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John Law (Open University), ‘The Practices of Fish Sentience’

 

It is tempting to say that animals or human beings are a particular way and have specific attributes. However, in this talk (which was written jointly with Marianne Lien and grows out of our long-term ethnographic collaboration between anthropology and STS on aquaculture) I argue that animal and people are well understood as relational effects. In this way of thinking what ‘we’ or ‘they’ are is an effect of material practices. Since the practice of relations is variable, contextual and changes between locations, this means that what we/they are is also variable. Attending in particular to fishy relations, I explore how the sentience or otherwise of fish is done in a range of fish-human practices including: a memory of small-scale brown trout fishing; contemporary European legal practice; recent (and contested) scientific practices; and in large scale salmon farming. This shows that fish sentience is variable (though fish have recently become sentient in a wider range of practices), and that the differences between practices are an important resource for imagining alternative fish-human relations. Finally I reflect on the issue of anthropomorphism.

Françoise Wemelsfelder (Animal and Veterinary Sciences Group, SRUC, Edinburgh), ‘Animal feeling: recognising animals as whole sentient beings in animal welfare science’
In recent years it has become acceptable in scientific circles to consider animals as sentient beings, capable of feeling and thought. However, how this understanding can best be incorporated in research methods is less clear. Animal scientists routinely objectify animal emotion as an ‘internal mental state’, not open to direct investigation, and at permanent risk of anthropomorphic projection. In this talk I will present a more integrated dynamic approach, in which ‘feeling’ is a verb, something one does, through engaged expressivity. ‘Subjectivity’ now refers not to the hidden private nature of what animals feel, but to recognising them as subjects, agents, whole sentient beings, with whom one can communicate meaningfully. This perspective links with recent developments in social science and the humanities, to view animals as co-participants in, and co-producers of, our living environment. As a biologist I have sought to make this perspective workable in animal welfare science, by developing a qualitative behaviour assessment (QBA) methodology, designed to address animal expressivity or ‘body language’. Such a method can give us concrete, irreplaceable information about an animal's experience of its surroundings, making animal welfare science stronger, not weaker. I will review ongoing QBA research and its practical application, and invite discussion of some cross-disciplinary problems encountered in this work. 

Robert McKay (Sheffield University), ‘The Murkiness of Mercy: the Discourse of Species and the Ethics of Feeling in Michel Faber’s Under the Skin’

 ‘If we had a keen vision and feeling of all ordinary human life, it would be like hearing the grass grow and the squirrel’s heart beat, and we would die of that roar that lies on the other side of silence.’ (George Eliot, Middlemarch)

For Lauren Berlant, Eliot senses that ‘we are taught, from the time we are taught anything, […] to feel appropriately compassionate’. Compassion and coldness, she continues, are ‘two sides of a bargain that the subjects of modernity have struck with structural inequality’. I want to confront the importance of these points for animal ethics. The power of Eliot’s words lies in the imaginative intensity with which they posit unconstrained ethical attentiveness of vision and feeling while mortally precluding it. She rules out responsible feeling for ordinary human experience on the basis of the more radical impossibility of ‘hearing’ plant and animal life; yet must make sense of such experience in order to do so. I will explore the tenuous management of ethical feeling and unfeeling via the discourse of species: the notion of a morally significant difference in kind between humans and other animals. Leaving Eliot’s England for the otherworldly Scotland of Michel Faber’s Under the Skin (2000), I will discuss a scene in which an activist argues for the rejection of meat production by the novel’s protagonist on the grounds of an ethics of mercy: an ambivalent nodal point of sensibility and law, compassion and authority, subjection and agency, accountability and imperiousness, weakness and strength. The twist is that the activist and meat producer are nonhuman and the meat is human. This allows me to explore the novel’s challenge to the notion that language capacity absolutely determines species difference, rendering inconsequential those similarities that unite beings under a dual rubric of feeling: shared kinds of sentience (for example, sensitivity to pain) and affective responsiveness, such as flows of empathy and sympathy that are unconstrained by the logic of species.

