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A Politics of Care and Non-domination
For a global solidarity between social justice movements

Ecofeminism  :
A movement seeking to radically 

transform our societies to develop 
more just and caring relationships with 

all of the Earth’s inhabitants.

We share the planet with many other 
sentient and vulnerable selves who 

have the right to exist, florish and live 
their life as they see fit. 



Caring for other-than-human animals 
Another gendered division of labor

Caring for other animals has been present in 

the writings of women for a long time, but has 

been largely ignore by feminists.

Since then, Adams’ thesis have been confirmed 

by many other analysis. The more we learn 

about women’s involvement not only in 

literature and philosophy, but also in social and 

political work and activism, we keep 

discovering a deep concern for the way our 

societies treat other-than-human animals 

(as Marti Kheel calls them).



Women and Other Animals 
Concerns for other animals in early feminists



Women and Other Animals 
Concerns for other animals in early feminists

“On m’a souvent accusée de plus 
de sollicitude pour les bêtes que 

pour les gens : pourquoi s’attendrir 
sur les brutes quand les êtres 

raisonnables sont si malheureux ? 
C’est que tout va ensemble, depuis 

l’oiseau dont on écrase la couvée 
jusqu’aux nids humains décimés 
par la guerre [...]. Le coeur de la 

bête est comme le coeur humain, 
son cerveau est comme le cerveau 
humain, susceptible de sentir et de 

comprendre. »

Louise Michel, Mémoires



Women and the Animal Rights Movement
Detrimental to both causes? 

In a society where violence towards animals is a business like any other – 

as something not only normal and natural, but desirable and profitable – 

the fact that women have been associated with the protection of animals 

may have been detrimental to their own emancipation. It was another 

occasion to represent them as irrational, too emotional, and hysterical.

In a patriarcal society, attitudes and concerns associated with women are 

denigrated, considered ridicule, sentimental, childish. Labeling the 

protection of animals « a women’s thing » helped not to take the animal 

cause seriously.

In other words, in societies holding both human supremacy and patriarchy, 

the association of both causes have made it easier to discredit both causes 

as genuine political concern.



Crazy Cat Ladies 
Caring for other-than-human animals : A Pathology?

« Is it necessary to repeat that women - or 
rather, old maids - form the most 

numerous contingent of this group? Let 
my adversaries contradict me, if they can 
show among the leaders of the agitation 

one young girl, rich, beautiful, and 
beloved, or one young wife who has found 

in her home the full satisfaction of her 
affections. » 

Elie de Cyon, « The Anti-Viviesctionist 
Agitation » The Contemporary Review, 

no 43, 1883, p. 506



Crazy Cat Ladies 
Caring for other-than-human animals : A pathology?

ZOOPHIL-PSYCHOSIS was a clinical diagnosis made up by the animal 

testing industry in 1909, to stigmatize, discredit and depoliticize moral 

concern for other animals as “crazy” and “sick”.



Caring for other animals : 
Another gendered division of labor

The animal protection movement is “a women’s 
movement”: 68 to 80 % of activists are women.



“Women voiced significantly greater 
opposition to laboratory experimentation, 

rodeos, use of leghold traps, killing of 
non-endangered animals for fur, and 

hunting for recreational and 
meat-gathering purposes. 

Males, in contrast, had significantly higher 
scores on the utilitarian and dominionistic 

attitude scales… [indicating] a greater 
tendency among males to derive

personal satisfactions from the mastery 
and control of animals.”

Kellert (1987: 366)

“Gender is among the most important demographic 
influences on attitudes towards animals in our 

society’ (Stephen Kellert, 1987: 365).

Caring for other animals : 
Another gendered division of labor



Sondage  INSIGHTS WEST Canada - February 15, 2017

Chasse sportive : 88% contre (93% femmes, 83% hommes; 90% Autochtones)

Fourrure : 78% contre (87% femmes, 70% hommes; 76% Autochtones)

Zoo et aquarium : 54% contre (59% femmes, 45% hommes; 59% Autochtones)

Chasse (viande) : 29% contre (37% femmes, 20% hommes; 18% Autochtones)

Manger des animaux : 18% contre (26% femmes et 8% hommes; 12 
Autochtones)

(Pourtant seulement 7% végétarien.ne.s et 2.3% de véganes au Canada).

