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Family-centered nursing care
focuses on the promotion, main-
tenance, or restoration of a family’s
well-being. This focus is emphasized
in a pumber of nursing clinical special-
ties. It is so important that profes-
sional standards for community
health, maternal-child health, medical-
surgical, and psychiatric mental health
nursing practices all make reference
to family centered care.'4 Example
mandates from these standards in-
clude: "The nurse assists families to
achieve and maintain a balance be-
tween the personal growth and needs
of individual family members and op-
timum family functioning”2rtt); “The
nurse intervenes with vulnerable
clients and families at risk to present
potential developmental and health
problems”2%et2); "The nurse reviews
and revises interventions based on in-
dividual and family response.”}p11) As
these examples illustrate, family-
centered care is concerned with the

Blessings and Burials:Meaning and Conduct ~ tote! balance of family life and encom-

passes well famiies, families at risk

of Ceremonies for Companion Animal Burials

The Rev. Robert M. Kidd

In our present ongoing quest for
more and more knowledge and under-
standing, we become more and more
certain that humankind's attachment
to animals is older than the wntten
record of history. And perhaps our at-
tachment is why human respect for
the living and how we respond to the
presence and then the early loss of our
animal friends and companions is
probably best demonstiated in the
various ceremonials of blessing as

Continued on page 20

well as in death and mourning rites and
burial customs throughout the world.
Man is the only animal known to
bury his dead. This is of fundamental .
signifiqanc?lbecauge thg pgac:\icelwas The Latham Foundation
not originally motivated by hygienic .
considerations, but by pnmitive ideas Pro.mOt’”g Respect Fo.’ All
of nature and destiny. The archaeologi- Life Through Education
cal evidence makes quite clear that Since 1918
disposal of the dead from earliest
times was ritualistic. The paleolithic
Continued on page 16

XXX R R R X X R R X X X R R A X X X I X X X XX




10.

13.
14.

22,
23.

In this issue

Blessings and Burials —
Rev. Robert M. Kidd

Pet Ownership and Stress
Over the Family Life Cycle
— Janet Baggerty Davis,
Ph.D., R.N.

Worthwhile Reading

Circle the Wagons, The
Arrogant Are on the
Warpath — Mike Burgwin
The Wolf Hybrid—Should

You or Shouldn’t You? —
Nancy J. Taylor

How High the Price? —
Terry Jenkins

in Defense of Wolf Hybrids
— Mary Harper-Bellis, M.S.

Of Wolves, Wolf Hybnds
and Children — Monty
Sloan

Wolf Behavior Seminars

The Facts About Dangerous
Dog Laws — Stephanie
Robinson

Pet Alert

“Your Humane Society”
Latham’s Newest Produc-
tion

ASECA

Latham Foundation extends its
warmest congratulations 1o the
American Society for the Prevention
of Cruelty to Animals {(ASPCA) on its
125th Anniversary of service. Estab-
lished in 1866 originaily to “provide
effective means for the prevention
of cruelty throughout the United
States,” the ASPCA has expanded to
over 400,000 members throughout
the nation.

In celebration of this anniversary,
the ASPCA has adopted a new logo,
reproduced above, to illustrate its
commitment 1o protection and care
for all animals.
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Worthwhile Reading

We learn much by regularly reading
the publications of other service or-
ganizations. For the most part, they are
interesting and informative and, oc-
casionally, the knowledge obtained
prevents duplicated efforts. The con-
cerns expressed and corrective ac-
tions reported upon are directed to the
wide spectrum of serious problems
which confront the world’s in-
habitanis. Some articles describe the
progress achieved in promoting their
mandated mission, through member-
ship participation and its outreach.
Others recite facts and figures that
confirm the need for either financial or
volunteer support for their activities.
Still others, explain in detail why or
how their philosophies and objectives
are more practlica! or important than
those of dissimilar groups, some of
whom merely present their appeai by
using lurid pictures. Though the un-
dertakings of legitimate public service
organizations are numerous, most,
quite properly, work and solicit sup-
portin alleviating various forms of suf-
fering or deprivation of human or non-
human life, or preservation of the
world’s non-renewable resources and
vitally important life-supporting giobal
ecosystem.

We do not always see “eye to eye”
with our sister organizations, but we
most certainly applaud their motiva-
tion and many beneficial accomplish-
ments. At the same time, however, we
know that each could be so much
more effective through cooperative ef-
forts engendered by an understanding
of the relativity of their various inter-
ests. They are indeed myopic for the
failure to realize that the problems
which they work so hard to rectify are,
in fact, interrelated. For in truth, the
world’s great problems can be likened
to the individual pieces of a giant jig-
saw puzzle which, when assembled,
presents a picture containing answers
for the solution of most major dilem-
mas.

A particularly interesting and wall
written article was found in the spring
1981 issue of SUPRESS Students
United Protesting Research on Sen-
tient Subjects titled "Animal Rights:
The Suicide of a3 Movement.” The
wiriter unemotionally and quite ration-
ally addresses the highly controversial
subject of vivisection. As the title sug-
gests, the thought provocative article
presents commentary critical of those
organizations opposed to vivisection
which fustify their position on the
basis of an "animal rights” appeal.
Regardless of that criticism, the author
is. however, no less opposed to the
practice of vivisection than those with

whom issue is taken. The objection to
ananimal rights approach is expressed
with such emphatic pronouncements
as: "...'animal rights activists’ automat-
ically become anti-human, since they
are perceived as wanting to hberate
animals at the expense of human
health...the animal rights movement,
with its high wvisibitity...has made it
practically impossible for anyone else
to expose the medical and scientific
fraudulence of vivisection.”

Having presented such criticism of
the Animal Rights Movement, the
author categorically states, "Vivisec-
tion is, if anything, a pseudo-science.”
That declaration is then predicated on
the contention that despite agreement
as to the existence of “many” biologi-
cal similanties between humans and
other species, “yel they do not exist 10
the degree of biological complexity
and consistency required for vivisec-
tion to work.” This argument and
others are then expanded upon at
length in what appears to be a very
knowledgeably prepared treatise.

Another engrossing article was
found in the May/June 1891 issue of
BUZZWORM. The Environmenial
Journal, entitled “The Rights Stuff.” Its
author, Margaret L. Knox, first asks
and then discusses the question:
"Animal rights incite ariot of emotions,
but are they part of the environmental
movement?” After a brief introduction
which speaks to the origin and back-
grounds of the conservation and
animal welfare movements in
America, the article takes issue with
the more bizarre and illegal activities
conducted under the aegis of animal
rights. Interesting and cogent informa-
tion is included concerning the per-
sonal, political, philosophical and
religious histories of animal rights prin-
ciples as well as their compensations.

"The Rights Stuff” fairly comments
on the fact that “The animal rights
message is esssentially just” and
recognizes that “Unnecessary cruelty
iswrong.” In doing so, examples much
in need of correction are cited. Author
Knox's excellent article attests to
painstaking research and provides
many engrossing details concerning
the areas of agreement as well as the
differences between the animals
rights proponents and those of the
environmental movement. In answer-
ing the article’s prime question, the
author states, "Environmentalists and
animal rights activists share a whop-
ping guilt comptex, but environmen-
talists still rest their case on science,
while animal rights is essentially a
religion.”

Hugh H. Tebault
The Latham Letter, Summer, 1997
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Circle The Wagons, The Arrogant Are On The
Warpath

Mike Burgwin

Do you feel as though you are being
attacked from all sides? For instance:

Animal Rightists demand that the
“Bill of Rights” cover all animal life.

Anti-vivisectionists state their way
is the only way.

Vivisectionists state their way is the
only way,

Vegetarians claim those who eat
meat are destroying the environment,

Vegans call Vegetarians too liberal.

Hunters think those who oppose
them are unbalanced.

Cattlemen want you to eat more
meat.

Fur wearers are said to be cruel.

Trappers see no wrong in what
they're doing.

The list goes on forever, it seems.

Most of the people in each of these
categories appear to listen but their
replies indicate that they do not hear
each other. This type of behavior is
best described as arrogance (self im-
portance). When you are so convinced
that your beliefs are much more impor-
tant than anyone who opposes you
and therefore refuse to consider their
beliefs, you are arrogant.

Name calling has become a ntual.
Believers atiack those who disagree
with them as crazy, stupid, cruel,
dishonest, wasteful, etc. This type of
behavior is often defended as neces-
sary if the believer is to make converts.
After all, the First Amendment 1o the
United States Constitution grants
them the rnight to say anything to
anybody. Correct? Correct.

Even strong supporters of the First
Amendment occasionally give some

thought to the Fourth Amendment (the

rnight to privacy) and it would be nice if
more of them did so more often.

“ALF” (Animal Liberation Front) is
out there breaking into buildings and
demonstrating a complete disregard
for law and order. Until they surfaced,
| thought ALF was a funny-looking,
hairy thing on TV. Members of “ALF"
and others of their ilk demand freedom
for animals while they trample all over
other people’s rights.

It 1s very difficult for people who
want what is best for all concerned to
know what they should do. I've always
been skeptical of those who verbally
tell me one thing and their actions tell
me another. Some animal rightists say
they are against animal suffering at the
hands of experimenters but they have
been known to let animals continue to
suffer while they document their case.
Meanwhile, instances of proven cruel-

ty by experimeniers abound. The
government, in some instances, has
covered up these expensive and
foolish experiments but the wilful
destruction of property by animal ac-
tion groups causes the cost to climb
higher.

Foolish animal experiments (ap-
parently in the high percentiles) and
the disregard of constitutional rights
cannot be forgiven and must be dis-
continued. Two wrongs do not make a
nght! This is the United States. We
believe in debate on any issue and
majority rules. So debate and stop
being criminals. Both sides of these
issues should stop calling each other
names, manufacturing statistics,
making insupportable statements,
committing crimes and generally ac-
ting like juvenile delinquents. Present
your case calmly, honestly and pas-
sionately and the American Public will
render its decision.

Mike Burgwin is the Executive Vice
President of the National Animal Con-
trol Associatton (NACA) as well as
Editor of its publication, The NACA
News. The above is an editorial which
appeared in the March/April 1991
issue of that newsletter and is
reprinted here with permission.

&

The American Kennel Club reports
a drop in the number of individual
registrations in 1990. However, the
number of litter registrations in-
creased by 1.26%.

For the eighth consecutive year, the
Cocker Spaniel was the most popular
breed in the Untted States. The top ten
rankings for 1990 are as follows:

. Cocker Spaniei

. Labrador Retnever

. Poodle

. Golden Retriever

. Rottweiler

. German Shepherd Dog
. Chow Chow

. Dachshund

. Beagle

10. Miniature Schnauzer

QOO DWN =

The bottom five rankings, "The
Last-But-Not-Least Breeds,” are:

127. Otterhounds

128. Amerncan Foxhounds

129. Sussex Spaniels

130. English Foxhounds

131. Harriers
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The Wolf Hybrid—Should You or Shouldn’t You?

Nancy J. Taylor

Why would anyone want to own a
waolf hybnd? They certainly have been
in the news lately. They have been
called everything from “The Pit Bull of
the Nineties” to "Cujo” and have been
labeled unpredictable, vicious,
schizophrenic, etc. Why then would
someone, hke myself, want to own
one or more of these animals? Let me
tell my side of the story and then you
be the judge. Is the wolf hybrid really
that awful or is it the target of those
who judge by hearsay, by childhood
stories, and even by envy?

“You own a part of the
‘wi'd,” which is a
privilege not to be taken
for granted.”

Many people have the desire to
own an exotic-looking animal that has
a domesticated temperament, thus
the wolf hybrid. Along with this owner-
ship goes a tremendous amount of
responsibility. You own 3 part of the
“wild,” which 1s a privilege not to be
taken for granted. This privilege re-
quires much patience, love, under-
standing, and time on your part. If you
are not willing to put this type of com-
mitment into owning one of these
magnificent animals, then please DO
NOT own one. There are many
wonderful dogs out there that require
a lot less. If you do own a wolf hybrid
and you are willing to take the time to
do it night, your reward will be having
a beautiful, intelligent animal that will
be your loyal, loving companion for
life!

I bought our first hybrid three and
one-half years ago after losing my
beloved "Rocky,” a collie mix. For the
past six months, | had been reading
about wolves, and the more | read, the
more | wanted one. | had talked to
different breeders and owners of wolf
hybrids and got a wide variely of input
except for one statement which was,
“Once you own a wolf, you will never
go back to a dog.” | thought this was
absurd since Rocky and | were so
close. Rocky died very suddenly, and |
was devastated! After several months
of mourning, | had to fill the void in my
hfe and started looking at wolf hybrid
puppies. Boy, were they cute!! They
looked like cuddly little teddy bears
with such innocent little faces. Well, |
found a beautiful silver gray little male
that absolutely stood out from any-
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thing else | had ever seen. | told my
husband about him, and the next day
we brought “"Shiloh” home. My hus-
band, Bill, carried him into the truck as
if he were leaving the hospital with his
firstborn son! That first month we
were filled with questions about be-
havior, diet, disciphne, etc., and the
breeder was right there with the
answers. Soon after we brought
Shiloh home, we could see the dif-
ference between a wolf puppy and a
dog puppy. These hitle guys were
smart, reasoned things out and then
helped themselves! For instance, we
kept Shiloh up close to the house for
the first couple of months; and Bill
would spray down the patio, etc.,
every night. Pretty soon Shiloh
decided he would help daddy; and
when we came home from work,
Shiloh had already unwound the hose
and had it out on the patio ready for
use. There was only one thing different
now—the hose squirted from several
holes instead of just one.