Panel Papers

Panel 1: Mind
Stephanie Eichberg (UCL), ‘Chloroform cries, sham-rage and pseudoaffective states: the perception of animal feelings in the context of research on the “reflex”’
The reflex concept has proved to be the most influential explanatory principle for observing animal behaviour in experimental terms – from C. S. Sherrington’s theory of the integrative reflex to Watson’s behaviourism and Skinner’s stimulus-response psychology. Yet, when we look closely at the experimental observations on which the reflex concept is founded, we find that the subjective experience of the animal under scrutiny, displaying feelings such as fear, rage and pain, could not simply be reduced to an objectively observed neurological event. As it was, an observer could only interpret the animal’s behaviour by analogy to his own introspective assessment of emotional distress.  It was therefore not only the perception and acknowledgement of an animal’s feelings that had to be invested for an interpretation of the animal’s behaviour, but the researcher’s feeling with the animal in that precise moment of observation that collapsed the ontological boundary between the subject and the object of the experiment, between the observing human and the feeling animal. That this phenomenon would occur in experiments on decerebrated animals in which the complete absence of feeling was taken for granted – hence the attribution of ‘pseudoaffective states’ -  is even more remarkable and calls into question the whole stimulus-response framework of interpreting animal behaviour in a neuroscience. 

Julia Walker (Southampton), ‘Perceptions and representations of fish feelings – pain’
The history of human representations of fish shows that fish feelings have been routinely ignored and in recent decades this has evolved into a denial that fish are capable of feeling pain.  Associated with these representations is a widespread and long-standing lack of care for fish, farmed and caught.  The high profile of ‘sustainable fishing’ highlights the current form of this absence of fish feelings and fish pain with a focus on numbers of particular species of fish and ‘fish welfare’ categorised as a separate issue.  With the emergence of the first animal welfare standards for fish in 1999 – the RSPCA’s farmed Atlantic salmon standards – and biological research that apparently proved that fish do feel pain in 2003, new representations of fish with feelings are emerging.  These new representations of fish in pain are hesitant and ambiguous – biologists question whether fish suffer from their pain and ‘fish welfare’ does not emphasise fish feelings.  Through an investigation into the ways that those who work to produce higher welfare salmon and who eat it empathise with salmon (or not) during their interactions with salmon, it is hoped that the ambiguity of these representations can be clarified by better understanding perceptions of salmon.

Panel 2: Touch

Sarah Cockram (Edinburgh), ‘Stroking and Feelings:  Human and Animal at the Italian Renaissance Court’
Titian's famous 1529 portrait of Federico II Gonzaga, ruler of Mantua in Northern Italy, portrays Federico stroking the silky coat of a white lapdog, possibly his favourite named Viola, while the dog lifts her paw to return her master's touch. This paper examines the artistic portrayal of this tactile display and investigates affective bonds between rulers and their pets, using the court of Mantua as a case study. The Gonzaga family were renowned for possessing impressive, high-status animals, and for their love of favourites, including Federico's great-grandfather Lodovico II Gonzaga's dogs  Rubino and Bellina, and his mother Isabella d'Este's dog Aura and cat Martino. To what extent were certain creatures, such as Viola, prized for being fluffy and soft to the touch? Why be painted in the act of stroking? What was the aesthetic, sensual, and affective significance of touching an animal? Might there be a therapeutic dimension to this haptic experience? What was the relationship of Gonzaga women and men with their pets? What can we learn about the lives of individual companion animals?  How can we determine feelings in the past, both of human and of animal?

Jonathan Saha (Bristol), ‘Touching Animals in Colonial Burma: The Politics of Proximity’
One of the ways in which British colonisers distanced themselves from their Burmese subjects was through descriptions of human-animal relationships. The Burmese, they claimed, were too close to the animal world, both physically and emotionally. British writers were fascinated by stories of Burmese women breastfeeding orphaned bears and elephants. They were captivated by the performances of snake charmers. They mocked local folk beliefs about animal spirits and human-animal hybrids, and were condescending in their portrayal of Buddhist conceptions of the ethical treatment of animals. And yet, their own physical and emotional proximity to animals was close. The British kept pet dogs and ponies, and were effusive in their affection for them. Forestry officials and timber traders became sentimentally attached to their working elephants, on occasions identifying strongly with them. For some officials, the physical proximity to animals was even closer. Through veterinary practice the British penetrated animal bodies in surgery and post-mortems. Proximity to animals was not a straightforward marker of difference in this colonial culture. This paper will unpick some of the tensions and ambiguities stemming from the tactility of human relationships with animals in this colonial context.