Survey on Animal Issues in Canada - February 15, 2017
https://insightswest.com/news/four-in-five-canadians-support-legislation-to-ban-trophy-hunting/ 

Opposition to violence toward animals
Surveys on attitudes in Canada toward wild animals

https://insightswest.com/news/four-in-five-canadians-support-legislation-to-ban-trophy-hunting/


In Canada, 2.3 % of vegans and 
7% of vegetarians. 

The small numbers of vegans do 
not mean that most Canadians do 
not support veganism. 

Food choices are seen as a 
collective responsibilty and not 
only as an individual one.  Even 
people who are not individually 
ready or able to be vegans can 
support policies and institutional 
changes toward plant-based 
diets.

Recent survey on vegetarians and vegans
Canada, 2018

“Women are 1.6 times more likely to consider themselves vegetarian or vegan than men.” 
https://theconversation.com/amp/young-canadians-lead-the-charge-to-a-meatless-canada-93225 

Nearly 40%of British Columbians 
35 and under say they follow a 

vegan or vegetarian diet

https://theconversation.com/amp/young-canadians-lead-the-charge-to-a-meatless-canada-93225


● 49% of Americans agree with the 
statement, “I support a ban on 
the factory farming of animals.”

● 47% support a ban on 
slaughterhouses.

● 33% support a ban on all animal 
farming.

● 70% "have some discomfort with 
the way animals are used in the 
food industry."

● 69% think "factory farming of 
animals is one of the most 
important social issues in the 
world today."

https://www.sentienceinstitute.org/animal-farming-attitudes-survey-2017 

A Broad Support for Institutional Changes
Surveys in the U.S. (Nov 2017)

https://www.sentienceinstitute.org/animal-farming-attitudes-survey-2017


“People will state attitudes in surveys that run contrary to their behaviors in the real 
world. Surveys can sometimes tell us more about what consumers want in their social and 

political institutions than their individual behaviors.” (Norwood Bailey)
http://agecon.okstate.edu/files/January%202018.pdf 

Following the survey by the Sentience Institute, Norwood Bailey (specialist of food 
surveys in the U.S) did another survey to challenge the results. But he found out 

that it is true : 47 % of Americans claim to support a ban on slaughterhauses, even if 
more that 90% of them eat meat everyday.

http://agecon.okstate.edu/files/January%202018.pdf


“Animal exploitation thrives 
not because people fail to care 
but in spite of the fact that 
they do care.”

(Brian Luke, “Justice, Caring and 
Animal Liberation”, Beyond Animal 
Rights, 1996).

Changing Institutions, not only Minds
People care about animals: Institutions are impeding changes

Violence towards animals is a structural problem (structural racism and sexism 
persist despite the fact that most people reject racism and sexism).  

Mainstream animal ethicists (Regan, Singer, etc.) believe that most people do not care 
about animals. Ecofeminists challenge this claim : people do care about animals, but 

this is not sufficient to stop violence towards animals.



- Agro-businesses

- Pharmaceutical Industries (most antibiotics are devoted to 
“livestock”, best sellings drugs are related to the consumption of 
animal products (anti-cholesterol drugs, etc.)

- Extractivist Industries (Forestry, Fisheries, Mining, etc.)

- Military, Gun Lobbies, etc. 

The Animal Liberation Movement
Opposing the most powerful industries on the planet

Richard Twine, Revealing the 'Animal-Industrial Complex' – A Concept & Method for 
Critical Animal Studies? Journal for Critical Animal Studies, Volume 10, Issue 1, 2012.

The “Animal Industrial Complex” (Barbara Noske, 1989) involves highly profitable 
industries who benefit from harming animals or destroying their habitats :



The “Logic of Domination” Warren and Plumwood
Hierarchical and Normative Dualisms

Male

Reason

Autonomy

Freedom

Culture

Power

Political (public) Sphere

Biographical Life

Human

Production 

Female

Emotions (irrationality)

Dependance

Biological Determinisms (instinct, intuitions)

Nature 

Vulnerability

Private Sphere (care work, etc.)

