Abstract

How are animals valued and judged? This
one-day workshop will examine both ends
of the decision-making processes: the crea-
tion of judgment criteria and their applica-
tion to the natural world.

On the one side the ability to make judg-
ments and, subsequently, decisions, de-
pends on sets of notions, criteria and stan-
dards. Far from being stable categories, such
standards vary according to local cultural
and political specificities and are reshaped
over time. An ideal type, in other words,
is neither timeless nor does it exist outside
of the geographical and social context wit-
hin which it was construed. The criteria of
judgement on which our decision-making
processes are based depend themselves on
previous processes in which decisions have
been made about which criteria should be
applied. We seek thus to understand how
judging criteria were constructed in place
and time, and how they changed. How, for
example, did the ideal English riding horse
emerge? What is the best lab animal and
how was this decided upon? What are the
right measurements of cages for apes in the
lab or in the zoo? Do animals feel pain du-
ring vivisection?

On the other hand, in order to move from
ideal to practice, we examine how judg-
ment criteria operated as the basis for de-
cision-making, and how decisions departed
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09:30-09:45 Opening Remarks

09:45-10:45  Panel 1

Felicity McWilliams, KCL: ““They are Slow, But
They are Very Sure The Value of Draught Horses
to British Inter-War Farming”

Comments by Masato Hasegawa, MPIWG
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Ab stract % continued

from such criteria. How do stakeholders
actually make those decisions about a
particular riding, lab, pet, or farm animal
in a specific context? What were the tools
they used to make a specific judgment, and
how did actual decision-making processes
depart from the ideal protocol? How have
judges dealt with mismatches between the
ideal and the real, material and bodily di-
versity and imperfection? Furthermore,
judgment is a learned ability that often de-
pends on the transmission of non-verbal
or tacit knowledge. Judgments can also be
affected by immeasurable things such as af-
fection or rejection. How do aspirations to
make objective judgments, then, align with
the fragmented nature of and subjectivity
in making judgments, the possible subjec-
tive bonds with living organisms, and the
inability to explicate the process through
which decision are actually made?

The aim of the workshop is to look at issues
in which the construction of judgment cri-
teria is analysed and considered in relation
to individual animals and species, as well
as to spaces, such as the farm, the museum,
the zoo, the lab, or the veterinary clinic. We
ask, furthermore, whether animals are dis-
tinct categories for evaluation, and investi-
gate the ways in which their animacy, mate-
riality, and life complicate the process and
meanings of making judgments.