Racheli Ben David (AAT Therapist, Israel), ‘Feeling with Animals?’
It is agreed within the Human-Animal discourse that animals have feelings and that humans have feelings towards animals. However, the ability of the presence of animals to encourage humans to feel repressed feelings towards other humans is less prevalent in literature. In this paper I would like to address this topic from two perspectives: the first is taken from the practice of Animal-Assisted-Therapy (AAT) and the second from an Anthropological research on safari tourists watching wild animals at East Africa. These perspectives relate to two different disciplines with one main common denominator: the influence of animals on human feelings and behavior. This social influence was studied by sociologists through the subjective presence of animals (Irvine, 2004), the symbolic interactions with animals as selves (Alger and Alger, 2003; Arluke and Sanders, 1996; Irvine, 2004; Ramiraz,2006), and the ability of intersubjectivity between humans and animals (Alger and Alger, 2003; Sanders, 2003; Arluke and Sanders, 1996). These studies and others create the academic platform for the main assertion of this paper that the subjective and instinctive behaviour of animals have a therapeutic affect on humans, making humans more self conscious to forgotten and repressed feelings of their own.
Panel 3: Family

Nickie Charles (Warwick), ‘Written and spoken words: representations of animals and intimacy’
In this paper I draw on two different sets of data, responses to a Mass Observation directive and in-depth interviews with 20 people who share their domestic space with animals, in order to explore the differences in the ways people write and talk about their relationships with animals. I suggest that writing about relationships with animals produces a particularly intimate account which is almost confessional, while talking to another person about similar relationships renders the intimacy less obvious and represents human-animal relations in a different way. I conjecture that this is because the written accounts are composed with a particular audience in mind; panellists aim to provide an accurate record for posterity and do not shy away from recording the intimate details of their daily lives – the information divulged is not mediated by another human being. Interview data, in contrast, are co-constructed in conversation with another person, there is the possibility of judgment during the course of the interview and, because of this, the ways in which human-animal intimacy are represented take a different form. I reflect on the benefits of drawing on both sets of data to develop an understanding of the significance of non-human animals to personal and family life.

Orit Hirsch (Ben-Gurion University), ‘“When He Opened his Eyes - He Entered My Heart”: First Steps of Attachment in Human-Newborn Puppies Interactions’
This paper examines the sensory, emotional and actual performance of inter-species caregiver-newborn attachment. Most of the research conducted on initial attachment examined this contact among humans or animals. However, the extent of research focused on inter-species attachment between human caregivers and non-human newborns is limited. I would like to add to the existing research by writing about the initial attachment between different heterogenic entities - human and non-human mammals. This paper will focus on ethnographic fieldwork on human-dog relations, which took place on a Greek island during 2010-2013. I will present a case study of caring for four unwanted puppies that were placed inside the public disposal can on the day they were born. They were adopted by a British family living on the island - the mother, her three young children and their dog. By focusing on the non-verbal interactions, the expression of feelings, the touch, the body and the mutual gaze, I will claim that the attachment process has the potential to form an inter-species world that includes mutual influence and learning. This understanding enables us to overcome the species barrier and to re-examine the "human/animal" dichotomy.

Panel 4: Children
Bel Deering (RSPCA), ‘“I used to kill spiders but I wouldn't do that now”: an exploration of young peoples' journey towards empathy’
This paper reflects on the effectiveness of an RSPCA-run project that employed access to nature and animal-themed games and trails to build children and young people’s empathy for animals. Humane education has long been recognised as a tool to prevent violence against animals and people. However, the tendency to focus on outcome has meant that detailed examination of the experience of participation in such schemes has sometimes been omitted. In response, this paper presents a scrutiny of a three-year humane education project that worked with around 5000 disadvantaged young people. Participant’s self-report surveys, observational and interview data were used to elucidate and measure attitudes and behaviours towards animals and the natural environment before, during and after participation. Overall project findings indicate that involvement significantly altered children and young people’s normative beliefs about animals and the natural world, levels of empathy and prosocial behaviours. This paper argues that positive outcomes are contingent on process and explicates this journey using narratives of emotion, imagination and feeling towards animals and nature. 