Biological Life

Animals

Reproduction

1. Polarisation - Dichotomisation (radical differences, mutually exclusive) 
2. Hierarchy (a sphere is superior, the other inferior) 
3. Instrumentalism (intrinsic value vs instrumental value)
4. Homogeneisation (denying differences within the oppressed group)

Karen Warren (1990) et Val Plumwood (1986, 1993)



3 Ways to Oppose the Logic of Domination
Hierarchical Dualisms

1) To emancipate ourselves by claiming membership to the dominant group and to the 

privileges associated with it and denouncing our association with undervalued aspects.

2) To reverse the hierarchy of value : to revalue "the feminine", "the natural" and to 

affirm a essential connexion to subordinated elements (it can be a « strategic 

essentialism », eg. Gayatri Spivak).

3) To refuse to see differences in dualist and hierarchic ways and opposing the idea of 

a naturally just domination.

The necessary solidarity of subordinated and oppressed groups is not due to an 

essential connexion (a common “nature” or “essence”), but to their shared history : 

it’s the result of the intertwined history of patriarchy, colonialism, ableism and 

human supremacy (eg. Lori Gruen). 



Racism, Sexism and Speciesism
Historical, Material and Ideological Links, Not Merely Logical Links

For mainstream animal ethicists like Peter Singer, there is a logical or formal link 
between these oppressions because they are based on an arbitrary criteria : 
belonging to a particular sex or gender, a particular race or ethnicity, or a certain 
species. But for ecofeminists, the links are much deeper : not only logical, but 
material, ideological and historical.

Subordinated and oppressed human groups have often 
literal been treated like animals : 
● women are considered the property of their 

husband or father 
● slavery enables human beings to be bought and 

sold and coerced into forced labor
● Bodies of subordinated groups are seen as 

“appropriable”, as resources or properties of the 
dominant group. 



Antispeciesist Ecofeminists 

Many kinds of human oppression (like 
patriarchy and colonialism) are related 
to the “naturally just” domination of 

humans over other animals.



Hunting, Slavery and the Art of War
The just domination of rational males over women and slaves

« Nature makes nothing in vain, 
she has made all animals for the 
sake of man. The art of war is a 
natural art of acquisition, for the 

art of acquisition includes 
hunting, an art which we ought 
to practice against wild beasts, 
and against men who, though 

intended by nature to be slaves 
governed by others, will not 

submit; for war of such a kind is 
naturally just. »

Aristotle, Politics



Antispeciesist Ecofeminists
A politics of care and non-Domination for all vulnerable selves

Ecofeminists reject the metaphysical 
hierarchy of beings at the top of 

which rational beings would have the 
“natural right” to rule over others, 
deemed “inferiors”, “less rational”, 
“closer to nature, programmed by 

biological determinism. 

We should pratice care and 
non-domination (respect of the 

bodily integrity and life) toward all 
individuals no matter their biological 

or social group, and regardless of 
their cognitive capacities or 

incapacities.



Fighting Against Animalisation
Reinforcing Human Supremacy: A Good Strategy?

“Animal” is not a biological concept, 
but a political one. 

Many social justice activists fear that 
animal rights will devalue human 
rights. It would deprive the Left of 
one of it’s favorite tool for fighting 
human oppression. « We are all 
humans » « We are not animals ».

Reinforcing the species hierarchy and 
sanctifying the human is seen as the 
best way to fight against the 
dehumanisation and animalisation of 
marginalized and oppressed human 
groups.



« For women to achieve full human status 
of self-hood, they must therefore join 
with men in exploits and projects that 
express this opposition to the natural 
world. »

- Marti Kheel

Andrea Dworkin lors d’une 
manif contre la porno 

To fight against their oppression and 
subordination, many women have claimed 

membership in the dominant group.

“We are not animals”
Reinforcing Human Supremacy: A Good Strategy?



Ecofeminist Marti Kheel with 50 members of the “Feminists for 
Animal Rights” (FAR) at the 1990’s March to Washington 

“We are not animals”
Reinforcing Human Supremacy: A Good Strategy?

Many feminists are opposed to trying to emancipate themselves at the 
expense of another marginalized and vulnerable group. 