Shiloh, like most puppies, loved to
chew so we had to make sure that
everything “chewable” was out of
reach. | soon discovered, however,
that his favorite things to chew on was
Me! | also learned that he would play
bite, which was a “no-no.” or affec-
tionately gnaw on me, which was okay
as this was a display of love. So, |
discouraged the one but encouraged
the other. The breeder also told us the
best way to discipline him was by put-
ting him on his back and telling him NO
when he did something bad. Biting
should be discouraged by a pinch on
the nose. This form of disciplining
worked very well with him. He under-
stood it as his wolf parents used it, and
it strengthened our relationship. We
would always love him up after a dis-
cipline session so he felt loved and
secure. We were told to discourage
rough play, and | am so glad we did as
Shiloh is weli over 100 pounds now.
He is always careful around me; and
when he stands up to give me 3 kiss, |
don’t move an inch.

Almost every minute we were
home. either Bill or ! was with him. He
would miss us when we were gone,
and what a greeting when we got
home! We really had to brace oursel-
ves because he was all over us. Since
wolves are very sociable animals, they
require companionship. Sometimes
we worked long hours dictated by
owning & large insurance agency. So
we decided to get Shiloh a mate.

“Shana” came to us at the tender
age of 7 weeks. Unlike Shiloh, she had

not been hand raised; and we were
about to learn how important that is. |
held her in my arms on the way home;
and, with the exception of some minor
carsickness, the ride went weil. When
I put her down, she scurried to the
farthest corner of the yard and was
terrified. Next she dove under the dog
house. When | tried to coax her out
with some food, one of her baby teeth
{thank heavens) almost went through
my finger. What a shock! The breeder
had not prepared us for this, and we
certainly were not experienced hybrid
owners by any means. Several things
worked in our favor, however, and we
were able to show Shana that we
meamt her no harm and loved her.
Shiloh was the biggest help as she
loved him dearly and trusted and
learned from him. She would watch
him interact with us and saw the love
that was exchanged. | was the first one
she decided to get to know, and the
first time she came and laid down by
me was quite a thrill. | let her make all
the first moves, time passed and
before long, she was mine. She was
still cautious around Bill but came 10
realize that he, 100, was a fnend. Once
he gained her trust, the games started.

First of all, wolves are notonous
thieves; and she was no exception.
Every time Bill would come with tools
in hand to do some work, she was
ready for him. She would lay perfectly
still watching him with the face of an
angel. As soon as he would lay down
a tool and turn his back, it was gone!
After several time consuming walks
around the yard, it would turn up and
she would get bawled out. Soon Shiioh
learned that if he would retrieve the
“stolen” tool before dad realized it was
gone or had to set out to find it, Shana
would not have to go through alecture,
So, she would steal and he would
retrieve!

Next we decided to install a water
fauceton their half acre, and they were
ecstatic to see dad coming out with all
sorts of tools and gadgets, all for them.
How were we to know that Shana did
not approve of a water faucet in HER
yard. She proceeded to remove it
Before we knew it, there was a gusher
out back. So Bill fixed it, and Shana
took it out! Each time Bill put it back,
he added another gadget to make it
“impossible” for Shana to remove it;
and each time it was removed. Okay,
now they are down to mental games
and challenges. Bill came home all
smiles one day and said, "l got her. She
won’'t undo this.” He set out for the

Continued on page 6
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Terry Jenkins

When | was about seventeen years
old, | decided to get a wild pet. | wasn't
too particular about what sor, at first,
so long as it was wild. | spent my
childhood deeply involved with
animals, and wild ones were especial-
ly fascinating to me. | had grown up
with pet snakes, | had known of pet
raccoons, and a pet opossum poking
its head out of a knapsack had once
made quite an impression on me, but
that was about the extent of my ex-
perience. Finally | settled on a wolf, |
think because of my particular interest
in dogs. No one | knew of had ever
even encountered a pet wolf, so
firsthand experience was pretty much
out of the question. | found very little
literature about wolves, but | read
everything | could get my hands on,
and none of it spoke against keeping
wolves as pets. | came away realizing
there was really very little known
about wolves, and much of what was
“known” was, in fact, only assumed.
There began to be more purpose be-
hind my dream. It would be a lifetime
commitment, to learn all | could and to
share what | learned. It was a bigger
rasponsibility than | ever dreamed.

“..how could anyone
expect to undo in one
generation, or several,

what nature spent
millions in perfecting?”

Solknewwhat | wanted before | got
Bonnie. | wanted het, first of all, to
really know she was a wolf, so | ar-
ranged not to pick her up from the zoo
until she had opened her eyes and
lived with her family for a time. [ in-
tended to raise her on my parents’
farm, to socialize her to the chickens,
horses, dogs, and numerous cats. It
never occurred to me she might not be
just another member of the family, like
the dogs were. | expectad she would
ride in the back of my old Chavy pickup
on outings to the lake with the dogs
and me. And | wanted her to become
an "ambassador” wolf, like a couple of
other wolves of which | had heard, so
that she could teach children what the
8ig Bad Wolf was really like.

What | got was an infant creature
that knew beyond a doubt she was a
wolf, that | was not, and that | was
directly responsible for removing her
from her rightful family! That first night
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How High the Price?

home, she mourn-howled incessantly
on the vast linoleum kitchen floor; but
she also knew that a seventeen-pound
tom cat was easy prey for a wolf cub
that was all of twenty days old {and
weighed perhaps four pounds), so she
bowled him over and attempted to dis-
embowel him on the spot. The ex-
perience was one the cat and my fami-
ly never forgot, and the first shadow of
doubt began to creep in around the
edges of my dream. On the second
night, when she was three weeks old,
| offered her some coocked liver from

my plate "to see if wolves hike cooked |

meat.” The next moment, she had
chimbed up my leg like a cat, braced
her back against my chest, and arrived
in my plate, gobbling everything on it
with terrible growls! The family was in
shock. In the following days, she
began to dominate me, her little body
rigid as she “rode up” on whatever part
of me was available, with fierce growls
responding to every one of my moves.
Worried, | contacted the zookeeper,
some dog trainers, and a malamute
breeder, wanting to know how to
proceed. Their collective advice was
to “treat her like 2 mother wolf would,
pick her up by the scruff and shake her,
throttle her, growl ferociously, make
her know you're the boss!” There was
no one else 10 call, no books to read,
and obviously | had to do something,
so | took their advice. What happened
was that the small wolf that had begun

to trust me saw that | was not to be
trusted, that | was unreasonably
violent, and was to be avoided at all
costs. Instead of submission and love
[ got mistrust and defiance. So ! did an
about-face and let things revert to the
way they had been. Bonnie happily
dominated me for the rest of her life.

At six weeks of age, Bonnie killed
her first chicken. The act in itself was
not appalling to me, since most pup-
pies must first kill a chicken before
learning it is the "wrong” thing 10 do.
But, as | approached her to take away
the chicken and discipline her, she left
her prey and came after me in the most
convincing display of aggression | had
ever seen, It was just about five
minutes before | made up my ming,
once and for all, that it wasn't just a
display, that it was going to be my
responsibility to keep the chickens
away from Bonnie, and that training
her was not in the picture.

By the time she was six months ¢ld,
it became obvious that she was going
to be very selective about whom she
liked, whether they were family mem-
bers or not. Riding in the truck to the
lake was another plan | scrapped in
short order, and, although she enjoyed
many trips there during her first two
years, it was in asecure cage bulltonto
the truck. During her third year, she
became seriously aggressive to un-
familiar dogs on our outings. It became

Continued on page 7
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The Wolf Hybrid

continued from page 4

Nancy Taylor with Hache Hi and Hoonakwa

back yard laughing all the way with his
PVC pipe, metal stripping and “S”
clamps Shana assumed her angelic
position, Shiloh supervised, and the
faucetwas in place. He came back into
the house and we walted our usual ten
minutes. My money was on Shana.
After ten minutes, there was no water
spouting out and he hurried back to
check 1t. Everything was off, laying
neatly beside the faucet, but it was
intact. That was her way of saying the
game 1s over and she won. From that
dayon, she left the faucet alone unless
we changed her yard in a way she did
not hke. Then, out it would come!

My biggest thnll was when Shana
had her fust litter of pups. By this time
the bond between us was as strong as
a human can hope to have with an
animal. She trusted me implicitly,
Shiloh and Shana had dug their den,
and the big day came. Poor Shiloh was
restricted 1o a run as we soon learned
she wanted him in the yard but NOT
close by! | was allowed to sit by her;
and for the first time in my life, ex-
perience a live birth! She had eight
beautiful babies and knew exactly
what to do. | know | was much more
nervous than she was. After a couple
of days, | was allowed to pet them but
could not pick them up for about ten
days. Bill was permitted to see them if
he would sit down. | could see them
grow and change almost daily; and
when they were three weeks old,
Shiloh was allowed to see his babies.
What a super daddy he was. He was
sogentle, and | loved to watch him kiss
and play with them. We truly had a
family unit now living out back. When
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the babies were out playing
and a threatening noise or
situation came up, just one
look or yip would send them
ronning for their den. When
it was time for bed, Shiloh
would help Shana round
them up and get them into
the den. Then they would
lay close by and enjoy the
rest of a quiet evening with
us while the little ones were
tucked (n for the night.
Finding good homes for
the babies was so hard, and
still is. When you have
spent days and weeks with
these little cubs feeding,
protecting, and caring for
them, it is awfully hard to
hand them over to someone
you don’t know. | make sure
all of our babies are well so-
cialized so that the new
owners will not have the struggle we
had with Shana. They love and trust
humans when they leave us and we
make it our business to find homes
where that trust will not be betrayed.
Most of the people who own our
babies have become our friends.
Once you own a hybrid, it seems
that you cannot stop with just one or
two. OQur third hybrid, “Hoonakwa,”
has notonly been a wonderful addition
but is also responsible for our move
from Arzona to Idaho. We came to
ldaho to pick her up and decided to
make a week’'s vacation out of it. We
fell in love with the area and found a
perfecthome. Hoonakwa is one of the
sweetest animals in the world. When
she was young, however, she loved to
bite! She would bite any part she could

get her mouth around, and this was'

really her only fault. She knew what
“don’t bite” meant, but was being a
wolf and asserting her independence.
After about six months and many nose
pinches, she stopped biting. | guess
she tinally outgrew it. Hoonakwa is
incrediply fast and loves to run. In fact,
one day we forgot to put the lock
through the latch on her pen when we
left and went into town. When we
came home, she was out running
around visiting the other pens and oh
so happy to see us. We discovered she
had unlaiched the gate and let herself
out. We were so thankfui that she had
stayed home and learned a valuable
lesson.

After belonging 10 a wolf club in
Phoenix, reading many books, and
owning three hybrids, we decided to
purchase the closest thing to a pure

wolf that we could. “Cherish” was just
what we were looking for, and we
brought her home right after we got to
Idaho. She was seven weeks old and
very well socialized. She definitely
knew what she wanted, and shornly
we did too! When we came here, we
brought two of Shana’s babies with us
and put them all together in one pen.
She particularly liked one of the little
males; and whenever he would lay
down, she would flop on 10p of him
with her head facing his tail and lay
there for as long as he would put up
with 11,

| remember the time we put a well
in, and the drilling was going to be right
next to her pen. We moved her into
Hoonakwa's pen for a few days. She,
Hoonakwa, and "Hache Hi" all got
along well since they were all quite
young. When it became time to put her
back into her pen, she thought Hache
Hi was also coming. When she dis-
covered he was stillin with Hoonakwa,
she threw a fit unul we brought him
over. She would have nothing to do
with us and would charge the fence as
though she were trying 1o go through
it. She was only about three months
old and already VERY opinionated!

“..Cherish shows...she
loves and trusts me, it is
hard to believe that [ am

with a wild animal.”

She was, and still is, a lover, though,
and is very generous with her kisses.
She loves to have her belly rubbed and
have us chase her when she steals her
food dish. She is a year old and sull
very friendly to most strangers. She is
very open with me but a httle more
cautious with Bill, simply because he
is a male. She plays very rough ang |
amconstantly onguard whenlam with
her. As she advances toward maturity,
she is becoming more aware of her
strength and actions and is learning 1o
be more careful around me. Again,
once the initial greeting is over when |
first see her, she settles down and we
can get into some serious hugging and
belly rubbing. When Cherish shows
me how much she loves and trusts me,
itis hard to believe that | am with awild
animal.

