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“In a sense, committed writers are the ones who write 
both to awaken to the consciousness of their guilt 

and to give their readers a guilty conscience.”

—TRINH T. MINH-HA, WOMAN, NATIVE, OTHER, 10
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Foreword

We humans are not only a social species, but also a nurturing and caring col-
lective. We rescue not only people in need, but land in need of protection and
the wildlife within it. The first organized society to protect urban animals
dates back to 1866. This organization, New York’s American Society for the
Prevention of Cruelty to Animals (ASPCA) originally focused on protecting
urban horses, and the workers were almost exclusively male. In 1869, women
concerned for household pets established the Women’s SPCA of
Pennsylvania, the first shelter for city dogs and cats. Today, urban humane
societies handle mostly dogs and cats.

Society in general is ambivalent towards its humane societies and
animals shelters. On the one hand, society often holds shelter workers in
contempt for catching and often killing unwanted pet animals; and on the
other hand, we do not actively support social policies that would deem
these activities unnecessary. While shelter personnel are considered almost
saintly for their selfless dedication, they do not get the financial or moral
support they deserve. They are often ridiculed and receive very low pay for
strenuous and, at times, dangerous work. The activities of the animal shel-
ter are often shrouded in secrecy, in part because the workers may feel
unwelcome and in part because we do not really want to know what goes
on in an animal shelter.

Tami Harbolt studied the life of the animal shelter worker not just
as a student of folklore, but also as a full-time shelter employee, where she
worked her way through the ranks. Harbolt combines her personal memoirs
with interviews and astute observations of the shelter culture. We learn to
appreciate the shelter employee, volunteer, educator, activist, and even pet.

Rarely do people understand one of society’s must elusive activi-
ties, the animal shelter. But shelters are part of our lives and we should
understand them. Tami Harbolt’s story is both informative and personal. It
takes us through her journey with her own canine and human compan-
ions as she navigates a life trying to balance protecting animals and soci-
ety. She helps us understand a life that tries to treat animals humanely in
a world that is sometimes anything but.

—Alan M. Beck
Dorothy N. McAllister Professor of Animal Ecology,

Purdue University
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1
Camille’s Story

When I decided to get my first dog, my roommate and best friend,
Rutledge, who had owned dogs much longer than I had, became so excited
for me that I got a little irritated. She was only trying to offer advice, but I felt
as if she were trying to pick my dog out for me, and this was a very personal
decision. I knew I wanted a Border collie cross (Yes, I was naive!) because I
wanted a dog that was intelligent and beautiful. I had seen these dogs per-
form at obedience trials and was impressed by their focus and drive to please.
I went to the nonprofit animal shelter and was turned down because tech-
nically our household already owned more animals than the city ordinance
allowed. I didn’t get anywhere with the adoption counselor when I
explained that the dogs belonged to my roommate and that I needed one of
my own. So I defiantly started driving to adoption clinics all over town, being
careful about how much information I offered the counselors. I knew the
other groups called themselves “no-kill,” meaning they didn’t euthanize ani-
mals as they did at the shelter or pound. I also knew they fostered the ani-
mals in their homes, which made me imagine that I might get an adult dog
that was already housebroken. Other than that, I knew very little about their
ideologies or philosophies. Looking back, I also knew very little about dogs.
It might have been better if I had taken some of Rutledge’s advice, but I was
stubborn and determined to choose my dog for myself.

I was cruising along on a shopping trip one day and drove past a
veterinarian’s office where an adoption clinic was in progress. Out of the
corner of my eye, I noticed a little tri-colored dog, so I turned around and
went back. There were several dogs there, some on leashes, and some in
crates. I stated my interest to the couple in charge of the animals and asked
about the little dog I had seen from the street. I was told that she was a spe-

1

1
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12 Camille’s Story

lar or traditional beliefs about animals, there are animals who resist con-
struction and act in ways that defy categorization in this culture. Other ani-
mals, through incorporation, become perfect examples of the “constructed”
shelter or rescued pet, fulfilling the expectations of the people involved in
the rescue and rehabilitation of the animal. The next section will describe the
ethnographic and theoretical tools others have provided me to approach the
study of animals.