1) Injust
(and contrary to feminism 
understood as a fight 
against all forms of 
oppression)

2) Impossible 
(links between mutually 
reinforcing oppression)



These links have been recognized for a 
long time, but many feminists only criticize 

one side of the equation. Thereby 
condoning and normalizing the oppression 

on other animals.



«  The case of animals is the case of women  » 
(Feminist-socialist Edith Ward, 1892) 

«  Qu'est-ce qui pourrait mieux produire des batteurs de femmes que la 
longue pratique de la cruauté envers les autres animaux? Et inversement, 
qu'est-ce qui pourrait mieux imposer aux hommes la nécessité de la justice 
envers les femmes que l'éveil de l'idée que la justice est même le droit d'un 
bœuf et d'un mouton?  » 

Edith Ward 1892, 41; cité dans Adams et Gruen, Ecofeminism (2014)



Human Supremacy and White Supremacy
Aph and Syl Ko : Aphro-ism & Black Vegans Rock



Reinforcing Human Supremacy to Fight Dehumanization?

Fighting against human supremacy would better 
protect all individuals from “animalisation”.



Social Dominance Orientation (respect for traditional social roles, conformism and 
obedience to autority, justification of inequalities and social hierarchies ) is correlated 

with human supremacy.  Eg. meat-eaters are more likely to adhere to autoritarian 
worldviews and reject egalitarianism than vegans. 

Links between Speciesism, Racism and Sexism
Empirical Research in Social Psychology

● Allen et al. “Values and beliefs of vegetarians and 
omnivores” (2000), 

● Dhont et Hodson, “Why do right-wing adherents 
engage in more animal exploitation and meat 
consumption?” (2014); 

● Veser et al, "Diet, authoritarianism, social dominance 
orientation, and predisposition to prejudice”, 2015).

● Dhont et al., “Social dominance orientation connects 
prejudicial human–human and human–animal 
relations”  (2014). 

● Costello, K., & Hodson, G. “Exploring the roots of 
dehumanization: The role of animal-human similarity 
in promoting immigrant humanization” (2010). 

The Interspecies Model of Prejudice : 

The more we believe in a hierarchy 
between humans and other animals, the 

more likely we are to have prejudices 
against out-groups (immigrants and 
foreigners). People who think other 

animals deserve respect and 
compassion show less dehumanizing 
prejudices against human outgroups. 

(Costello & Hodson, “Explaining 
dehumanization among children: The 

interspecies model of prejudice”, 2012)



“Our research showed that the philosophers were right when they drew an 
analogy between speciesism and other forms of prejudice. Speciesism correlates 
positively with racism, sexism, and homophobia, and seems to be underpinned by 
the same socio-ideological beliefs. Similar to racism and sexism, speciesism 
appears to be an expression of Social Dominance Orientation: the ideological 
belief that inequality can be justified and that weaker groups should be 
dominated by stronger groups (Dhont, et al., 2016). In addition, speciesism 
correlates negatively with both empathy and actively open-minded thinking. Men 
are more likely to be speciesists than women.”

Caviola, L., Everett, J.A.C., Faber, 
N.S. The Moral Standing of 

Animals: Towards a Psychology of 
Speciesism. Journal of Personality 

and Social Psychology, 2018. 

Links between Speciesism, Racism and Sexism
Empirical Research in Social Psychology

http://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1002/per.2069/abstract
http://luciuscaviola.com/s/z2g-4664_FPP.pdf
http://luciuscaviola.com/s/z2g-4664_FPP.pdf
http://luciuscaviola.com/s/z2g-4664_FPP.pdf


1. To make her appear as different (out-group)
2. To de-individualize her (reduce her to a representative of a group)
3. To see her as inferior 
4. To make her appear as having instrumental value

What is “animalization”?
Animalizing an individual means...

This process is similarly apply to humans and other animals



1. To make her appear as different (out-group)
2. To de-individualize her (reduce her to a representative of a group)
3. To see her as inferior 
4. To make her appear as having instrumental value

What is “animalization”?
Animalizing an individual means...

This process is similarly apply to humans and other animals

Defending the principle that we should not harm and kill all 
vulnerable selves (all individuals in whom we can perceive a 
subjective experience of the world) would better protect the 

diversity of human beings, particularly the most marginalized and 
oppressed. 