Roberto Marchesini (Scuola Interazione Uomo Animale, Italy), ‘The Animal Epiphany in the Child Development’
The relationship with nonhuman animals is a pivotal point in the whole development of the child, both for the emotional contributions which he achieved and the enrichment of his own imaginary, that is the overall building of his biography identity that needs  representations and sources of inspiration. For a child the encounter with nonhuman animals is an “epiphany” namely an openness towards new possible existential dimensions and it has an inspirational and mimetic effect which can be realised because between children and nonhuman animals emerges a co-feeling situation. Looking at a bird flying, the child projects himself into that dimension discovering that it is possible to fly, even before learning the art of flight. This paper aims to investigate this co-feeling situation moving from these coordinates: a) to recognise in nonhuman animals some shared aspects related to our common nature of being-animals; b) the “secure base” result operated by nonhuman animals which permits new experiential paths; c) to define a “proximal area of development” related to a nonhuman presence with different behaviours; d) to outline a new expressive field allows the child to broaden his abilities. Having said that, the relation with nonhuman animals is an indispensable pedagogical demand.
Biographies
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John Law is Professor of Sociology at the Open University and a Director of the Manchester University – Open University CRESC, the Centre for Research on Socio-Cultural Change. He works: on nature and culture, most recently in joint ethnography with Marianne Lien (University of Oslo) on salmon farming; on dominatory post-colonial knowledge relations, in collaboration with Wen-yuan Lin (National Tsing Hua University, Taiwan); and on the framing of British industrial policy in collaboration with Karel Williams and his collaborators (Manchester University). The common concern in these areas is the focus on power, knowledge, how realities are framed, and how they might be reframed to generate alternative and better policies and politics.
Robert McKay is Senior Lecturer in English Literature at the University of Sheffield. He has written numerous essays on the politics of species in postwar and contemporary literature and film, including work on James Agee, Margaret Atwood, Angela Carter, J.M. Coetzee, Deborah Levy, John Huston, and Alice Walker. He also wrote the interdisciplinary collection Killing Animals (Illinois UP, 2006) with the Animal Studies Group. He is a convenor of the Reading Animals conference at Sheffield in July 2014. http://www.shef.ac.uk/english/people/mckay
Françoise Wemelsfelder is a biologist specialising in the study of animal behaviour and welfare, with an interest in the philosophies of mind and science. She completed her PhD on ‘Animal Boredom’ at the University of Leiden, The Netherlands. Since then she has worked at the Scottish Agricultural College in Edinburgh (now SRUC), where she developed a qualitative methodology for assessing emotional expression and well-being in captive animals. She collaborates with scientists across the world to incorporate this method in their animal welfare research, and also works with farmers, veterinarians and animal welfare educators to apply it practically to enhance human-animal relationships and animal quality of life. In 2012 she spent a sabbatical year in the Department of Anthropology at the University of Aberdeen, which encouraged her to look for ways of integrating anthropological views in her research. Françoise lectures in animal cognition and consciousness on the MSc in Animal Behaviour and Animal Welfare at Edinburgh University, and on the MSc in Holistic Science at Schumacher College in Devon. She has published and lectured extensively on animal welfare, animal consciousness, and qualitative science.

Panelists

Rachel Ben David, (M.A) has been involved in Human-Animal studies within a wide range of studies: B.A in biology, Hebrew University; Psychotherapy of children and adolescence, Magid institute, Hebrew University; and M.A. Anthropology, Ben Gurion University of the Negev, Be'er Sheva, Israel. Rachel is a an AAT practitioner, teacher and counselor, and the present editor of the Israeli Animals and Society journal (Hebrew). Her M.A. dissertation addressed the topic of human-animal relations from an anthropological inquisition of motivations of Israeli tourists to watch wild animals in their natural habitat.  
Nickie Charles is Professor and Director of the Centre for the Study of Women and Gender in the Sociology Department at the University of Warwick. She has published widely on many aspects of gender including feminist social movements, the gendered division of paid and unpaid work and the refuge movement. She is currently working on research exploring kinship across the species barrier which investigates the circumstances in which animals come to be regarded as kin and whether this indicates the emergence of post-human families. Her most recent books are Families in Transition (with Charlotte Aull Davies and Chris Harris), The Policy Press, 2008 and Human and other animals (edited with Bob Carter), Palgrave, 2011.

Sarah Cockram is a Leverhulme Early Career Fellow in the School of History, Classics and Archaeology at the University of Edinburgh.  Her current project is 'Courtly Creatures: Animals and Image at the Italian Renaissance Court'.  This examines the ways that various animals were used in strategies of princely image construction,  
including fine palio horses, raptors, hunting or lap dogs, cats, civets, parrots, elephants, giraffes, cheetahs and lions.  The project investigates the role of courtly creatures as a form of living heraldry; as entertainment; as companions; as accessories; as commodities, dead or alive, and for body parts or products such as  
musk.  Sarah is a member of the project 'Between Apes and Angels: Human and Animal in the Early Modern World'.  This project includes an exhibition that will take place at the Talbot Rice Gallery in Edinburgh between November 2014 and February 2015 and an international interdisciplinary conference at the University of Edinburgh on 4-6 December 2014.  Sarah also works on early modern women, power and self-fashioning and has recently published on theatricality in Baldassare Castiglione's Book of the Courtier as well as her monograph entitled Isabella d'Este and Francesco Gonzaga: Power Sharing at the Italian Renaissance Court.