We acquired "Timber” a short while
ago, and he is Chensh’s mate. We res-
cued Timber from the Humane

Continued on page 8
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How High the Price?

continued from page 5

impossible 10 take her out by myself
since she was so strong | could not
hold her back, even though | was more
than double her weight. On the last
occasion | did take her out alone, two
foolish and unleashed Dobermans ap-
proached us down the beach. Bonnie
gleefully dragged me toward battle,
and my only recourse was to head out
to deep water, where she swam
strong circles around me, with her
head, hackles, and tail high above the
water, roaring all the while. The
Dobermans’ owners, eventually seem-
ing to sense there was something not
quite right, loaded up their dogs and
left. Finally, her future as an ambas-
sador wolf was not bright. Children
always made her act like a big bad
wolf, and she was suspicious of adult
strangers.

So there | was, with a maturing wolf
that fit none of the roles | had laid out
so nicely for her. | found myself in the
position so many disillusioned exotic-
pet owners reach—stuck with the
prospect of keeping for life a wild
animal that was costly, assertive,
dangerous, and destructive and, al-
though friendly to me within limits, not
at all a "pet.” It was unthinkable to
destray or get rid of Bonnie. We had
grown very close. | had learned many
lessons during my friendship with her,
| knew now that wolves, regardless of
birthplace, are as wild as the storm
blowing over the mountains, that they
are undeniably formidable predators,
and that they are not suitable as pets!
| felt bad about having gotten a wolf in
the first place and wanted to do some-
thing to help keep other wolves out of
the nightmare of pet situations.

So what did | do? | launched into a
wolf-hybrid breeding program that
was to span a number of years and
more lives than | care to place on this
paper. At least two wolf-wise friends

advised against this venture, one out -

of hard-learned compassion, the other
out of concern for the reputation of
wolves and the safety of children. But
| believed | could do better than the
dark scenarios they forecast. What fol-
lows is only a small portion of my
experiences as a wolf-hybrid breeder.

My intention was to find a mate for
Bonnie that could produce pups that
were very wolflike in appearance, so
they would satisfy the urge to have an
exotic pet, yet also very doglike in
temperament, and therefore suitable
as pets. He must be able to produce
hybrid pups that were “safe” pets,
since | knew now that wolves were
not. At last | found him. Togiak was one
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of the sweetest, gentlest Alaskan
malamutes I've ever met, as well as an
AKC champion with an excellent back-
ground. | felt certain this distinguished
dog would leave his desirable genetic
stamp on a litter of first-generation
wolf hybrids. Of the five resulting ex-
quisite pups, one male was very
wolflike and wild. After his new owner
took him, he was never heard from
again and could not be traced. One
female, which | kept and of whose
sweet nature | never had a doubt, was
also exceptionally wolflike. Sadly, she
figured out how to climb over the over-
hang on the wolf pen and was killed on
the highway. My heart aches for her
still. About the remaining three | ex-
pect you will form your own judg-
ments.

“l knew now that
wolves, regardless of
birthplace, are as wild
as the storm blowing
over the mountains...”

Alphie failed in her first home as a
pet, turning terribly shy by three
months of age. Her second home, as
a companion to an adult pure wolf,
lasted only until she began nipping at
her owner's legs when he cleaned the
pen. Her third home lasted a full year.
She lived with Arrow, a three-quarters-
wolf male that had been rescued but
was too shy to touch, as was she. They
made a happy couple. Nothing was
expected of them. But, one day while
the family was gardening, the baby
toddled over to the shy animals un-
noticed. Alphie grabbed him through
the wire and shredded his arm. One
hundred stitches on a soft, tiny arm.
Alphie was killed. | could only fault his
owners for nat having a safety fence
to keep the child away.

Storm was big, soft, and beautiful,
and his human family was wonderful.
He enjoyed free run of a large yard, got
lots of house time, and played gently
with the children. But the owners
never built the maximum-security pen
| made them promise to build, and, as
luck would have it, Storm turned out to
be one of those hybrids that did every-
thing in the book. He jumped over,
then ripped through the fence to play
with the neighbors dog. He ignored
"hot” wires. When his owner chained
him as a last resort, he ate not one but

two holes in the family's {rented)
house large enough to admit him. His
second home was in a large, wolf-
proof, L-shaped kennel with a pure
wolf companion. Not shy of strangers,
he readily accepted his new owners.
The entire yard was enclosed in six-
foot chainlink, but neighbors were
over for a barbecue within the yard,
and their unattended child was climb-
ing the kennel fence, when Storm
grabbed him and severely mangled his
leg. Storm was spared the bullet and
given to a breeder. He lived for eleven
years and sired hundreds of puppies.
What are their stories?

Blue was the most doglike of the
litter but, from the age of three weeks,
his temperament was cold steel. He
was cautious of new people but feared
them not a bit. At three months of age,
he began lifting his leg to urinate. At
six months he had begun testing any
adult but me, looking into their faces
while jabbing and pinching their legs.
At nine months, | knew beyond doubt
that he was dangerous to children.
When he was a year into his life,
people were often terrified of him—
even though he was securely penned:
nis defiant stance and cold, pale yel-
low stare could make your skin crawl.
More than one person advised me to
destroy him before “something hap-
pens.” | refused—| loved him and
knew he liked me. Besides he was
Bonnie's favorite! Beautiful he was, so
powerful in a slate blue coat. Destroy
my Blue? Never! But, during his third
year, he began to threaten me when |
spent daily time in the wolf pen. He
was second ranking in a group of
seven other wolves and hybrids. My
routine involved cleaning up the large
wooded pen, then just sitting and visit-
ing or watching the animals, some-
times joining in their games. Long
before, | had learned (the hard way) to
stay out of dominance struggles, so |
was no threat to Blue. But he pegan
circling me, staring in my eyes and
waiting. It got to where | had to sit with
my back against a fence and always
carry the poop scoops, to brandish and
keep him back. | had a cold, sick feel-
ing in my gut. My husband, Dan, was
worried about me going in while he
was at work. Finally Blue fought, beat,
and nearly killed the alpha Diamond.
With Blue as alpha, | could never enter
the pen again, and | knew he would
shortly finish off the ever gentle
Diamond. | shot him as he stared down
at me from the highest platform, his
new throne. When | entered the pento

Continued on page 9

Page 7



The Wolf Hybrid

continued from page &

Society. To make a long story short,
his former owners called me and
asked if we could take him. Bill and (
went to see him and found a beautiful
animal, with a wonderful disposition
and the saddest yellow eyes | have
ever seen, in a small pen. We were
fortunate to be able to obtain his back-
ground information from both the
owners and the breeders. Timber, who
is only seventeen months old, fit into
our family as if he were here from day
one. He is just as happy as all the
others 1o see us, gives his share of
kisses, and crowds in for his share of
hugs and petting. He enjoys his
freedom now, and most of the time we
will see him and Cherish running and
playing.

When we come home, we are al-
ways greeted with the most beautiful
serenade of various howls. Some-
times they will howl if a visitor comes,
especially a regular visitor. The other
day the Schwan Foods representative
came and they did not make a sound.
He has been coming for quite awhile
and always enjoyed hearing them and
lelt welcomed onto the property. His
first comment to me was, "Where are
the wolves?” "Are they okay?”
Everyone enjoys their uniqueness, and
first-time visitors can't wait to go out
and see them. They also enjoy the
company and enjoy the ochs and aahs
and petting through the fence.

If you are going to own a wolf hybrid
you MUST have the proper facihties in
which to keep them. Some prefer to
have them in the house with them.

This does not always work out, espe-
cially with your higher percentages
(closer to pure wolf]. If you always
remember that you own a wild animal,
and not a dog, you will stay out of
trouble. They need a large tenced-in
area with some trees, lots of water,
and some sort of shelter. The pen
should be escape-proof with either hot
wirnng it or having ground wire at-
tached 10 a seven to eight foot high
fence. They do not belong on a chain
or in 3 well-groomed back yard. Wol-
ves love to dig, eat trees, chew, and
climb on everything imaginable. You
cannot change this instinctive be-
havior so put them where you will all
be comfortable. They will be happy
and so will you.

As a rule, wolf hybrids love children
but should NEVER be left alone with
them. They play rough and may in-
nocently hurt a child, or the child may
unknowingly tease or hurt the animal.
Why take a chance of allowing an ac-
cident to happen? Remember, a wolf
hybrid is a part of the wild.

Responsible ownership is what
owning a wolf or wolf hybrid s all
about. Responsible breeders sell well-
adjusted angd socialized animals with
lots of follow-up and information to
the new owners. If these two require
ments are not met, accidents, bad
headlines, and heartbreaking stories
are the end result. In all the time we
have owned our animals, they have
never threatened us. We have never
had any “close calls” involving anyone
else. Strangers do not belong in their

Chensh; photographs for this article were provided by Nancy Taylor
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pens. This is their territory, and they
have the right to protect it! We don’t
take chances.

Awolf is averyindependent animal;
if you want to own one, you have to
have a lot of patience and under-
standing. They learn very quickly but
may not always respond to the com-
mand. They are not being bad, they are
being wolves. Can you put up with
this? Will you mistreat them if they
dont always obey? This animal may
not be for you.

The wolf hybrid is not the proper
animal for everyone. Many people
today still fear the wolf because they
do not understand him. He 1s a very
cunous animal that will trash a home if
left unattended in it or get into trouble
is allowed to run loose. He has an
incredible amount of energy and
strength and does not mature until two
years of age; so the “puppy stage”
lasts for quite awhile.

“As a rule, wolf hybrids
love children but should
NEVER be left alone
with them.”

The wolf is a pack animal; and you,
as owner, will become a member of
the pack. It is important that you are
the “alpha” member so that youwilibe
the one calling the shots.

If these animals were bred by
responsible breeders and sold to
responsible owners, would they be in
the news today as “the pit bull of the
nineties?” s it the animal or the
people? | would like to see the blame
applied to the propersource. | recently
saw an advertisement that stated:
“Use teeth instead of bullets!” [s it the
wolf hybrid? You be the judge!

Will | ever be withouta wolf hybrid?
Never! They are magnificent animals
that never cease to amaze me by their
beauty. grace, and intelhgence. With a
quick glance from their enchanting
eyes, they tell me that| am their fnend,
their companion, their master—for
lfe!

Nancy J. Taylor is the President of
the Inland Empire Wolf Association
(EWA) in Cocollala, ldaho, which is
affiliated with the American Wolf
Hybrid Alliance. The stated objective of
IEWA is dedication "to the future of the
wolf and wolf hybrid as a viable alter-
native to the domestic dog.” &
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How High the Price?

continued from page 7

remove his, finally, "safe” body, the
wolves were all gentle and mellow. It
seemed they had expected this.

It wasn't Togiak's fault. It wasn't
Bonnie’'s fault. {t wasn't even the
puppies’ fault. It was mine, for selling
wolf-hybrid time-bombs to people
who refused to believe the warnings |
steadfastly sewed into each sale. |
was S0 picky in selecting the right
homes! | was so careful to educate
prospective buyers about what they
were getting, or might be getting. But
even as | chose this huggy-soft
malamute sire, | guess | knew deep
inside he couldn't do magic. Beyond a
doubt, he was safe. His hybrid puppies
were not, There is no such thing as a
“safe” animal to cross with a wolf, The
wolf is first and foremost a formidable
predator, and if not even thousands of
years of domestication have made him
thoroughly safe (as evidenced by the
many unsafe dogs we all have known)
how could anyone expect to undo in
one generation, or several, what na-
ture spent millions in perfecting?

“..I now voice a strong
opinion about hybrids
not being suitable
pets...”

My career as a breeder came to a
close. More often than not, | now voice
a strong opinion about hybrids not
being suitable pets and try to convince
other breeders 1o see the tragedy their
programs are causing. | have kept my
own animals all these years {Bonnie
died just shy of sixteen years) but not
without price. After seeing all the trials
and tragedy we imposed on the wol-
ves—and they imposed on us—
friends and family members made it
clear they felt we were foolish to drag
around “those animals.” Finding a
home where you may keep them is not
easy, whether renting or buying. Every
place we lived with the wolves and
hybrids—and, | regret to say, there
were many—we had neighbor trouble.
Wolves cause suspicion in neighbors,
whether they are next door in town or
twenty miles down the mountain and
just happen to own a wilderness par-
cel near yours! Permits to keep the
wolves do not protect you from neigh-
bors who are either unnerved by the
presence of wolves in the area or ob-
ject to their singing. We were called on
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to defend the wol-
ves in court, public
hearings, and in the
local newspaper.
They were accused
of howling (true),
getting loose and
wreaking havoc
(false), causing
chickens a mite
away to die of fright
{false), and of caus-
ing the bears, moun-
tain lions, and gold-
en eagles to leave
the vicinity (pre-
posterous)!