Common explanations do not easily apply to feminists:

● The desire to protect our privileges? 
● Fear of questionning traditions (“conservatism”)?
● Lack of empathy, care or fear of being ridiculed?
● Opposition to the principles and values of the 

animal liberation movement?

More plausible explanations: 
● Fear of devaluating human rights?
● Opposition to some tactics used (PETA, campaigns 

targeting foreigners and minorities)?
● See caring for animals and veganism as imperialist 

(“a white thing”)? 
● See caring for animals and veganism as elitist?

Why do some feminists hesitate to be ally 
to the animal liberation movement?



A Fight Against Unjust Privileges
“Feminists/Vegans Hate Men/Humans”

Is antispeciesism antihumanist? If humanism means 
that ONLY humans matter morally and politically, but 
not if humanism means that ALL humans matter and 
deserve respect and care.

In the same way, the feminist movement is not 
opposed to the rights of men, but to the unjust 
privileges they have acquired over women through 
force, violence, religion and laws : we are not opposed 
to human rights, but to unjust privilege we exercise 
over other animals.

Sometimes harming and killing others is less an unjust 
privilege than a necessity.

We are not denying anyone the right to feed 
themselves with nutritious food, but harming and 
killing other animals for food we don’t need is unjust.



A Global Solidarity For Social Justice Struggles
Is veganism racist (a white privilege)? 

Food Deserts : Places with difficult access 
to fresh vegetables, fruits and whole 

grains, and where fast food and cheap meat 
are abundant. 

Even in industrialized countries, veganism is more difficult 
for racialized and poor communities.

The vegan movement is part of the 
solution to food desert



Is Welfarism a Solution?
Much More Elitist than Veganism

« I want buy meat from farmers who understand the 
weightiness of their decision to grow animals for 
meat, farmers who named their animals and love 

them and feel bad taking their lives. Most of them do 
feel worried and unhappy about killing, but they 

understand that “everybody’s gotta eat”.  They don’t 
think it’s wrong, just something very sad. I think 

that’s great, and that makes me feel good to buy from 
them. »  

« I am asking the animal rights movement to practice 
compassion for those of us who drive the extra fifty 

miles a week and pay the higher prices to eat the 
milk and eggs and meat of animals that have had a 

good life.” »

Kathy Rudy, p. 99; 106.



"That only seems fair. We give them a good life 
and in return they give us their meat" 

(Rudy, 84)

"This can be seen a good deal for those animals. 
Otherwise, they would not have existed." 

(Rudy, 97)

In other words, animals consent to their 
oppression...

The Consciencious Omnviores Movement (Neocarnism)
Animals as Consensual Victims



The Consciencious Omnviores Movement (Neocarnism)
Animals as Consensual Victims







Veganism as a white thing?

The vast majority of the world’s vegans 
are not white (50 million vegans in 

China). Even in America, vegetarians 
represent 3 percent of White, 6 percent 

Black, and 8 percent Hispanic.



The Imperialism of Western Diets
Global Demand of Meat and Dairy Rising Fast



The world population will not double, but increase from 7 to 9 or 10 billions by 2050. 
So why this need for doubling food production?

● Urbanization (70% of people 
will live in cities, rural people 
eat more staple foods)

● Income Growth (people eat 
more meat and dairy when 
becoming wealthier)

● Americanization of diets 
(diets heavy in meat and dairy 
are becoming the norms, 
staple foods, legumes and 
grains are dropping) 

The Imperialism of Western Diets
Why should the meat and dairy consumption double by 2050?



The Environmental Impact of “Livestock”
Livestock’s Long Shadow (2006)

“Livestock are one of the most significant 
contributors to today’s most serious 

environmental problems.” 

“Globally, the livestock sector is one of the 
largest sources of greenhouse gases and one 

of the leading causal factors in the loss of 
biodiversity and water pollution.”

- FAO, 2006

Steinfeld at al., 2006: fao.org/docrep/010/a0701e/a0701e00.HTM

http://www.fao.org/docrep/010/a0701e/a0701e00.HTM


Livestock is the leading cause of 
deforestation of tropical forests. 