How to Approach a Strange Dog
Examining the animal’s perspective can do more than merely
enlarge the corpus of sociological [or any] theory and method.
A far broader and ultimately more important goal is to counter
the masculinist, positivist, structuralist, reductionist view of the
natural world and the place of “man” within it. Interpretive-
experiential involvement in the exchange between people and
animals provides an opportunity to reconstruct the world of
nature [italics mine]. (Arluke and Sanders 1996, 56–57)

When an animal enters a shelter, it is, quite often, reluctant.
Usually, it is one of the only times the animal has been outside of the famil-
iar environment he knew as home, or prior to coming to the shelter has
only been to the veterinarian. It is common for a dog to plant all four feet
firmly onto the concrete sidewalk and refuse to cross the threshold. If a
worker isn’t already busy with another animal or telephone call, she may
walk over to the door to nudge the dog in from behind. Extremely scared
and obstinate dogs are simply dragged in at the end of the leash. This
sometimes seems harsh to those observing the interaction from afar, but a
dog who bites a person before he gets inside is sent to Animal Control,
where they possess the equipment to handle vicious and snappy dogs.
Once the dog has crossed the threshold, there are a number of behaviors
he may exhibit. Some cringe behind the legs of the person bringing him
in. Seldom do workers approach such an animal until after crucial infor-
mation is obtained from the person relinquishing it. Some dogs wag their
tails, jump on everyone in the room, tug at the leash, whine and pace
around when they see the resident cats, and graciously accept the token
treat offered by a volunteer. A few dogs lift their legs, much to the embar-
rassment of the owners who just claimed, unequivocally, that the dogs
were housebroken. Occasionally a dog will lunge in an attempt to take the
arm off of the closest stranger. 
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Camille’s Story 13

The introduction does not
stop there. After an initial observation
by experienced staff, a worker will
approach the dog in order to tag him
and check for age and gender. This is
when the communication between a
shelter worker and an animal is estab-
lished. Experienced workers know to
squat on the floor so that they are on
the same level as the dog (this only
applies to dogs—cats are a whole dif-
ferent process). They avoid direct eye
contact, often looking down at the
floor or over at a wall. If the dog has
made no move to bite, the worker will
slowly extend an open hand, typically
with a treat at the tip of her fingers.
The next move belongs to the dog. If
he approaches, even shyly, he is almost always accepted. The worker resumes
a dominant posture by reaching over the dog’s head to apply a temporary col-
lar, and at this time trusts that she can make eye contact with the dog. After
gazing at the dog for only a few seconds, the worker gives the dog a name if
he doesn’t already have one, and determines the dog’s age and gender. After
the worker conducts an interview with the relinquishing human, the dog is
dragged, carried, or walked back to the processing kennel with a computer
generated number, a kennel card, and, possibly, a new name. His identity as
a shelter pet is established.

The process by which a worker first communicates with a strange
animal involves more than just understanding technique and behavioral
response. Sometimes, the identity of a shelter pet begins to evolve as soon
as an owner or finder calls to tell the worker that she is bringing the ani-
mal in. This identity continues to evolve over the course of the animal’s
stay in a shelter. The name, the breed designation, the description placed
on a kennel card, the cage he is placed in, the home he will be sent to (or
not) and the personality of the pet—all are determined by a process that
involves each individual who has any contact with the animal, as well as
the actual behaviors and expressions the animal exhibits. Just as I learned,
over time, how to approach and handle strange animals, I have developed
a method and approach to the study of human-animal interactions. This

An incoming dog at AHANM
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22
The Cultural Construction 
of the American Pet