Finally, in 1982, |
came to work at the
Folsom City Zoo, a
small zoo in North-
ern California which
houses a number of
non-releasable North American native
wild animals and, notably, discarded
wild-animal pets. Here | have been wit-
ness to the tragic stories of countless
unfortunate wild-animal pets. My ex-
perience with wolves and hybiids and,
now, the zoo, has led me to realize that
the majority of exotic pets {(and here |
include hybrids) are dead before they
reach the age of three. Although this is
a home for refugee animals, it is still a
zoo, not a refuge, operated with city
dollars, and under a master plan, which
means we can offer refuge to perhaps
a lesser number of animals than could
a pnivate refuge. Most of the animals
living here had only euthanasia in their
future, and most of the hundreds of
animals we turn away are killed. During
the first three years, the animals most

often offered to the 200 were yearling,

raccoons, but, over the lasi five years,
the wolf hybrid has risen to this ill-
fated station. Frequently we receive
requests for information about how to
handle a difficult situation with a wolf
hybrid. More often it is a desperate
plea for a home for an animal that has
turned out to be nothing like the owner
expected, more like a wild animal than
he/she is prepared to handle, and a big
problem the owners need to unload.
The zoo now has a permanent exhibit
of wolf hybrids as an educational
publc service. Signs on the exhibit tell
the true, unhappy, stories of hybrids
within and stress the serious draw-
backs of such animals as pets. | know
the strategy helps, but it reaches so
few, and most of those it does reach
befieve, as | did, that they can do it
better.

The strongest and most painful les-
sons | have learned are the ones | am
most grateful for. Now | know the far-
reaching responsibilities one assumes
when one “owns” an animal, especial-
ly a wild one, and | am committed 10
sharing that knowledge for the good of
people and animals alike. Ming is a
personal hell, for not only do | have
many regrets about what | have done,
but often the animals | must turn away
are, in fact, descendants of pups |
once sold. | am directly responsible for
their tragedies, but the only atone-
ment | can offer is 1n speaking out
against the animal | so dearly love.

How High the Price? appeared in
the Winter 1991 issue of HSUS News
and is reprinted with permission of the
author and the magazine. Ms. Jenkins,
with her husband and two daugbhters,
and remaining wolf hybrids, lives in
California. and is employed af the Fol-
som City Zoo in Northern California.

&

The wolf may lose his teeth, but
ne’er his nature.

— Scottish Proverb
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In Defense of Wolf Hybrids

Mary Harper-Bellis, M.S

Due to recent media attention and
increasing popularity of the breed,
wolf hybrids have suddenly become
the pit bulls of this season Fraught
with great emotion on both sides, the
controversy seems to have reached
the proportion of a good prairie fire and
is fueled with equal measures of myth
ang misconception.

A wolf hybrid (s a canid with a direct
fine to both canis lupus and canis
familiarus  And, herein lies the first
problem. Many people find mixing
wolves with dogs offensive for a
variety of reasons. The most common
objections are that crossbreeding
negates 10,000 vears of evolution of
our dear fnend, canis familiarus, while
disturbing canis lupus’ instinctive
aversion to humans. Both of these are
arguable bui the rationsle is that what
you end up with 1s 3 large aggressive
predator who exhibits no fear of
humans and, therefore, is dangerous.
However, as we know, things are rare-
ly so clear cut.

First of all, wolf hybrids, like all
olher creatures, are a curious mixiure
of neredity, instinct, upbnnging, cul-
ture, heslth, and individual personahty.
Each factor contributes to the be-
havior of an (ndividual in response 10
events in the environment. While we
may predict what the bebavior of a dog
is hkely to be in a situation, individual
dogs may display an amazing variety in
response to a single stimulus. When it
ts observed that wolf hybnds display
this same individuality, they are
criticized as “unpredictable.”

Another criticism is that, when one
buys a hybrid, he or she has no real
way of knowing how much wolf and
how much dog exist in the animal. This
is probably true to some extent. [t is
extremely difficult 1o determine the
exact coupling of genes in a particular
zygoie. Even if an amimal is the off-
spring of a pure wolf bred to a pure
dog, that animal is quite unlikely to be
50% wolf and 50% dog in any true
sense. But this is a problem for
breeders and registries rather than the
world at large.

Being neither a breeder nor respon-
sible for a registry, | would like to pass
on what } have learmed firsthand from
wolf hybrids. As a Rehabilitation Coun-
selor, | am trained to enter into
relationships by establishing three
necessary conditions for growth: em-
pathy, congruence, and unconditional
positive regard. That is how | approach
humans and other creatures and it
works very well iIn most cases. T has
worked extremely well in allowing me
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to enter into relationships with well
over one hundred wolf hybrids of vary-
ing "“percentages.”

At the risk of negating everything |
just said about individuality, | would
like to state a1 the outset that, like Mae
West, | have never met a hybrd | did
not like. Those | know display an in-
triguing mixture of independence, af-
fection, shyness, and a sense of self.
They are not indiscriminately affec-
tionate and thus allow a human to feel
acertain challenge in being abie to win
them: over. Of course, for every
generaiization, there is an exception.
The exception to this one is Hong
Kong Louie. Louie was given away by
a breeder because of his looks. He is
wolf, Rhodesian Ridgeback, and Chow
Chow. Sound like a dangerous com-
bination? The breeder thought so and
gave him to the first people to show
aninterestin him. As it happens, Louie
(s the only hybrid | know who is indis-
criminately affectionate, is afraid of
ducks and loud noises, and tnes to
steal chewing gum out of the mouths
of his many visiors.

... wolf hybrids, like all
other creatures, are a
curious mixture of
heredity, instinct,
upbringing, culture,
health, and individual
personality.”

In my profession, | work with
veterans—primarily Vietnam combat
veterans—who have various psych-
iatnc disabilities. Most of the veterans
[ work with are just not going to relate
al) that well to cocker spaniels and
poodles. They are combat ex-
perienced warriors who requiré spe-
cial kinds of healing. They are attracted
to and interact with animals in whom
theycan see a bit of themselves. | have
seen these veterans healed simply
through their relationships with
hybnds. if you were lucky enough 10
see 8 PBS documentary entitied
“Peacock’s Grizzlies,” you will remem-
ber it as the story of a bitter, disil-
lusioned Vietnam veteran who healed
mimself studying the grizzlies of Yel-
lowstone. Those bears made great
therapisis for David Peacock because
he was able to accept in them the
quahties he was unable to accept in

himself. Perhaps the hybrids offer the
same opportunity.

My husband and { belong to the
American Wolf Hybrid Alliance, an or-
ganization for people who live with
wolves or hybrids. Even in our own
organization, there are people who
raise and breed hybrds either to en-
hance their own status or simply to
make money. Although the organiza-
tion works diigently to educate mem-
bers, sometimes breeders sell animals
to people who are wholly unprepared
10 deal with a large canid who requires
as much love and attention as a child
and who 1s likely to develop many of
the habits of canis lupus: chewing.
digging, climbing, marking territory
with urine, protecting territory, and
being truly happy only in a pack. These
breeders also fall to inform buyers that
hybrids must never be chained, need a
large escape-proof space where they
can be protected from potential harm,
and can almost never be trained in the
same way that dogs can be trained.
None of these problems are the
problems of the hybrids. They are
human problems.

It has been reported widely that
hybrids will only bond once and that, if
the onginal owner for some reason
cannot keep them, they must be
destroyed. My husband and | have res-
cued five adult hybrids over the past
fewyears and all five are well-adjusted
animals today. They live in safe com-
pounds and act as therapists for some
of my clients who suffer from depres-
sion and bipolar disorder. We cannot
18ke our rescued animals for romps in
the city park because it is too stressful
for them, and they have had enough
stress in their lives. But my clients are
perfectly safe with them and are al-
lowed to freely love them.

Wolf hybrids need 1o share their
lives with committed, responsible
human companions. In return for the
love and concern of their humans,
hybrids share their unique per-
sonalities and love. They are probably
not the best family pet available and
should not be allowed with small
children for safety sake. But they cer-
tainly have much to offer humans who
13ke time and make the effort to get to
know and understand them. Our first
hybrid, now a beautifui 140 pound
adult male, has eaten his way through
an entire living room set trying to Jo-
cate mice. But last month, as | cried
inconsolably after learning of the
death of a family member and Shaka
sat with me, resting his huge paw on

Continued on page 12
The Latham Letter, Surnmer 1991



Of Wolves, Wolf Hybrids and Children

Monty Sloan

In the state of Michigan, wolf
hybrids are less common than in other
states, but they do exist. One such
hybrid was kept on a chain in the back
yard, but well away from the house.
The animal was repontedly 7/8 wolf,
although according to one very
knowledgeable person who has seen
photos and video footage of the
animal, he is much lower in wolf con-
tent. At best he could be 1/2 wolf. This
animal was reportedly good with
children and the owners had no reser-
vations about allowing children to play
with or around him.

On the 15 of March, 1990, a friend
of the animal’s owner came over to
visit and brought her 2-year-old child.
The child had previously “played” with
the hybrid and there had been no
problems. While the mother was visit-
ing. she put her child into the back
yard. Shortly afterward they noticed
the animal shaking something—that
something was the child. Most of the
throat was torn out; the child was
nearly decapitated!

So what happened? How could
such a tragedy take place? Wolves,
dogs and hybrids all have the potential
for killing. It is part of what they, as
predators, do for a living. However,
with many breeds of dogs we have
greatly modified predatory behaviors
through centuries of selective breed-
ing. Some breeds such as the livestock
guarding dogs (Anatolian shepherds,
Italian Maremmas, Great Pyrenees,
etc.) show diminished predatory be-
haviors. Yet the most trustworthy
breed, the Maremmas, are only 65%
trustworthy with sheep. Other breeds,
such as the livestock herding dogs
(porder collies, German shepherds,
etc.) or hunting dogs {pointers,
hounds, terriers, etc.) display various
modifications of the complete hunting
behaviars seen (n the woll.

There are two important things that
go into eliciting a response from an
animal. One is the threshold, or level,
atwhich the response is triggered, and
the other is the intensity of the evoked
behavior. When it comes 1o the wolf,
the dog, or the hybrid, and their reac-
tions around livestock, small pets, and
even children, it's all 3 matter of de-
gree to how they will react given a
specific situation.

Have you ever wondered why
children are told never to run around
dogs, especially T they are strange
dogs? Running is one of the things that
elicits or “"triggers” predatory be-
havior. Crudely put, 8 "trigger
mechanism” releases a specific innate
The Latharm Letter, Summer 1991

{or instinctive) response to a specific
environmental stimulus. Also, there is
a specific threshold for the elicitation
of the behavior that varies from animal
to animal.

There are many examples of such
trigger mechanisms in the animal
world. With wolves, pups food-beg-
ging from adults will trigger regurgita-
tion; a perceived threat to the den,
such as by a bear or man, will trigger
barking; hearing a distant howl will
trigger howling, and so on. Just from
thase few examples one can see how
we have altered dogs’ behaviors
through selective breeding. In general,
it's much easier to trigger a barking
response from dogs, and much harder
to trigger howling, regurgitation, and
most importantly, predatory behavior.
In the latter case we have either selec-
tively bred against predatory behavior,
as in most livestock guarding dogs, or
have altered the "threshold” for the
elicitation of predatory behavior, as in
most other breeds. In fact, the
threshold for the elicitation of
predatory behavior towards children in
many dogs has been raised so high,
again through selective breeding, that
the likelihood of it ever being evoked
is very small. In pure wolves, it hasn't
been altered at all; hybrids are
anyone’s guess. Although a wolf
hybrid’s behavior and appearance will
generally fall somewhere between
those of 2 wolf and those of a dog, an
individual’s behavior can actually be
better or worse than either parent.

Selective breeding has also
changed the context and intensity of
behaviors that are shown. In predatory
behavior the usual routine is to give
evye, then stalk, chase, catch, kill, and
finally eat. Border collies will eye,
stalk, chase, and then loop back to
eye, At least that’s the usual and
desired routine. (Shepherds get a bit
peeved when the border collie kills
one of the sheep, which does happen
onoccasion.}As with bordercollies, all
dogs’ predatory behavior has been
modified in intensity.

In most breeds, the motivation to
hunt has been lowered. A dog that
sees a running child may chase it, but
even then, it will rarely follow through.
Once a wolf is chasing a child (remem-
ber we have not done any significant
selective breeding on wolves) the
likelihood that it will complete the nor-
mal sequence 1s much, much greater
than for a dog

So, can a "pet wolf” be good with
children? Well, that depends on what
one means by “good.” There are many

wolf hybrids, and scme pure wolves
for that matter, that have shown great
tolerance and even pleasure in inter-
acting with kids. However, at least in
the sense that a dog that is good with
children, can be fully trusted with
them, a hybrid often cannot, a wolf
never so.

The reason you cannot ever trust a
pure wolt with children is because of
the aforementioned threshold for the
trigger mechanism regarding preda-
tion and the lack of any alteration of
their predatory behavior once the trig-
ger is released. Importantly, | must
emphasize that these behaviors are
genetically encoded—they cannot be
eliminated by "proper socialization” or
“training”; at best they can only be
suppressed.