Bel Deering completed her PhD ‘Over their dead bodies: a study of leisure and spatiality in cemeteries’ in 2012. Alongside her interests in graveyards, dark tourism, heterotopia, nature and enchantment she is manager of a wildlife centre, nature reserve and education centre for the RSPCA and is currently researching the relationship between people and wildlife. Publications include Deering, B (forthcoming) 'In the dead of night: a nocturnal exploration of heterotopia in the graveyard' in Blanco, M-J. and Vidal, R.  (eds) The Power of Death: Perceptions of Death in the Western World, Oxford: Berghahn; Deering, B (2010) 'From anti-social to X-rated: exploring the social diversity of the cemetery' in Maddrell, A. and Sidaway, J. (eds) Deathscapes: Spaces for Death, Dying, Mourning and Remembrance, Farnham: Ashgate and Browning, B (2002) Just the facts: Animal Welfare, Oxford: Heinemann Library.
Stephanie Eichberg’s PhD thesis (2011) explored the emerging field of neuroscience by looking at embodiment theories associated with the mind and sensation from antiquity to the eighteenth century, with a special focus on underlying negotiations of the human-animal boundary and the phenomenon of pain. Since 2012, she has been  a Teaching Fellow at UCL (first in the History of Medicine unit, now at the Science and Technology Studies department). She is currently interested in the emergence of new concepts and discoveries in sense physiology in the nineteenth- and twentieth centuries, once again with a particular focus on the alleged difference between human and animal experience of pain and the mind-body problem in neuroscience.

Orit Hirsch is in the department of multidisciplinary studies, Haifa University Israel. She is interested in inter-species relations and the theme of her research is human-dog interactions on a Greek island. More specifically, her work examines how the interactions between humans and dogs construct the social network on the island. Her dissertation is based on an ethnographic field work that was conducted on the island during 2010-2013. This study was funded by the Dean's Excellence Award as well as the Advanced Studies scholarship from The Centre for the Study of European Politics and Society at Ben Gurion University. Orit is a Co-founder of the Human-Animal Studies academic community in Israel. Her Master's Degree was completed at the Department of Sociology and Anthropology at Tel Aviv University. The topic of her thesis was the reciprocal relationship between 'the secular' and 'the religious' within a messianic Chabad community in Tel-Aviv. This study won the Best Master Thesis Prize by the Israeli Anthropological Association.   
Roberto Marchesini (Bologna, 1959) is an Italian philosopher, anthropologist and cognitive ethologist. He began working in the ethologic and philosophical field trying to construct a way of thinking capable of redefining the role of non-human animals in a non-anthropocentric way. With the text Post-human. Verso nuovi modelli din esistenza (2002) he became one of the most important representatives in the Italian philosophical landscape. He is considered one of the world’s greatest exponents of zooanthropology, a discipline that aims to study the relationship between human and nonhuman animals from a non-anthropocentric perspective. In this context, he promoted and divulged projects of applied zooanthropology funded by the Italian Ministry of Health and he coordinated several research groups to analyze the relational and dialogic value of animals in our society. He became professor at the beginning of 2000s and has taught courses of zooanthropology, animal welfare and cognitive ethology in several Italian universities. He also held speeches and conferences in various foreign universities and research institutes (Chile, Brazil, Spain, Holland, France, etc.) exporting his disciplinary approach outside the national borders. He is author of more than a hundred scientific publications in refereed journals and books.

Jonathan Saha specialises in the history of nineteenth and twentieth-century colonialism in South and Southeast Asia, focusing particularly on British Burma. His research to-date has been into the history of corruption within the colonial state, exploring how the state was experienced and imagined in everyday life. This has recently been published as a monograph titled Law, Disorder and the Colonial State: Corruption in Burma c.1900 with Palgrave Macmillan. As well as corruption, he has published on crime, medicine and 'madness' in colonial Burma. Increasingly he is interested in the history of animals, particularly the ways in which they shaped, and were shaped by, the colonisation of Burma.