Two researchers who have examined the theoretical implications of study-
ing institutionalized animal care in great depth are sociologists Arnold
Arluke and Clinton Sanders. Prior to examining the social environments of
animals and people in shelters, experimental labs, veterinarians’ offices,
and even Nazi Germany, in Regarding Animals (1996), these authors
devote two significant chapters to justifying the use of ethnography in
studies that involve animals and people. Supporting the premise that ani-
mals, like nature, are social constructions, they briefly explore the mean-
ing we associate with animals that we bring into our homes. The animals
receive names, are associated with a gender (which may include the
removal of reproductive organs), are taught the rules through housebreak-
ing and training, and are finally thought of as family members. These
processes codify an animal and turn it into a “pet.” Some researchers sug-
gest that pets eternally remain “make believe” family members due to
uncontrollable natural processes such as defecation, mating, and even
vomiting. Even these “natural” processes can be controlled through spay-
ing and behavior modification (Arluke and Sanders 1996, 10–12).

In Dominance and Affection: The Making of Pets (1984), Yi Fu Tuan
discusses the social practice of pet keeping as a relationship of tenuous sub-
mission and control. The process of domesticating animals is itself a story
of domination. Animals were bred to be smaller and thus more manage-
able. Males were castrated so that breeding could be controlled. The young
of any species are more submissive to its superiors, so animals were bred to
retain juvenile characteristics. Floppy ears, shortened muzzles, and curly

25
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26 The Cultural Construction of the American Pet

tails are all physical characteristics found only in the puppies of wild coun-
terparts (Tuan 1984, 100–102).

Because dogs were the earliest domesticated species, Tuan suggests
that their story offers a valuable perspective on power relation among humans. 

[Dog ownership] exhibits uniquely a set of relationships . . .
dominance and affection, love and abuse, cruelty and kind-
ness. . . . The dog calls forth, on the one hand, the best that a
human person is capable of—self-sacrificing devotion to a
weaker and dependent being, and, on the other hand, the
temptation to exercise power in a willful and arbitrary, even
perverse, manner. (Tuan 1984, 102)

Though first bred to be useful, dogs were later genetically manip-
ulated for sport and pleasure. As an example, Tuan reminds the reader of
the history of a seemingly frivolous and useless dog, the poodle. These dogs
were originally bred to be hunters and retrievers. The long thick coats we
associate with them came about as a protection against freezing water, and
the haircuts which seem so silly to us were developed to free their limbs for
swimming while at the same time protecting crucial parts of their body
from frigid temperatures. Tuan even offers a practical excuse for tying a rib-
bon in the dog’s tail or topknot—to help the hunter see the animal in the
water and through the foliage and underbrush (1984, 104). 

Tuan convincingly traces the history of several other breeds to argue
that breeding produced not only a docile, manageable pet, but that this docil-
ity was brought about by sometimes cruel and ruthless actions. Pekingese are
toy dogs that were bred to have flat faces, and this was sometimes accom-
plished by physically breaking several bones in their noses shortly after birth.
I am still surprised that it is necessary to inform people that almost every breed
of dog is born with a tail and that they are cut off at young ages to achieve
the required aesthetics we associate with boxers, Dobermans, and Australian
shepherds. The average person seldom considers these forms of cruelty and
abuses such because they are institutionalized, and we might assume veteri-
narians perform the procedures. When the surgeries are not performed by
vets, but are done with a pair of scissors or a rubber band or a razor blade and
a rock, peoples caught performing such acts are considered cruel and can be
punished under law. It is quite common to intake animals in shelters that
have received botched tail docks (performed often by tying rubber bands
around the tail until it falls off), ear docks, and even home-performed neuters.
I was informed about a case at a shelter in which a dog was found with sev-
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The Cultural Construction of the American Pet 27

eral rubber bands embedded in his testicles, apparently in an attempt to
neuter him. One day I was accepting a box of six-week-old mixed-breed pup-
pies from a gentleman and he proudly informed me that he “went ahead and
cut off their tails for ya’.” The aesthetic he valued and associated with one half
of the puppies’ breeding does not typically determine whether or not they are
adoptable mutts. In other words, his home tail docking had little to do with
their comfort and future, and more to do with his personal taste, and possi-
bly his variety of institutional cruelty. 

