The Human Animal Connection.” Thisvideo and related material
highlights the relationship between human violence and animal abuse which includes afree
booklet entitled, “The Violence Connection: An Examination of the Link Between Animal
Abuse and Other Violent Crimes.” This booklet provides important information for “judges,
prosecutors, and other legal and human service professionals.”
http://www.psyeta.org/beyond_violence.html

Wisconsin Humane Society, “Understand the Link”:
http://www.wihumane.org/endcruelty/link.html Information on a Police Training Coalition and a
Safe Haven for Animal Victims of Domestic Violence.

Books & Articles on the Relationship between Violence against Animals and Humans

A great deal of information has been published on the relationship between human violence and
animal abuse and strategies for addressing violence against animals and humans. Below isa
small sampling of the material available.

Arluke, Arnold and Carter Luke. 1997. “Physical Cruelty Toward Animals in Massachusetts,
1975-1996.” Society and Animals 5(3). http://www.psyeta.org/sa/sab.3/Arlukel.html

Arluke, Arnold, Jack Levin, Carter Luke, and Frank R. Ascione. 1999. “The relationship of
animal abuse to violence and other forms of antisocial behavior.” Journal of Interpersonal
Violence 14(9):963-975.

Arluke, Arnold and Randall Lockwood. 1997. “Guest Editors' Introduction: Understanding
Cruelty to Animals.” Society and Animals 5(3). http://www.psyeta.org/sa/sa5.3/Arluke.html

Ascione, Frank R. 1998. “Battered women’ s reports of their partners’ and their children’s cruelty
to animals.” Journal of Emotional Abuse 1(1):119-133.
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------ . 2000. Safe Heavens for Pets. Guidelines for Programs Sheltering Pets for Women Who
Are Battered.

Ascione, Frank R., ClaudiaV. Weber, and David S. Wood. 1997. “ The Abuse of Animals and
Domestic Violence: A National Survey of Shelters for Women Who Are Battered.” Society and
Animals 5(3):205-218. http://www.psyeta.org/sa/sab.3/Ascione.html

Ascione, Frank R. and Phil Arkow. 1999. Child Abuse, Domestic Violence, and Animal Abuse:
Linking the Circles of Compassion and Intervention. Purdue University Press.

Ascione, Frank R. and Suzanne Barnard. 1998. “ The Link Between Animal Abuse and Violence
to Humans. Why V eterinarians Should Care.” Pp. 4-10 in Recognizing and Reporting Animal
Abuse: A Veterinarian® Guide. Englewood, CA: American Humane Association.

Barnard, Suzanne. 1999. “ Taking animal abuse seriously: A human services perspective.” Pp.
101-108 in Child abuse, domestic violence, and animal abuse: Linking the circles of compassion
for prevention and intervention, edited by Frank. R. Ascione and Phil Arkow. West Lafayette,
IN: Purdue University Press.

Boat, BarbaraW. 1999. “ Abuse of children and abuse of animals: Using the links to inform child
assessment and protection.” Pp. 83-100 in Child abuse, domestic violence, and animal abuse:
Linking the circles of compassion for prevention and intervention, edited by Frank R. Ascione
and Phil Arkow. West Lafayette, IN: Purdue University Press.

DeViney, Elizabeth, Jeffery Dickert, and Randall Lock-wood. 1983. “The care of pets within
child abusing families.” International Journal for the Sudy of Animal Problems 4(4):321-329.

Flynn, Clifton. 2001. “ Acknowledging the Zoological Connection: A Sociological Analysis of
Animal Cruelty.” Society & Animals, 9:71-87.

------ . 2000. “Why Family Professionals Can No Longer Ignore Violence toward Animals.”
Family Relations 49:87-95.

------ . 2000. “Battered Women and their Animal Companions. Symbolic Interaction between
Human and Nonhuman Animals.” Society & Animals 8:99-127.