Julia Walker is a Human Geography PhD student at the University of Southampton, funded by a RIBEN (Retail Industry Business Engagement Network) studentship and Sainsbury's.  The PhD project aims to investigate perceptions of salmon feelings throughout the Sainsbury's own-brand farmed salmon supply chain, which is RSPCA Freedom Food certified, in order to develop an understanding of the reasons for the success of this unique fish-welfare focused supply chain.  Other project partners are Freedom Food, RSPCA and Cefas (Centre for Environment, Fisheries and Aquaculture Science) and the research will be based on the use of head-cameras, attempting to access the perspectives of salmon farmers, salmon farm auditors and salmon consumers.  Before beginning this project she developed a career in Marketing and Communications, focussing on animal charities, corporate responsibility and the public sector, working for the Whale and Dolphin Conservation Society and the National Federation of Fishermen's Organisations, amongst other organisations.
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Henry Buller works principally in the area of non-human geographies, notably animal geographies. He is involved in a number of national and international research projects and professional activities that seek to bring a critical social science understanding to the issue of farm and working animal welfare in contemporary production systems and food supply chains. He is also working on issues of wild species re-introduction and upon the conceptual and methodological approaches to social science framings and understandings of human/animal interactions. Having written and published, over the last few years, a number of journal papers and book chapters on these various themes, he is currently working on a co-authored book on farm animal welfare for Bloomsbury Press and a series of commissioned research reviews on ‘Animal Geographies’ for the journal Progress in Human Geography. He is a contributory author to the forthcoming Routledge Handbook of Human/Animal Studies. Henry Buller is an appointed member of the UK’sFarm Animal Welfare Committee (FAWC) and also Chairs the FAWC/DefraWelfare at Killing group.
Diana Donald was until her retirement Head of Department of History of Art and Design, Manchester Metropolitan University. She is the author of Picturing Animals in Britain 1750-1850 (Yale University Press 2007); co-author and editor of Endless Forms: Charles Darwin, Natural Science and the Visual Arts (Yale University Press, 2009). Her book on The Art of Thomas Bewick will be published in Autumn 2013. She is now working on a book on the role of women in animal protection in Victorian Britain.

Mara Miele’s research addresses the geographies of ethical foods consumption and the role of animal welfare science and technology in challenging the role of farmed animals in current agricultural practices and policies. In recent years she has worked with a large interdisciplinary network of social and animal welfare scientists for developing innovative forms of critical public engagement with science that produced the EU animal welfare standard (Welfare Quality). In 2012 she received the Ashby prize for the paper Miele, M. (2011) ‘The taste of happiness: free range chicken’, Environment and Planning A, 43 (9) 2070-2090. Other recent publications include ‘Between food and flesh: how animals are made to matter (and not to matter) within food consumption practices’ Environment and Planning D- Society and Space, 2012, 30(2), pp. 298-314, with Adrian Evans and ‘Civilizing the Market for Welfare Friendly Products? The Techno-Ethic of the Welfare Quality© Assessment’, in press, Geoforum, with John Lever. Now she is taking forward this work with the new EU funded project EUWelNet for establishing a European research network of excellence and pilot European Animal Welfare Research Centre and a Defra funded project on the welfare of chickens reared for meat production.

Tom Tyler is Senior Lecturer in Philosophy and Culture at Oxford Brookes University, UK.  His research concerns the use of animals, and the persistent expression of anthropocentric assumptions, within philosophy, critical theory, and popular culture.  He has written on horses and hands, anthropomorphism and anthroponormativity, the human chimpanzee, Nietzsche’s animal epistemology, Aesop’s animals, medieval monsters and bestiaries, Jekyll and Hyde, Foucault’s deviants, rules of thumb, McLuhan’s media probes, filmic interpellation, inhuman identities, dolphin sex, video games, digital dogs, and virtual boar.  He has published in Society & Animals, Journal for Cultural Research, Parallax, Journal of Visual Culture, Mosaic, Frieze, Configurations, Culture, Theory & Critique, Game Studies, JAC, Angelaki, and elsewhere.  He is the editor of Animal Beings (Parallax 38, 2006), the co-editor of Animal Encounters (Brill, 2009), and the author of CIFERAE: A Bestiary in Five Fingers (Minnesota University Press, 2012).  He was an Animals and Society Institute fellow in 2007 and peer scholar in 2012.  Further details of his research can be found at http://www.cyberchimp.co.uk/research/.