Tuan’s argument is that despite the apparent presence of affection
in our relationships with pets, there is also a considerable degree of indif-
ference to their suffering and exploitation of their powerless position. As
Tuan quotes, the average time an American keeps a pet is two years. After
two years, the animal becomes mature, its behavior, which was so cute as
a puppy, is destructive now that it has become large, and it begins to
exhibit sexual urges if it has not been neutered (Tuan 1984, 88). Typically
animals are brought to shelters from ages six months to two years. This
theme of affection, power and control will resurface in the stories the work-
ers tell in following chapters.

Pet keeping, as we know it today, was a middle-class invention of
the Victorian era, strongly informed by the class and gender stratification
that structured nineteenth-century social life. Author Harriet Ritvo states
that pet keeping was not only about love, but was strongly influenced by
status and capitalism. People in all socioeconomic classes owned dogs, and
their pets became reflections of those class levels (Ritvo 1986, 87, 90). Dog
breeding became a middle-class pastime that allowed for the purchase of
status, and most of the breeds we are familiar with today were an inven-

Traits associated with great Danes and French poodles. Taken from a mail order catalog,
circa 1910–20. 
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30 The Cultural Construction of the American Pet

found in these reports were formulaic
and inevitably predictable, though
they varied greatly in length and
detail. As Ritvo states, the stories
“emphasized both the gratuitousness
and the grotesqueness of their suffer-
ings and the corollary moral depravity
of their torturers” (1986, 141). Animal
victims were described as sympatheti-
cally as possible. Their patience, resig-
nation, childlike ignorance, and pow-
erlessness were often emphasized.
“The more blameless the victims, the
more horrifying the crimes, and the
more depraved the perpetrator” (Ritvo
1986, 142–143).

Despite the fact that the
lower classes did at times publicly rebel
against these laws and continued to
attend dog fights and other forms of
animal amusements, the RSPCA suc-
ceeded in codifying animal abuse as a
form of social class deviance.

According to author James
Turner in Reckoning with the Beast:
Animals, Pain, and Humanity in the
Victorian Mind (1980), several factors
contributed to a growing interest in
the humane treatment of animals.
Industrialization brought about a
romanticized view of rural life and
the creatures associated with it. Medical advances, such as the use of anes-
thetics in the mid- to late nineteenth century, made people more conscious
of pain and suffering and more empathetic with suffering in others. The
acceptance of a kinship with animals, brought about by a willingness to
accept the theories of natural selection and evolution, made people realize
that they owed a kindness towards the creatures with whom they shared
existence (Turner 1980, 82–83, 127).

A cruelty report taken from Animaldom, the
annual report of The Pennsylvania Society
for the Prevention of Cruelty to Animals,
March 1936. 
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Animal Welfare in Albuquerque, 1947 – Present 51

a preexisting building that would be used for administrative offices, a cat
adoption room, surgery, and receiving animals. In January 1970, plans were
made to build a dog kennel. Ed and Thelma were the motivators behind this
effort to establish a shelter to be an alternative to the animal control facility.
When the property was established at Virginia, they lost members of the
group due to their decision to euthanize animals if homes could not be found
for them. Some of these individuals—including Jean Hall, a primary member
of the Taxpayers’ Anti-Cruelty Federation—publicly voiced their concerns
over the “new” policies at AHANM. In March 1970, the Evanses were forced
to respond to several criticisms made of the organization—including accusa-
tions that they were selling purebred animals instead of returning them to
their owners, overcharging for claim fees, discriminating against cats, and oth-
erwise mismanaging complaints and requests from the community. They
were criticized for asking for donations from people who brought in dogs,
only to charge a fee to those who claimed or adopted them. The criticisms
made in the newspaper article sound as naive and unreasonable as any criti-
cism from a well-intentioned but otherwise uneducated person who cares for
animals. I have many times received criticisms similar to these—the same crit-
icisms thirty years later. Some people do not understand that money must be
solicited from the public to care for animals, and that many times original
owners are not willing to go to the trouble of paying for shots or driving any
distance to pick up their dogs. The Evanses defended the choices they made
and attempted to justify their position in an article in the Albuquerque Journal
on March 15, 1970. They discussed these same concerns with their own mem-
bers by publishing a newsletter devoted to these criticisms (April 1970).