“... these behaviors are
genetically
encoded—they cannot
be eliminated by ‘proper
socialization’ or
‘training’; at best they
can only be suppressed.”

As an example of the power of this
behavior, at Wolf Park we have a wolf,
Imbo, who until he was six years oid,
was exceptionally good with children.
He essentially viewed kids as super
puppies—they would scratch his ears,
rub his back, and wouldn’t even food-
beg! Then one day, late in the summer
of 1987, Imbo saw a young child throw
a tantrum. Imbo watched with interest
as this child, about 20 feet away, was
on the ground kicking and screaming.
Then, only a week later, a child with
Tourettes syndrome visited and Imbo
watched as she flailed her arms about
and made interesting noises. Again,
this was from a distance. Since we
only allow wolves to greet children
while we walk them on leashes, imbo
had no opportunity to “test” either
situation further. Soon after this, we
could see a change in Imbo. A friend
brought her infant and laid the child on
a blanket within sight of the wolves. A
few weeks before, Imbo would have
approached the fence, head lowered,
ears back—in a submissive manner as
wolves typically do when they are ap-
proaching puppies. However, this
time it was different. Imbo rushed up,

Continued on page 12
Page 11



In Defense of Hybrids

continued from page 10

my shoulder, | knew | could have no
better friend.

So, as the controversy rages on, let
us remember that our animals share
our lives. If we are irresponsible or
treal our companions as objects
which enhance our own image or
status, it is not the animal who should
be blamed, criticized, or banned.
Hybrids, like all of our animal friends,
have a special contribution to make to
our lives if we are willing to accept
thew gift unconditionally.

Moary Harper-Bellis is a Rehabilita-
tion Counselor at Ramsey Canyon
Hospital and Treatment Center in Sier-
ra Vista, AZ and is the founder and
acting director of Comin’ Home
Veterans Residence in Tucson, AZ.
Mary received her Master of Science
degree from the University of Arizona,
She lives with her husband, Art, two
packs of wolf hybrids, and three horses
in Hereford, Arizona. &

2?2?22 ??

The following are notices which ap-
peared in local newspapers within a
two day period. They are reproduced
here as they appeared except that the
telephone numbers have been deleted
and the underlines added.

WOLF PUPPIES Very Friendly, in-
telligent, beaut. colors, 82%. (Zlan
deliver. $350.

WOLF Cubs. 3rd generation.
Timber Gray. SM. Shots. $175.

WOLF MALAMUTE Mix pups.
3rd generation. $475 ea.

PUPPY LOST blk. & grey. M w/red
collar. Tam junction area. Nds.
special care & handling. Wolf
hyorid.

Page 12

Of Wolves

continued from page 17

ears pricked, and then ran excitedly
back and forth along the fence, as
though he were expecting food! It
was very clear that Imbo's perception
of children had changed, dramatically
so—and this change occurred just
through observation. He was simply
exposed to the proper releasing
stimulus and bang!: what he had
treated as wolf pups, he now viewed
as prey. Of course his days as a P.R.
wolf were over. The important thing to
realize is that your pet, or your friend’s
pet, may change. It may do so very
quickly and it may do so with very, very
tragic results.

One of the most difficult things to
understand, but something that is very
important when attempting to under-
stand your pet's behavior, is that the
behaviors that we all exhibit, our wol-
ves and ourselves, fall under separate
categories and are separately
motivated. Just think about it for a
moment. Do you know anyone who
likes to hunt, or do you even hunt your-
self? Do people hunt because they are
hungry? Of course not. They hunt be-
cause they are separately motivated to
do so0, and they find the act of hunting
reinforcing in and of itself. In other
words, people hunt because they
enjoy the actof hunting, the results are
just a bonus. Wolves are much the
same. They don’t hunt because they
are hungry, nor do they hunt because
they are mad at their prey. Wolves
hunt, catch, and kill prey, (and prey is
often perceived as anything that acts
like prey, running, struggling, etc.)
simply because that is what wolves do
for a living. What all of this means is, a
wolf who is very friendly and sociable
with pecple still has the potential of
attacking if the proper trigger is
released.

Of course there are many more ac-
counts of children being attacked,
even killed, by pet dogs. But you have
to realize that not only are there many
more pet dogs in this country than
hybrds, but there is, overall, a big dif-
ference in how they are kept. Most
people do not expect their dog to ever
cause any problems, especially
around children. On the other hand,
most of the people | know are, to some
extent at least, cautious about allow-
ing their hybrids access to children.
Those with pure wolves are even more
so0. Many with pures do not allow any
contact with children at all, those that
do hold the wolf on 2 leash. Overall,
there are many more opportunities for
dogs to attack children than there are
for wolves or hybrids.

Of course, there are many hybrids
that are gocod with children, even some
pure wolves (as was Imbo). However,
of the animals that i've seen or have
heard of that are (or were) good with
children, most are low in wolf content
or are very young. The few exceptional
animals are just that, exceptional. One
of the problems ['ve seen in many
people’s perceptions about wolves i1s
generalization. Just because some
hybrids are good with kids, does not
mean that all hybrids are good with
them, or even that any particular
animal will be safe and trustworthy
around kids for all its life or under all
circumstances, Any pure wolf has the
potential of attacking, even killing a
child. As for wolf hybrids, who would
honestly be willing to take that chance
with their children, not to mention the
often fatal consequences if a hybrid
should ever bite anyone? (Keep in
mind the current rabies hysteria and
how wolves and hybrids are often im-
mediately killed for testing every ime
one bites a human.)

Everyone has probably seen
newspaper ads descnbing hybrids for
sale with one of the selling points
being that they are "good with
children” Some breeders will also
claim this point in person. Keep in
ming that there are a lot of breeders
out there that are in it for the money.
They look for means of selling animals
and this is one. It's also important to
realize that there are many hybrids
being sold by inexperienced owners
as well. Ignorant of their animals’
potential and having never been in-
formed themselves that there could be
a problem, they in turn will sell animals
that are “safe with children.”

If you question any of this, bring a
small child over to visit someone’s
animals. Now through the fence {and
make sure the animal cannot get over
the fence) let them see the child. See
how they react. Of course if the
animals are shy, your presence will
affect their reaction and you will need
the animal’s owner to be the one to
show your child 1o the wolves and you
can watch from a window. If the
animals take a keen interest in the
child, orienting to it with an intense
stare, or even if they just have their
ears pricked, their tails up, their hack-
les up, or they run along the fence
excitedly, those animals ars potential-
ly dangerous around small children. If,
on the other hand, the animals make a
slow submissive approach, ears laid
back, tail partially tucked and show all
the friendly behaviors that they show
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when they are shown pups, the
animals are probably safe at least
under supervision. However, | must
emphasize, this does not mean that
they will also be safe around children
who run, fall, scream, or in any way
trigger that predatory response, or that
they will be safe around children all
their lives. (Again, remember Imbo
was six years old before he changed
and he is but one of many “P.R.” wol-
ves that | know of that has “"changed”
and can no longer freely greet the
public.)

“Any pure wolf has the
potential of attacking,
even killing a child.”

Getting back to the child recently
killed in Michigan: imagine a hybrid
who is good with children, yet is kept
chained up—a very imponrtant part of
what happened. Any animal on a chain
is deprived of any normal social needs.
Many of the chained animals that |
have seen show marked signs of so-
cial deprivation, They are easily ex-
citable, very rough and sometimes ag-
gressive when approached. This is just
speculation but when the child walked
up, the hybrid probably became very
excited. Someone was coming over to
socialize with him! Now imagine what
happens when a large animal, weigh-
ing many more times more than a
small chilg, in alt his excitement acci-
dently knocks the child down. What do
children do when toppled, and per-
haps scratched? They scream and
kick. This is just the thing that will
trigger a predatory response. The
animal does not mean to do it, /t is
programmed to do 1.

The really tragic thing is that this
was fully preventable. The mother
should have known better than to
leave a small child unsupervised in a
back yard with any large dog. The
owner should also have known better
than to allow anyone to leave a child
with the animal, and most importantly,
the hybrid should not have been on a
chain in the first place.

An animal, any animal, that was al-
ways good with children suddenly
finds itself with its chain wrapped
around a panicked, screaming kid, the
situation coulgd either trigger a critical
reaction in the animal {it bites in fear,
snapping anything nearby), or trigger
predatory bebavior. Either way, the
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child is severely injured. Worse vyet,
unsupervised children in the neighbor-
hood may find that teasing the animal
gets aninterestingreaction, the animal
in turn is conditioned to become ag-
gressive with kids. In fact, chaining
used to be part of “agitation training”
of attack dogs. The animal would be
put on a chain and someone would
dart in and out of its range teasing it to
bite. Before long. the dog would be-
come very aggressive.

All this does not mean that your
animal will attack your child one of
these days. It's more analogous to
rnding a motorcycle without a helmet.
Of course you won't necessarily be
killed if you ride without a helmet, but
does that make it safe? No, it's a mat-
ter of chance, but with a much greater
probability of being seriously injured,
or even killed.

As tragic as this was for all the
people involved, and for the animal as
well, it is also tragic for all those who
do keep their animals responsibly.
Right now, Michigan is trying to pass
a law prohibiting hybrids in that state.
Following this tragedy, what do you
think are the chances for the Michigan
legislature to change its mind on the
matter? Several other states are either
passing or enforcing laws prohibiting
hybrids, how many others will follow?

The Anchorage Daily News recently
reported that a 4-year-old child was
also mauled by a hybrid that was kept
on a chain. She was severely bitten on
the face and scalp, but digd survive. A
couple months ago a free-running
hybrid in Colorado bit a running child.
Last year two chained hybrids attack-
ed children in Minnesota, one little girl
was killed. A chained hybrid in New
York severely mauled the owner's son.
Another hybrid was adopted from an
animal sheiter, was not placed in a
secure yard or pen and got out. A good
samaritan found the hybrid and out of
ignorance placed it in her yard with her
own child. While she was calling the
owners (the animal had tags) her child
was Killed. All these animals, and many
more, were killed for their owner's
mistakes. Like Michigan, many of
these states have or are passing laws
prohibiting hybrids. As for you, the
owners and breeders out there, how
many other states will also ban
hybrids. Only time will te)l.

What can we do? We can police
ourselves. We can do all we can to
convince people to be responsible
owners and to build pens for their
animals and get them off chains.
Hybrid organizations can put clauses

in their registries requiring {as do
lowolfers} that no animals are to be
kept on a chain. Breeders should only
sell to people that have already built a
pen for therr animals. If they can't af-
ford a2 pen, then they can’t afford the
animal and we cant afford any more
tragediss like these.

Monty Sloan is the Steff Photographer,
Wolf Specialist, and founder and keeper of
the Wolf Literature Search Service, at Wolf
Park, Battle Ground, IN.

Wolf Fark, established by Erich Kiin-
ghemmer, Ph.D., is a 75 acre wildlife park
where wolves live in lsrge, semi-natural
enclosuras in large and smaeller packs. See
the related item below.

&

Wolf Behavior
Seminars

Erich Klinghammer, Ph.D. will con-
duct 6-day wolf behavior seminars for
those interested in wolves and wolf
hybrids.

Dr. Klinghammer, an ethologist,
studies the behavior of wolves and
American bison at Wolf Park. Wolf
Park, in Battle Ground, Indiana, was
established by Or. Klinghammer (n
order to study wolf behavior in depth
to augment the field studies of wolves
in the wild. The wildlife park is utilized
by animal behaviorists, researchers,
200 personnel, veterinarians, and stu-
dents,

Dr. Khinghammer teaches ethology,
animal behavior, applied ethology and
psychology at Purdue University. His
research program includes the study
of aggressive and hunting behaviors in

" dogs, the social behavior of wolves,

and he studies wolf and bison interac-
tions—the only place in captivity
where this kind of research is con-
ducted.

The wolf behavior seminars are
based upon the behavior research
conducted at Wolf Park since 1972.
They consist of lectures, discussions,
films, audio-visual presentations, ex-
tensive observations of wolf behavior
and hands-on experience with wolves.
Attenders will learn proper handling
and training procedures and the care
requirements of wolves and wolf
hybrids.

The 1991 seminars {each sixdays in
length) are scheduled August 2-7 and
October 4-9. For additional informa-
tion, please contact Dr. Klinghammer
at: Wolf Park, Battle Ground, (N
47920; (317) 567-2265. &
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The Facts About Dangerous Dog Laws

Stephanie Robinson

During the spring and summer of
1987, dogs made national news. The
media had discovered a seemingly un-
limited source of horror perfect for
exploitation in the headlines. They dis-
covered that dog bites and dog at-
ltacks, when magnitied and coupled
with graphic pictures, capture the
public atiention. And if one report of
such an attack was good, then ob-
viously two was better, and so on.

Newspapers, television, and radio
ran and reran clips of dogs engaged in
the illegal “sport” of dog fighting. The
public was given the message that
something had to be done about these
dogs because of what could happen if
they were allowed to remain in
society.