------ . 1999. “Exploring the Link Between Corpora Punishment and Children’s Cruelty to
Animals.” Journal of Marriage and the Family 61:971-981.

------ . 1999. “Women’s Best Friend: Pet Abuse and the Role of Companion Animalsin the Lives
of Battered Women.” Violence Against Women 6:162-177.

------ .1999. “Animal Abuse in Childhood and Later Support for Interpersona Violencein
Families.” Society & Animals 7:161-172.

112



Kellert, Stephen R. and Alan R. Felthous. 1985. “ Childhood cruelty toward animals among
criminals and noncriminals.” Human Relations 38(12):1113-1129.

Lacroix, Charlotte A. 1998. “ Another Weapon for Combating Family Violence: Prevention of
Animal Abuse.” Animal Law 4:1-31.

Lockwood, Randall and Frank R. Ascione (Eds.). 1998. Cruelty to Animals an Inter personal
Violence: Readingsin Research and Application. West Lafayette, IN: Purdue University Press.

Merz-Perez, Linda, Kathleen M. Heide, and Ira J. Silverman. 2001. “ Childhood cruelty to
animals and subsequent violence against humans.” International Journal of Offender Therapy
and Comparative Criminology, 45(5):556-573.

Miedzian, Myriam. 2002. Boys Will Be Boys: Breaking the Link Between Masculinity and
Violence. New York, NY: Lantern Books.

Munro, Helen M. C. and Micheal V. Thrusfield. 2001. "Battered pets: non-accidental physical
injuries found in dogs and cats.” Journal of Small Animal Practice 42(6):279-290.

------ . 2001. "Battered pets: features that raise suspicion of non-accidental injury.” Journal of
Small Animal Practice 42(5):218-226.

National Crime Prevention Council. 2002. 50 Strategies to Prevent Violent Domestic Crime.

Nibert, David. 2002. Animal Rights’Human Rights. Entanglements of Oppression and
Liberation. Lanham, MD: Rowman & Littlefield.

Olson, P. 1998. Recognizing and Reporting Animal Abuse: A Veterinarian® Guide. Denver:
American Humane Association.

Patronek, Gary J. 1997. “Issues for Veterinarians in Recognizing and Reporting Animal Neglect
and Abuse.” Society and Animals 5(3). http://www.psyeta.org/sa/sab.3/Patronek.html

Raphael, Pamela. 1999. Teaching Compassion: A Guide for Humane Educators, Teachers and
Parents. Alameda, CA: The Latham Foundation.

Raupp, Carol D., Mary Barlow, and Judith A. Oliver. 1997. “Perceptions of Family Violence:
Are Companion Animalsin the Picture?” Society and Animals 5(3):219-237.
http://www.psyeta.org/sa/sab.3/Raupp.html

Selby, David. 1995. EarthKind: A TeacherscHandbook on Humane Education. United Kingdom:
Trentham Books Ltd.

Solot, Dorian. 1997. “Untangling the Animal Abuse Web.” Society and Animals 5(3):257-265.
http://www.psyeta.org/sa/sab.3/Sol ot.html
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At theLinking Violence Conference

Conference participantsleft to right: Phil Arkow (The Latham Foundation), Clifton Flynn
(Keynote speaker, University of South Carolina Spartanburg), Leanne Kline (Atlantic Veterinary
College), Ginger Beckett (Keynote speaker, Humane Society of the United States), and Tracey
Smith-Harris (conference organizer, Assistant Professor of Sociology, University College of
Cape Breton).

Specia thanks for financial support from the following: Social Sciences and Humanities
Research Council of Canada, (Aid to Occasional Research Conferences and International
Congresses in Canada), Office of Research (UCCB), Cape Breton Interagency on Family
Violence, Cape Breton Society for the Prevention of Cruelty towards Animals, and the School of
Community Studies (UCCB).

Specia thanks also to Stacey Byrne, Research Assistant, for compiling and editing the
conference proceedings.
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