Large areas are cleared to:
  

● create pastures for cattle 
● to grow feed for animals

The majority of soy beans 
cultivated in Brazil are exported 
in Europe to feed livestock. 

Less than 5% of soy worldwide is 
for human consumption (soymilk 
like “Natura” in Quebec is non 
GMO’s and grown locally)

Ecological and Social Impacts of Livestock
Livestock and Deforestation

Source :https://openknowledge.worldbank.org/handle/10986/15060



Populations of wild animals (vertebrates like mammals, birds, reptiles and fish)
have declined by 58% since 1970.

Respecting Other Inhabitants of the Earth
Animals are not “natural resources”

The main causes are 
direct exploitation (eg. 
fishing and hunting), 
land degradation and 
habitat loss (which are 
mainly due to livestock 
farming).



Correlation between human population and species extinction masks the 
unequal ecological footprint of weathly people, but also the role of livestock.

This graphic does not show 
the explosion of the number 

of domesticated animals 
killed for food.

More than 70 billion 
domesticated are killed in 

slaughterhouses each year.

Since 1970, the number of 
wild animals has dropped 

by more than half while the 
number of livestock has 

trippled. 

Respecting Other Inhabitants of the Earth
The other “demographic bomb”



Talking about the correlation between 
human population and species extinction 
without also talking about livestock is like 
showing only this part of the graph… 

Respecting Other Inhabitants of the Earth
The other “demographic bomb”



Respecting Other Inhabitants of the Earth
The other “demographic bomb”



The UN estimates that meat and dairy consumption 
will almost double by 2050.

Respecting Other Inhabitants of the Earth
The other “demographic bomb”



The Ecological Impact of Livestock
Business as usual scenarios  

If we do nothing, by 2050 gas emissions from the food system will represent over half of the 
total global emissions associated with human activities.

Fondation Heinrich Böll, Institute for Agriculture and Trade Policy Europe et GRAIN; novembre 2017
Source : https://www.iatp.org/supersized-climate-footprint 

https://www.iatp.org/supersized-climate-footprint


The Ecological Impact of Livestock
“Less is more” - Greenpeace (2018)

Greenpeace is finally starting to 
call for a reduction of 50% of 

global consumption of meat and 
dairy by 2050. 

This represents a reduction of 
almost 90% in industrialized 

countries like Canada and the US.

https://www.greenpeace.org/inte
rnational/publication/15093/less-

is-more/ 

https://www.greenpeace.org/international/publication/15093/less-is-more/
https://www.greenpeace.org/international/publication/15093/less-is-more/
https://www.greenpeace.org/international/publication/15093/less-is-more/


Livestock is a form of food waste
Feeding directly people instead of livestock

http://www.pnas.org/content/early/2018/03/20/1713820115



Livestock takes up 75% of global agricultural land 
… and yet produces less than 15% of the world’s supply of calories 

and less than 30% of proteins.

Crops for food : 55 %
Crops for animal feed : 36 % 
Crops for biofuel : 9 %



Fisheries supply only 6% of all the proteins and 
1% of all the calories consumed worlwide.



Springmann et al. (2016), “Analysis and valuation of the health and climate 
change cobenefits of dietary change”, PNAS, April 2016: 

pnas.org/cgi/doi/10.1073/pnas.1523119113

Ecological Impact of Livestock 
Climate Change, Human Health and Diets

A global switch to vegan 
could save up to 8 million 

human lives by 2050, 
reduce greenhouse gas 
emissions by two thirds, 
and save trillions of dollars, 

in health care costs and 
climate change related 

costs.

http://pnas.org/cgi/doi/10.1073/pnas.1523119113
http://pnas.org/cgi/doi/10.1073/pnas.1523119113
http://pnas.org/cgi/doi/10.1073/pnas.1523119113


A transition toward veganism
An essential ingredient for global justice

● For justice toward animals killed for food we don’t need

● For wild animals and protection of their habitats (air and water 
pollution, land degradation, etc.)

● For food security (livestock is wasting food and water)

● For intergenerational justice (ecological impact of livestock, antibiotic 
resistance, etc.)

● For social justice (farm and slaughterhouses workers, links between 
violence toward humans and other animals, etc.)