Unfortunately, no distinction was
made between family pets and the
tortured and crazed creatures of dog
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fighting training. It was never men-
tioned that dogs are a product of their
environment. If they are taught to com-
mit acts of aggression, they will.

Local governments, bowing 1o
pressure from the media-incited
public, began to enacl ordinances to
ban dogs of a particular appearance.
The “look” could apply to any of at
least thirteen recognizable breeds,
and any number of mixed breeds.

The Amerncan Kennel Club began a
program to halt these discriminatory
dangerous dog laws being enacted.
The program was begun for two
reasons. First, it was obvious that local
governments did not understand
enough about dogs and their behavior
to draft reasonable and enforceable
laws sufficient to protect the public.
Second, if the discrimination was al-
lowed to stand unchallenged, it would

R R
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only expand to include other breeds,
resulting in a spread of anti-canine
feeling throughout the country.

A packet of informational materials
was developed and sent out to the
governors of all 50 states, as well as to
all 3,000 AKC clubs. The response and
interest in the subject was over-
whelming, and has been ever since.

The packet continues to evolve as
more materials are uncovered. It
presently contains policy statements
from the AKC, National Animal Control
Association, American Veterinary
Medical Association, and four state
veterinary societies. The policies all
favordangerous dog laws that apply to
behavior, over those that legislate by
appearance. Examples of model state,
county, and municipal ordinances are
included, as well as an article detailing
some of the issues to be considered
when drafting dangerous dog laws.

The American Kennel Club believes
that no one breed of dog is inherently
vicious. Individual dogs with individual
circumstances make up the statistics
on dog bites, attacks, and fatalities
caused by such attacks. It is the AKC's
policy to support reasonable, enforce-
able, and non-discriminatory laws
governing the ownership of dogs. AKC
believes that dog owners should be
responsible for the actions of their
dogs and laws that should firstimpose
penalties on irresponsible owners and
second, establish a well-defined pro-
cedure for dealing with dogs proven to
be dangerous, which includes, if
necessary, the destruction of such
animals.

In addition, AKC encourages the
adoption and enforcement of leash
and “running at large” laws, laws
against dog fighting, laws governing
unsanitary conditions caused by ir-
responsible dog owners, vaccination
and quarantine laws, maintenance and
care laws, and laws governing local
dog licensing.

In the four years that the AKC has
taken an active part in dangerous dog
legislation, one fact has become clear.
Enforcement of local and/or state laws
is the key to controlling a dangerous
animal problem. In too many cases,
local animal control is fax or nonex-
istent, and a tragedy inevitably occurs.
Rather than act to correct that laxness,
local governments give a knee-jerk
response: a breed or group of dogs is
banned or severely restricted.

That kind of reaction will always
quell the immediate public outcry by
getting rid of the offending dog. It slso
gets rid of numerous inoffensive dogs,
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most of which are beloved family
members. It sets neighbor against
neighbor, and clogs the system with
nuisance complaints,

It does not, however, get rid of the
dangerous dog problem. This is be-
cause the owner is usually allowed to
escape with 3 meaningless small fine.
The problem dog may be gone, but the
owner who created the problem dog
still exists, And there is nothing to dis-
svade him from getting another dog
and perpetuating the problem.

His second dog is bigger than the
first and has different ears, and so
does not conform to the description of
the “forbidden” breeds. The second
dog causes a second tragedy, and sud-
denly its description appears on what
is to become a long list of “forbid-
den“dogs.

The AKC encourages local and state
governments to legislate ageinst the
deed, not the breed. Threatening dogs
are removed, regardless of what they
look like. The family pets that physical-
ly resemble dangerous dogs are al-
lowed to stay as family pets. With con-
tinued enforcement, a second incident
from the same owner can be avoided
altogether. Furthermore, the owners
of dangerous dogs would be fined a
significant amount, and maybe jailed
as well. A second offense, if one
somehow occurred, would be met
with a larger fine and longer jail term,
In cases involving a fatality, charges of
manslaughter have been invoked.

Good dangerous dog laws also pro-
vide exemptions for dog attacks due to
provocation., A dog that has been
teased, tormented or abused cannot
be expected to behave in a rational
fashion. Nor should an abuserivictim
assume that the dog will always be
considered at fault in such an attack.
Similarly, a dog that bites or attacks 1o
protect its home or family from a
criminal intruder should not be penal-
ized. For a loyal family pet, such be-
havior is a natural defensive reaction.

The determination that a dog 1s
dangerous and in need of special
restriction or humane destruction
must be made by those familiar with
canine behavior. Cne court judge, one
animal control officer, or one health
commissioner should not be given
total power over such determinations.
A panel of volunteer canine experts
should hear the evidence in the case
and decide the dog’s fate. Such a panel
can consist of dog show judges, dog
obedience instruciors, humane
society officials, dog breeders, animal
control agents, and veterinarans.
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These are the people who understand
what motivates a dog; they can objec-
tively separate fact from fiction and
come up with the truth concerning an
alleged attack or bite.

Dangerous dog laws should uphold
the constitution right of appeal for the
dog owners. If the owner disagrees
with the decision made by a panel, the
law needs to provide the mechanism
to appeal it.

The issue has become serious
enough for state governments to be-
come involved. There are currently six
states with reasonable, enforceable,
and non-discriminatory dangerous dog
laws, all enacted since 1988. These
state laws in Minnesota, California,
New Jersey, Pennsylvania, Florida,
and lilinois, are distinguished by a
clause In each that prohibits local
municipalities from reguiating
dangerous dogs by breed. These
states have recognized and identified
the true problem as the owner, not the
dog. They have taken steps to ensure
the nghts of the thousands of respon-
sible dog owners while punishing the
irresponsible ones. At least eleven
other states will be or have considered
similar legislation dunng the 1991 ses-
sion. The statewide trend is clearly
leaning toward ending the banning of
breeds.

Onalocallevel, the AKC has a listing
of nearly 550 known ordinances to
regulate dangerous dogs. Of these,
nearly 300 are enforceable and non-
discriminatory ordinances. Almost 130
of that 300 started out as breed-

specitic proposals, and ended up as
fair laws defining dangerous by deed,
not breed. Another 25 breed-specific
proposals were killed in favor of en-
forcing existing laws.

The AKC will continue to assist local
and state governments in drafting
dangerous dog legislation. In the past,
the AKC has been invited to speak at
locai committee hearings, giving ex-
pert testimony. The AKC maintains a
24-hour toll-free hotline number for in-
dividuals to call in with reports of legis-
Jation or requests for help. A lobbying
manua! is available to teach the dog
fancy how 1o work with their local and
state governments to get good laws
passed and bad laws stopped. We

_have donsated $350,000 in matching

funds 1o the Canine Defense Fund,
which funds legal challenges 10 unfair
ordinances, and participated as wit-
nesses and plaintiffs in the trials,

Itis our hope thatin the future such
actions will be unnecessary. With
proper enforcement of existing leash
laws, the elimination of illegal dog
fighting and continued education on
the serious responsidbilities of dog
ownership, the tragic events that lead
up to unconstitutional breed banning
can be stopped.

Stephanie Robinson is the legal
Strategist/Public Affairs Coordinator
for the American Kennel Club. For fur-
ther information regarding the lobby-
ing manual and inforrmational packets,
she may be contacted through: The
American Kennel Club, 51 Madison
Avenue, New York, NY 10010. &
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Blessings and Burials
continued from page 1

peoples buried their dead and
provided real tood and such other life-
supporting objects as tools, servants
even workhorses and companion
animals—implying a grave belief that
the dead still needed such things in
death.

Ritual burial stems from an instinc-
tive inability or refusal on mankind’s
part 10 accept death as the definitive
end of life. Despite the objective
evidence of the physical decomposi-
tion caused by death, the belief per-
sists that something of the individual
being survives the experience of
dying. In contrast, the idea of the ex-
tinction of the individual personality
through death is a sophisticated con-
cept unknown until the 6th Century BC
metaphysical thought of East Indian
Buddhism, and which finally appeared
in the ancient Mediterranean
philosophy of Epicurus sometime be-
tween 341 and 270 BC.

This belief that living creatures,
especially sentient beings, survive
death in some form has profoundly
influenced human thought, emotion,
and behavior. The belief occurs
worldwide in most past and present
religions and definitely shapes their
evaluation of life, both human and
animal, and (ts place and destiny in the
universe. Mortuary rituals and funerary
customs reflect these evaluation.
They represent also the practical
measures taken to help the dead
achieve their destiny, and under cer-
tain belief systems, protect the living
from the feared molestation of those
whom death has transformed into a
different state of being.

You'll have noticed I've been hedg-
ing my words a bit to include the so-
called lower animal life within the
scope of my commentary. That's be-
cause, with very few exceptions, the
terature and archaeology, tends to lay
the whole load of the meaning of life,
death, spirituality, and the hereatteron
the human animal. But by and large,
beastly life and death are seen only in
their relation to that superior being:
man. (And dare | remind you that even
today in some backward countries,
“beasts”include women and
children'?)

The evidence of the earliest
deliberate burial lies in some Neander-
thal graves dated to about 50.000
years ago. They were, in fact, the first
people known to bury their dead in a
manner that suggests that they may
have believed in spints and perhaps in
an afterlife. In some of the graves,
stone tools and other objects were
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juxtaposed in 3 manner suggestive of
special concern for the departed: goat
horns circling a child’s skull in Soviet
Uzbekistan; huge cave bear skulls
with a burial at Regourdou in France,
and a circle of stones around a skull at
Monte Circeo in ltaly.

Other funerary customs, however,
indicate a variety of notions about ex-
istence after death, about the destiny
and potential of the dead. Contagious
magic is suggested by bodies stained
with blood-colored red ocher in an at-
tempt to return a life force to them.
Skeletons found buried on their sides
in a fetal position were seen as
evidencing a belief in rebirth. Or, if
found tightly bound in a crouched posi-
tion, were interpreted as signifying a
belief that the dead might be spiteful
ang have power 10 harm the living.

“..by and large, beastly
life and death are seen
only in relation to that
superior being: man.”

Indeed. that the experience of death
sometimes transformed the person
into a state of being malevolently dif-
ferent from the still living person is an
idea which shows in later mortuary
rites and customs. And the proper
funerary rite and ritual was held to be
essential to permit the dead to depart
to the place and condition to which
they properly belonged. Failure to ex-
pedite their departure could have
dangerous consequences. Ancient
Mesopotamian texts stressed a belief
that disease and other misfortunes
could be caused by the improperly
buried dead. Greek and Roman texts
suggest undesirable otherworld fates
for the unburied dead. (Antigone, e.g.,
suggests the unhappy fate of her two
unburied brothers, and leads to the
equally tragic fate of both her and
Haemon, her fiance's, lives. As a mat-
ter of fact, the Hades and Purgatory of
Graeco-Roman theology were baldly
accepted into Christian theology when
Dante made appropriate translations
in his Divine Comedy! And, of course,
the ides that the dead had to cross
some barrier that divided the land of
the living from the land of the dead
occurs almost worldwide. The
Graeco-Roman world believed the
dead were ferried across the river
Styx. Zoroastrians believed the dead
crossed the Bridge of the Requiter;

Muslim and Scandinavian es-
chatologies have the dead crossing a
bridge into heaven or paradise, and
again, Christian folklore mentions a
Brig ‘o Oread, or Bridge of Death in
order to “cross over.”) Stemming lar-
gely from the middle ages and before,
the demon and witchcraft mythoi
{mythology) deal heavily with the
results of imperfect and unholy burial
rites. As currently portrayed by our
demon movie and TV media, the hor-
rors usually take on highly distorted
beastly forms—a not-too-subtle ac-
knowledgement of our basic animal
nature kinship, however misleading
and perverse it may appear.

For that matter, significantly few
religious systems have regarded death
as a natural event. Usually death is
considered to be an overt attack on a
life form by some demonic power or
god of death, usually in some beastly
form: Egyptian tomb art, for example,
depicted Anubis, the god of death,
either as a Jackal or zoomorphically as
a jackal-headed human; the Etruscans
depicted a fear-inspiring figure as strik-
Ing the death blow, medieval Christian
art depicted a skeleton wielding a dart,
later a scythe; the “four horsemen of
the Apocalypse” still used today
depict Red War, Black Famine, Skele-
tal scythe-wielding Death itself, and a
White Horseman usually interpreted
as Christ, as causes of death.

In any case, death is believed to be
unnatural, and all stories of the origin
of Death begin with a belief that the
physical as well as the spiritval "body”
was literally immortal. And the
desperate refusal for most human
beings to accept a cardinal condition
of existence is one of the most
pathetic in the history of the race. The
best known type of origin of death
story is in Genesis 3: disobedience to
Divine Command— a not at all uncom-
mon cause of death story throughout
the world. Among more primitive
groups, death results from a god's
cursa unconnected with an act of dis-
obedience, or the enmity or slackness
of one of the lower animals is regarded
as the cause.

