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Abbreviated Animal Protection Timeline

“Plaintiff …recover[s] [cost of reasonable 
attempts] to cure [the animal], in addition 
to [market value]. The law would be 
inhumane … if it should proscribe a 
different rule … since it would then offer 
an inducement … to … suffering”

‘Hey, you 
damaged my
horse!’

'Animals are sentient, 
and should be shielded 
from cruelty’

• Early On: Largely 
Animals as Things

• Mid-1800s: Shift 
Towards Animals as 
Creatures

• Recent: Protecting 
Animals for 
Themselves

• Now: So…
…How Do We Do That Effectively?



Looking Through An

Animal-Forward Lens

• What is an Animal-Forward Approach?
• Surfaces animal experiences

• Jurisprudence: legally cognizable & weighty

• Rejects animal/human zero-sum binary

• Not ‘animals instead of humans’,

or ‘humans instead of animals’,

rather ‘animals and humans’.



Disambiguation: 

Why Are We Discussing Crime Anyway?

• Civil Accountability vs Criminal Accountability

• Criminal Law vs Criminal Justice System

• Vindicator vs Victim

• Serious vs Severe

• Maltreatment vs Cruelty



The Point Is…

(Broad Penological Goals & Outcomes)

Denunciation Restoration Rehabilitation

Deterrence Incapacitation Retribution

• An Animal-Forward Take on
Pure Retributionist / Rehabilitationist Penology

• Case Outcomes in Status Quo?
(note: no national data … yet)

• Per statute → default to fines / probation / low carceral terms

• Some states / crimes → possession bans

• In practice → as above, w/ shift toward probation + fines

• Very rarely an individuated response



The Problem

• Rote Outcomes Do Not Intentionally Address:
• Reduction of future risk

(i.e. rehabilitation / incapacitation / deterrence)

• Specific interests of animal victims

(i.e. restoration / denunciation)

• Exacerbated by:

• Low-granularity of crimes against animals

• Lack of attention to victim experience

• Knowledge gap



Responding to Cruelty With Intent:

The Risk; Remediation; Resilience Program

• Apply Animal-Forward Lens
• Thus surfacing experience of animal victims

• Focusing on restoration & prevention

• Certify Legal & Mental Health / Social Work 
Professionals to…
1) …Apply risk assessments in cruelty cases

2) …Remediate harms to animal victims

3) …Build resilience against future cruelty

• Both re: offenders & communities



The 3R Program: An Overview

• How?

• On-line, asynchronous platform

• Credits & certification via Denver University (CLE eligible)

• Course Content

1) Building Foundations

• Maltreatment, cruelty, crim law, & evidence-informed response

2) Individualized Assessments

• Prevention science & forensic assessments

3) Applying Knowledge to Practice

• Profession-specific application of 3R system in the field



Future Implications

• Self-Iterative

• Gather data → refine assessments & outcomes → repeat

• (Largely) Agnostic re: Specific Sentence Mechanisms

• Focus on effectively reaching penological goals

• Sentences tailored within statutory space

• Adapts as Contours of Animal Crimes Change

• Situates animals as someones, not somethings;

Victims of crime, with cognizable legal interests
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