… essential but not enough!







Veganism and Food Security 
Livestock uses 75 % of agricultural lands while supplying only

12% of the calories and 27% of the proteins worldwide.

1) Spared grains would probably not be used 
to feed hungry and poor people, but 
transformed in other forms of high-value 
commodities (like biofuels).

2) We already grow enough food to feed 
everyone (wasted and misdistributed)

3) Food aid can have negative impact on food 
sovereignty ("dumping") and destroy local 
agriculture forcing farmers to migrate to 
cities to become cheap wage-labor.

… But to imply that veganism would by itself solve world hunger is to ignore capitalism: 



Food Security and Food Sovereignty
Fighting Globalisation and Supporting Small Farmers

Vandana Shiva

Enfants et animaux dans un dépotoir à la recherche de 
matériaux recyclables (Inde, AFP)



Being allied to other social justice struggles means at the very least to try 
not to not harm other causes when focusing on a particular injustice. 

Solidarity with Other Social Justice Movements
Avoiding sexist and ethnocentrist campaigns



Solidarity Between Social Justice Struggles
Avoid targeting minority or foreigner’s practices

“These campaigns play into racial 
animosity, shape the way people of 

color view our movement, and create 
situations in which a poor kid from 

China can’t work for animals without 
feeling like a traitor to his own people. 

Who wants to side with the bullying 
white man against his own family?  The 

entire movement for animal rights is 
discredited within communities of 

color by anti-foreigner campaigns.”
Wayne Hsiung from “Direct Action 

Everywhere”

https://www.directactioneverywhere.com/theliberationist/2014/11/4/is-there-a-place-in-animal-rights-for-a-kid-from-china-part-iii-the-path-forwar

d 

“We engage in campaigns against foreign practices and communities 
because they are foreign, and not because they are effective.”

https://www.directactioneverywhere.com/theliberationist/2014/11/4/is-there-a-place-in-animal-rights-for-a-kid-from-china-part-iii-the-path-forward
https://www.directactioneverywhere.com/theliberationist/2014/11/4/is-there-a-place-in-animal-rights-for-a-kid-from-china-part-iii-the-path-forward


A campaign in San Francisco against the selling of live animals such as lobsters 
and crabs at the Fisherman’s Wharf as well as frogs, turtles, and chicken in 

Chinatown, but ended up targetting only Chinatown.

Beware of “low-hanging fruits” : some campaigns are winneable because their 
target the practices of minorities and foreigners, reinforcing negative stereotypes.
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For a Global Solidarity with Other Struggles
Avoid targeting “cruelty” and “inhumane practices”

Adopting a welfarist framework focused on 
“cruelty” and “unnecessary suffering” invites 
ethnocentrist and culturally biased animal 
protection laws. 

Canada’s criminal code exempt “standard 
practices”, i.e. the practices of the majority. 

The existing legal framework can only target 
minorities practices (or individual cases of 
sadistic abuse).  

By definition, are “cruel” only those violence 
toward animals that are not common in the 
majority, but practiced by minority groups and 
foreigners. 



A politics of care and non-domination
An imperialist, neo-colonial project?

Maneesha Decka 
(Animal Law, Université de Victoria)

Toward a Postcolonial, Posthumanist Feminist 
Theory: Centralizing Race and Culture in Feminist 

Work on Nonhuman Animals



● Because it’s a women’s movement dismissed 
for sexist reasons (“good old ladies in tennis 
shoes”) and victim of harsch political repression;

● Because the oppression of all individuals is 
unjust, regardless of their biological or social 
group and regardless of their cognitive or 
physical abilities or disabilities.

● Because there are material and ideological links 
betwen the oppression of humans and other 
animals (“the logic of domination”, “husbandry” 
and reproductive violence, domestic violence...)

● Because a revolution in our relations to other 
animals is vital for food security and 
intergenerational justice.

Some reasons why feminists should be allies 
to the animal liberation movement



Further Readings
Critical Animal Studies (inspired by ecofeminism)

Check out the Intitute for Critical Animal Studies : 
http://www.criticalanimalstudies.org/ 

http://www.criticalanimalstudies.org/


Further Readings
Disability Theory and Animal Liberation