Inany event, itis this disbelief in the
necessity of death and the attitude
that death is unnatural which 1ogether
create the problems associated with
disposal of the corpses inevitably
produced by the cardinal condition of
existence we call "Death.”

Ultimately it is the particular view
held about the constitution of animal
nature in relation to form or cause of
death which produces the problem of
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rite and ritual in the disposal of the
corpse. The chief object of disposal is
1o free the living from the “defilement”
of death and to give rest to both the
deceased as well as the living left be-
hind. During the long slow rise (and
fall) of civitizations, therefore, funeral
rites were awarded or denied certain
classes of the dead. Babies angd
children under the age of puberty or
those uninitiated by tribal or social
group ntes (Christian baptism, Jewish
Bar and Bas Mitzvahs spring to mind)
were exposed. thrown on garbage
dumps, or buried without rite or
ceremony. Slaves and common
people were similarly disposed of. But
because the manner of death deter-
mines the fate of the deceased in the
world of the dead, those who die a
“bad death” had some specific non-
rites coming to them. Number One, of
course, was suicide and “maimed”
rites {as in Hamlet for Ophelia) or none
at all were the norm in both Christian
Europe and pagan Africa. Death by
lightning received mere burial since it
was caused by direct action of a god.
Any accidental death, attack by a wild
beast, snake bite, fall from a tree, was
caused by Dwine anger, therefore
given a hasty burial and no ceremony.
Death by drowning was seen as a
seizure by a water sprite or caused by
witchcraft and given the same un-
ceremonious disposal as the corpses
of executed criminals, outcasts and
women dying in childbirth. Those who
died in debt went unburied until the
debt was paid by relatives or friends.
Interestingly enough, sacrificial vic-
tims, animals and persons held in
reverence were anathema or tabu—
their sacred qualities set them apart
from the ordinary and therefore they
were buried without rite or ceremony
after their decease. Jesus of Nazareth
fell into this category. Need | say
more?

With or without ceremony, modes
of disposal changed with the rise of
civilization. Cannibalism and other
economical use of the remains was
obwviously first, The sub-aenal dis-
posat; body merely left on the ground
away from the living quarters for ac-
uon by hyenas, dogs, or wvultures.
Some Amerindians and Pacific is-
landers exposed them on scaffolds or
in trees. Caves, either natural or artifi-
cial came next, with Egypt being the
prime example. Water burials were
easy for seafaring peoples, though
mostly used for slaves and com-
moners. (Nobility were floated out to
sea as their ships burned under them.)
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Inhumation came in early, actually, but
its use and the position of the corpse
was determined by such various fac-
tors as convenience, local custom,
and the current philosophy concerning
the nature of the life form. Preserva-
tion in the hut, or houss, the corpse
lived in gave way quickly and economi-
cally to the tomb, either above or
below ground and usually a copy of the
house. Cremation is also very old and
in some ways, very néw— again fts
use in combination with the other
methods 1s determined largely by
philosophy and local custom.

Now let's look at some prime ex-
amples of the results of such
worldwide philosophy on death and
bural of man ang animals.

The graves and findings i1n the Old
Crow area of North America, con-
troversially dated to between 20 to 30
thousand years ago, give us our first
indication of attitude and/or respect
for companion animals. Canby (1979)
described the find as “Our most
surprising dis-
covery...the jaws of
several domesti-
cated dogs, some of
which appear to be
at least 30,000 years
old. This is almost
20,000 years older
than any other
known domesti-
cated animal
anywhere in the
world.(p. 348})" His
reconstruction of a
theoretical log the
hunter’'s chieftain
might have kept
suggests that per-
haps "Our camp of
50 men, women,
and chiidren has
several husky-like
dogs 10 serve as
beasts of burden, as
hunters, or as
mobile sources of
food, since virtually
all of our material
needs are met by a
single source—the
animals we kill."

While there are
no burials as such as
in the Lascaux caves
(Rigaud, 1988), the
numerous 17,000
year-old drawing on
the cave walls give
us some ingdication
of their attitude and

respect for the usefully real angd sym-
bolic spiritual essence of the beasts
they lived among. And the pictorially
slaughtered beasts, like the beasts in
the OId Crow findings, served 1o
“glorify” their master’s status and per-
haps served equally well In the after-
life.

On the other hand, a less useful,
more companion-able burial by the
Natufian (Davis & Valla, 1978) in what
is present-day Israel and dated at
about 12,000 years ago is described
as: “A human skeleton of indeter-
minate sex because the pelvis is
damaged, elderly as judged by the den-
tition, lay flexed on its right side. The
left wrist is partially under the
forehead with the hang on the thorax
of a 4 or 5 month old puppy, evidently
buried complete with the human.
Puppy is either a dog or wolf, but not
a jackal.” Certainly the Natufian and
“its” puppy probably died simui-

Continued on page 18
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Blessings and Burials

continued from page 17

taneously and this rare evidence of
tenderness and respect for pethood
was covered by a slab limestone
“blanket.”

Actually, the origins of animal wor-
ship go back to very early time, when
the creatures themselves were the ob-
jects of religious devotion and dif-
ferent beasts may have been the local
fetish or totem of individual groups.
Later, the beasts serve only as repre-
sentatives of particular gods and they
are sacred because of their associa-
tion with the creative divinity, not in
their own right. Indeed, this is indica-
tive of mankind’s early acceptance of
his own basic "animal” nature and
equality with all animal life through a
creative deity. It also partly accounts
tor the anthropomorphism (or zoomor-
phism} with which humans still ex-
press their attitudes and affection or
disaffection for both wild and domes-
ticated beasts.

All of which brings us to the most
famous inhumators of sacred and pet
animals in history (Spencer, 1982).
From about 4000 BC, the Egyptians of
the dynastic period worshipped
specific gods and goddesses who
happened to have links with certain
animal species. Even those gods who
were normally represented in fully
human form had their own sacred
animals. Amun, e.qg., was represented
by the ram and the goose, while Mut,
his wife, was linked with the vulture.
Temples for the gods included
quarters in which the god’s animals
could be keptin captivity. Current find-
ings list about 7000 species of such
“sacred” animals. Heading the list of
thousands, of course, were those
animals representing the hierarchy of
Egyptian deities. The Apis bull, the
Page 18

Amun ram, the Bast cat, the Hathor
cow, followed by ibises, baboons,
hawks, crocodiles, jackals and so on.
And each of these animals had its own
form of burial ceremony which
depended on the importance of the
deity and the special nature of the
animal. The major cult animals had
their own sacred cemeteries: The Ser-
peum, individual sarcophagi and linked
in underground galleries where the
embalmed sacred Apis bulls were in-
terred with most of the pomp and
ceremonial bestowed on pharaohs;
rams, cats, dogs and jackals (Anubis),
ibises, falcons, hawks, vultures, ich-
neumons (mongooses) snakes, cows
and baboons in profusion, embaimed,
mummified, wrapped and accorded
the same honors an inhumation as that
of Egyptian noblepersons put to rest.
Whether all of these animal burials
were sacred or whether some were
companion animals and household
pets sneaked into the burial honors
disguised as sacrificial funerary offer-
ings to the gods we are not prepared
to say. Certainly, animal life was well
thought of and considered on more
equal terms with humanity by dynastic
Egyptians than did their paleolithic
predecessors and were more
respected and valued for their par-
ticular beastly natures than they have
ever been since about the third cen-
tury BC and the rise of so-called
Western Man. Certainly nowhere else
in all the world has such respect and
consideration for animal burial been
seen.

Even the discovery of a carefully
wrapped “favorite” dog included at the
feet ot a servant killed and buried with
other typical funerary offerings of the
newly discovered 1500 Moche War-
rior-Priest’s tomb in Peru does not in-
dicate comparable attitudes toward
useful or pet beasts (Alva, 1988; Don-
nan, 1988). The ornaments, tools and
food were typical “thing” offerings,
the servants and the dog were killed
and buried with their "master” as use-
ful sacrifices because they would be
equally needed beyond the grave.
Typical of inhumation customs and
practices from Neanderthal times, but
not necessarily typical of the reasons
for Egyptian animal burials.

The archaeology of ancient China
bears witness to similar typical burial
practices with respect to inclusive
animal inhumation {Watson, 1974).
Paleolithic “Peking Man” finds in-
cluded live and dead animal parts used
to their most efficient extent and the
residue all buried together in formal

graves. By Neolithic times, special
housing for domestic animals were in
evidence and a respectfully inclusive
attitude toward beasts can be seen in
the stylized anthropomorphic
portrayats of men and beasts on the
tolls and bronze ornaments and ves-
sels found with the human burials.

In a 13th Century BC bronze age
nobleman’s tomb, a chariot and
horses’ skeletons still in harness, their
charioteer, killed along with the horses
during the funeral and buried behind
the chariot, demonstrate the typical
concepts and doctrines concerning
the status of man and beast in nature
and destiny. There are also ox
scapulae with incised pictorial mark-
ings for oracle taking, stylized animals
carved on the bone, pictures similar to
carvings on the jade ornaments and
tools also found in the tomb.

In a Shang tomb of the same time
period, there is a dog in the sacrificial
pit under the chief occupant of the
tomb, and there are beheaded human
victims, and skeletons of horses and
dogs. obviously killed in situ and buried
along the approach to the burial cham-
ber. Actually, there is considerable
evidence throughout the world that
such slaying of companion persans
and animals and entombing them
along with their lord was a fairly com-
mon practice during the early periods
of civilization. Chinese, Scythian,
Scandinavian, Celtic and Egyptian ex-
amples spring most readily to mind.

More humans and economical, of
course, was the next step where
wooden, clay and metal models of the
living “servants” and their useful tools
and artifacts were substituted for the
live sacrifices. Currently most
memorable are the hundreds of hor-
ses, warriors, and servants cloned in
clay and buried around the main tomb
in the recently highly publicized Xiang
excavation. Late dynastic Egyptian
tombs used such non-living sub-
stitutes. The paper reproductions of
the emblems of a person’s “wealth”
which are burned at Chinese funerals
today are noteworthy.

Given all these descriptions and the
basic reasons for burying dead animal
life forms, the hard evidence for his-
toric psychological reasons for bury-
ing beasts, with or without their
owners, is difficult to determine. Per-
haps, suggests and anonymous writer
for U.S. News & World Report{Mar. 20,
1989), a need to survive the ice age and
other natural upheavals spurred wol-
ves and cat-family creatures to cast
their lot with mankind's which would
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help them spread over the face of the
earth as no other species’ social order
as their own and a competitor became
a partner whom they would serve as
hunter, herder, guard and, eventually,
beloved companion. In return, they
gained an insurmountable advantage
in the Darwinian struggle. Certainly as
domestication moved them inexorably
up the scale of social intercourse,
many humans accepted them more
and more as equals until, currently,
most of us tend to accord them full
family status and, atleastin our hearts,
grant them the same spiritual feelings
and attributes.

“Our own conception of
human and/or animal
nature ... determines the
manner or mode in
which we envisage the
postmortem survival of
ourselves and our
companion animals ...”

Our own conception of human
and/or animal nature, therefore, is
presently on the line and it determines
the manner or mode in which we en-
visage the postmortem survival of our-
selves and our companion animals as
well as less domesticated but useful
food, laboratory and wild animals.
Where the body is regarded as an es-
sential constituent of individual per-
sonal existence, belief in a significant
afterlife always entails the idea of the
reconstitution of a decomposed
corpse and its resurrection to what we
think of as “rsal” (genuine) life. But the
current dualistic concept of human
and/or animal nature regards the
“soul” as the intrinsic nonmaterial and
immonal part of the body or life form
and envisages postmortem “life” in
terms of a disembodied existence for
the soul. This dualistic concept, in
many religions, also involves the idea
-of rebirth or reincarnation. Belief in
postmortem survival also produces a
variety of ideas concerning the destiny
of the dead, again closely related to
one’s total concept of what Is animal-
Iife's ultimate destiny and meaning.
The inhumation of beasts, however,
whether wild or domestic, with or
without cremation, and with or
without consideration and compas-
sion for their spiritual rights and
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privileges, has been controversial for
millennia. Typically, the currently
growing practice inthe U.S. of treating
household pets as full family members
has created some sticky legal, political
and religious problems for what used
to be an almost private matter which
was accepted and handled with dis-
patch and common sense until just a
few decades ago. Most people who
loved their animals, their pets, quietly
buried them or had them interred with
decent care and respect. Animal
hospitals would quietly dispose of
remains in keeping with current at-
titudes and desires. Animal
cemeteries are almost as numerous as
were the Egyptian ones | mentioned
previously. Forhundreds of years, spe-
cial pets have even been cremated
and/or interred with their {usually weal-
thy) owners without much fuss or
furor from civil or religious authorities.

What all this ultimately boils down
to, however, is probably best ex-
pressed by this little known section of
a pseudepigrapha which is this mag-
nificent summary of where things
stood then and how things stand
today. Certainly 1t puts our current
human anthropocentrnism into better
perspective:

“It has come to pass that |, the Lord
thy God, failed thee. For out of love |
bestowed upon man the power of
mind and choice above all other living
animals and things. But this blessing
has caused him to be imperfect and
carries with it the seeds of his own
destruction. From the Life-giving time
of Adam, these creatures whom |
created in my own image and likeness
have perverted this gift of intelligence.
They sacrifice spirit in the pursuit of

matter. Their wisdom has turned to

cunning. They heed not my command-
ments and, in fear of their transgres-
sions, seek redemption through burnt
offerings and the ritual prayers of
priests. May they finally come to know
that priests cannot absolve their trans-
gressions. Mortal beings cannot grant
mortal beings salvation in My Name.
"And say this unto the priests:
Though you cloak yourselves in purple
and fine linen and stand before splen-
dorous altars, you have no power but
toteach My Law. You cannot truly heal
men or beasts nor redeem their
children. The true redemption of living
beings is reflected in the mirror of the
individual soul, for in that sacred place
do | dwell and no other. Not in your
temples, or shrines, or tabernacles, for
only in the mirror of the individual's
own soul will the truth of that life be

seen. And though men have become

“imperfect creatures, siill do they pos-

sess the power of choice. And in the
goodness of that choice lies their own
salvation—and thé resurrection of My
Love.”
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Pet Ownership and Stress

continved from page 1

for health problems, and families with
acute needs.

Since it has a holistic scope, family-
centered nursing practice might con-
sider the implications of pet owner-
ship for family health, especially given
survey findings that consistently indt-
cate pet owners classify their pets as
actual family members.S These per-
ceptions are clearly evident in the
family lfe activities shared with pets
such as keeping pictures of them,
celebrating their birthdays, giving
them gifts on holidays, and sleeping
with them.67 After a pet 1s adopted
Into a family it can begin to fill a variety
of roles and functions within the family
unit. For example, a pet might be
treated like a child or could serve
scapegoat functions &2

Family Stress, Coping and
Adaptation

Over time, all families will ex-
perience change. Both external, situa-
lional demands and internal, matura-
tional demands stimulate change (n
families.10 Stress arises when a family
appraises a demanding situation call-
Ing for change as threatening and does
not have appropriate coping of adapta-
tion resources for the situation. Char-
acteristic effects of stress include
negative affect, elevation of
physiologic responses, and behavioral
adaptations.

Identifying and considering a
tamily's developmental stage is an im-
portant component of family-centered
care. The family developmental
framework targets sources of
developmental stress over the family
life cycle. This cycle consists of a se-
quence of characteristic stages begin-
ning with family formation and con-
tinuing through the life of the family to
its dissolution. According to Duvall, !
the eight stages for the nuclear family
are

1. Married couples

2. Childbearing

3. Families with preschoot children

4. Families with schoolchildren

5. Families with teenagers

6. Families launching young adults

7. Middle-aged parents stage
8. Aging family members
At each stage of the family life cycle,
the family encounters different
developmental tasks. A family
developmental task is defined as a
growth responsibility that arises at a
certain stage of family life, achieve-
ment of which leads to success with
later tasks."'Developmental changes
canleadto avariety of health problems
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for the unprepared family. For in-
stance, lack of anticipatory prepara-
tion for parenthood can affect adjust-
ment 10 parenting role expectations.
Failure of developmental tasks
stymies family growth, which hinders
and compromises family well-being.

Developmental stress is con-
sidered to be an expected part of fami-
ly life transition and change. in con-
trast, situational sources of stress are
unexpected events not related to the
maturational process, such as divorce,
disease, and bereavement.'2 [n
general, families cannot plan and
prepare for situational stresses in the
same way they can plan for develop-
mental changes.

Because different strengths,
resources, and concerns sudrface at
different pots in the family life cycle,
developmental stage is an infiuential
factor in the way families respond 1o
stress. Furthermore, at difterent
stages of the family life cycle a family
may respond quite differently to the
same type of situational stress.10.12
for instance, the implications of
divorce differ at the newly married and
childbearing stages.

Coping involves manipulation of the
environment to benefit the family
while adaptation involves change n
the family to improve its fit within the
environment-13 Stresstful situations are
controlled by families overcoming,
postponing, preventing, or tolerating
stressors:-12 Some research indicates
that family pet ownership may be a
viable resource for coping with, adapt-
ing to, and controlling stress.

Stress Mediation Roles for Pets

Serpell 4 has proposed that pets
caneffect stress reactions through the
operation of several roles, including a
passive and an anthropomorphic rols.
In the passive role a pet's rhythmical
motion, entertaining behaviors, or
comforting warmth promotes refaxa-
tion and pleasure. The anthropomor-
phic role entails perception of an
animal’s responses as humanlike.
Whenin the anthropomaorphic role, the
pet conveys love and mutual affiliation
with the family. Studies related to
these roles can be found in three areas
of human-companion animal interac-
tion; statements people make about
their pets.

Relative to the passive role, it has
been found that 1alking to or petiing a
dog is associated with the lowering of
an adull's blood pressure.t517 Similar
results in lowered blood pressures
have also been found for children.'8 |t

has been proposed that touching and
talking to companion animals may af-
fect stress reactions by stimulating
the production of endorphins.'®

Katcher and Beck 20 have observed
the Interaction between people and
their pets, which they have labeled the
touch-talk dialogue. This dialogue n-
cludes characteristic facial expres-
sions: The face is composed, the brow
s smooth, the nasal labial fold 1s flat,
the eyes are partially closed. Often the
person’s head is placed close to that
of the animal. While the voice volume
is l[owered, the pitch s raised. Both the
rate of speech and length of senten-
ces are decreased. The touch-talk
dialogue communicates calm, relaxed
interaction.

(n one national survey of families S
respondents identified the importance
of their pet at various times in their
fives. The majority (68%) said pets
were of greal importance when they
were sad, lonely. or depressed. In ad-
dition, the majority {52%)} of respon-
dents said pets were of great impor-
tance during iliness or at the time of
death of family members. Half of the
owners indicated the pet was impor-
tant during family crises, such as
separation or divorce. In another
study, interaction with the pet was
identified as an important stress
management strategy among pet
owners with high stress levels 2!

Pet Ownership Over the Family
Life Cycle

Some research has touched on the
significance of pet ownership over the
family life cycle. When marrnied dog
owners expenenced conflict resolu-
tion in a laboratory setting, the dog’s
presence affected the couples’ emo-
tional and physiologic responses.
Emotional rating and reactions 10 the
situation were more positive when the
dog was present than when the dog
was absent.22 Attachment to pets ap-
pears to be particularly high during the
newlywed married couples stage.
However, when the couple is initiated
into the childbearing stage with the
arrival of an infant, pet attachment
changes and becomes rather low. Pet
ownership is high among families with
preschool children, schoolchildren,
and teenagers.23 Pets are often ac-
quired at these times to provide com-
panionship to the children and to teach
them responsibility.824 |t has been
found that the family dog is reported
to be a source of comfort most often
for children when there is tension in
the household 25
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Of all the developmental stages,
those families in the last three—
families launching young adults, mid-
dle-aged parents, and aging parents—
are least likely to acquire pets.23In one
survey, the majority of mature family
households that did own a pet
reported that talking to and playing
with the pet added to their happi-
ness.26 In addition, attachment to pets
has been associated with happiness
among elderly white women.27 Finally,
nonowner widows who reported their
health as having been good prior to the
death of their spouse reported their
health as being poor after the spouse’s
death. These findings did not hold true
for dog-owner widows.28

The Pet as Social Support

From the work to date, it appears
thatthe pet's stress mediation abilities
vary over the life cycle. It is proposed
that stress mediation roles for pets are
not fixed entities. Rather, the pet
provides various types of social sup-
port functions in response to the
family's developmental stage and
situational stress experiences.

Cobb has provided the classic
definition of social support: "Informa-
tion leading the subject to believe that
he is cared for and loved, esteemed,
and a member of a network of mutual
obligations.”13(r300) Essentially, social
support meets our basic human need
for having meaningful interpersonal
relationships.29 Sources of social sup-
port include members of the family,
school classmates, peers at work and
in the community, and members of the
helping professions. Pet ownership
may be a source of social support as
it provides a sense of continuity over
the family life cycle.

Social support helps 1o prevent
negative consequences of stress
through facilitating coping and adapta-
tion to change. It has a buffering effect
on stress reactions, which helps to
protect family well-being during
periods of change.2® In order for an
available social support to provide a
buffering effect, a family must per-
ceive it as sufficient for the needs
created by some stressful event.3
Pets would appear to provide two
types of social support: esteem and
social companionship.

Esteem support conveys the as-
surance that anindividual is valued and
accepted. This type of social support
is likely to be responsive to a wide
array of stressful events. In contrast,
social companionship fulfills a specific
need for affiliation and contact with
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others and is responsive to stressful
events related to the need for com-
panionship.13

One type of social support may be
more important at some times than at
others, depending on the family life
cycle stage and the nature of a situa-
tional stressor. For instance, the need
for social companionship following
the loss of a spouse would be different
at the childbearing and launching
children stages. The need for esteem
support following the loss of a
parent’'s job will vary, depending on
the family’s financial situation and the
esteem support provided for the
parenting role. In light of the con-
clusion that social support appears to
reguce stress levels and improve
health,?8 identifying and activating
sources of social support for families
is part of family-centered care.

Implications of Pet Ownership
for Nursing Care

Family-centered nurses from a
variety of clinical specialties can crea-
tively integrate pet ownership into
their patient care. In any setting, pet
ownership could be a part of the family
assessment data base. A pet owner-
ship history can be as brief as: Does
the family presently own a pet?” How-
ever, the comprehensiveness of as-
sessment of the pet as a social sup-
port will be increased by expanding
pet ownership questions to additional
items such as
° What type of pet do you own?

° How long have you owned it?

(o]

What is the pet's name?
° Who is the pet's primary caretaker?
Is the pet considered a family mem-
ber?

When do you feel the need to be
with your pet?

Do you feel the need to be with your
pet now?

Nursing interventions for family
stress include preventive, an-
ticipatory, supportive, and therapeutic
actions. Such interventions are
designed to assist in making develop-
mental transitions and to foster the
strength and growth of the family ex-
periencing Situational stress.’¢ Over
the family life cycle, nurses can con-
sider the pet as a social support
resource. For example, the maternal-
child health nurse can counsel families
about changes in attachment to pets
over the childbearing years and plan-
ning for meeting the dua! demands of

pet and child caretaking. The medical-
surgical nurse, confronted with the so-
cial support needs of the acutely ill
patient, may find that having a family
pet visitation program benefits pet
owners (Chicago Tribune, December
13, 1985:32). Intermittent pet visita-
tion provided through community
groups has been evaluated as a social
suppost resource in psychiatric mental
health settings.32 In the community,
nurses have observed the positive
companionship support pets provide
the aged.33.34

Nursing care that acknowledges
the important roles pets play in
families is tue family-centered prac-
tice. When pet ownership is a source
of esteem support and social com-
panionship, it I1s appropfiate to incor-
porate the pet Into intervention
strategies. Sensitivity to the
therapeutic ramifications of pet
ownership over the family life cycle
affirms the holistic nature of family-
centered nursing.
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Pet Alert

Animal Vues, a non-profit animal
oriented educational organization has
announced its new program designed
10 assist pets during emergencies. In
the event of a sudden illness or other
emergency, Pet Alert Wallet cards let
rescue personnel know that there are
pets who will need care. The cards list
the names of one or two contacts who
will act as caretakers of the animal
companions during the owner’'s ab-
sence. There is an accompanying win-
dow sticker that identfies homes with
animals that may have been aban-
doned during an evacuation.

For further information, write to:
Animal Vues, R.D. #2, Bloomburg, PA
17815; or call: (717} 784-0374. &
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The Loving Bond:

Companion Animals in the
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“most definitive publication on
the subject yet”
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Edited by Phil Arkow

R&E Publishers

P.O. Box 2008, Saratoga, CA 95070
420 pages, soft cover, $19.95 plus

$2.00 postage and handling

"excellent state-of-the-art”
ARIZONA STATE UNIERSITY

Originally published and distributed
by the Latham Foundation under
the title of Dynamic Relationships in
Practice: Animals in the Helping
Professions. the updated edition,
The Loving Bond: Companion
Animals in the Helping Professions
continues to enjoy a wide
distribution as a textbook In
universities and colleges, reference
material in libraries and among
individuals pursuing information
about the various aspects of the
human/companion animal bond.
One of the first books to explore the
many facets of the bond, it remains
one of the most definitive
publications on the subjects. Its
contents range from the historical
perspective on the relationship
between humans and companion
animals through the pets’ roles in
society, pet behavior, pet loss and
human bereavement to the
publicizing and promotion of the
alliance.

A vital resource for anyone
interested in learning about the field
as well as those involved in it, The
Loving Bond is "an extraordinary
publication...provides practitioners
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efficiently”
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