A photograph of the new kennel at AHA, 615 Virginia, 1970. 
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has the overriding effect—our culture, or their nature? Is this our species’
uncomfortable legacy of domestication, or is the evolutionary pay-off for
animals worth their immediate discomforts? As Yi Fu Tuan stated, pets offer
us the ability to show the best and worst behavior toward another social
being that we can exhibit or imagine. In keeping with that belief, dogs are
most certainly the closest reflections to ourselves in nature with whom we
have formed a bond. 

In the next chapter we will meet some of the people who compose
the stories of animals’ lives while they are in between identification with a
permanent family.

Colonel Evans and other members of AHANM, circa 1970s. 
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5
Bridging the Bond

“While it is obvious that animals are ‘real’ physical entities,
their meaning to humans is socially constructed, reflecting the
cultural concerns of those who think about them” (Arluke
1994, 143). 

In different contexts, the same animal can have different meanings, or dif-
ferent meanings in the same contexts, and so on. In addition, as it relates to
this work, the same animal can have different meanings over the course of
his or her life. Some of these meanings rely on the learned or innate behav-
ior of the animal, or on his appearance, but the meanings of the behavior
and appearance are translated and codified by the people with whom he
interacts. However the animal may be constructed by humans, he also plays
an active part in that construction if people are willing to allow for that voice.

When attempting to provide care for shelter animals, the workers
and volunteers naturally search for analogs in their own experience for
how the animals feel when they are left in shelters or with foster families.
Workers seldom analyze the theoretical implications of assuming a dog is
lonely, depressed, in mourning, or scared. It is accepted that cats can be ter-
rified, friendly, boisterous, or pissed off. This is one arena where anthropo-
morphism is highly relied upon by the caretakers of animals (Lockwood
1995, 192). As Randall Lockwood suggested, projective anthropomor-
phism is a tool that makes our lives as social creatures possible, and it is
important for workers to be aware of how dogs and cats are adjusting to
life in a shelter environment or a foster home. There are times, in play or
jest, when workers extend some anthropomorphic traits to animals in
order to codify their behavior or justify varieties of interactions, employing
more extreme forms such as dressing an animal up for symbolic purposes
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104 Bridging the Bond

or assuming that he is motivated
by feelings of revenge or premedi-
tated aggression. I don’t think that
most workers truly believe that the
animal is behaving outside of its
ability, but they do use these vari-
eties of anthropomorphism in or-
der to tell an entertaining and/or
educational story. For instance, I
have previously written about the
characteristic of “tortitude,” a trait
associated with calico and tortoise-
shell cats that can only be explained by defining it as a form of feline “pre-
menstrual syndrome.” This characterization of calicoes was a gendered
association created by female workers who have to be careful when inter-
acting with strange animals. Some authors have suggested that color in
cats can determine some aspects of personality, especially since cats were
bred for color more than size or shape (Ritvo 1986, 118). Most of the work-
ers in the shelter will agree that some cats with these colors exhibit certain
traits that are remarkably similar to those associated with PMS, such as irri-
tability, fickleness, and short tempers. This is not the case, however, for all
calico or tortoiseshell cats. It is a construction based on a combination of
similar features between individual animals performed by a group of peo-
ple who will understand the multilayered meanings of such an analogy.

The construction of an animal’s personality also has several layers
and relies on a variety of considerations. In keeping with the duality of my
role as researcher and shelter worker, I will undoubtedly allow anthropo-
morphic language to guide many of the stories I will tell in this chapter. I will
also draw material from interviews with workers and volunteers. Their desire
to understand what an animal might be trying to communicate is the basis
of the bonds that are temporarily established while animals are in transition
between permanent homes. Ultimately, what I hope to suggest is that while
workers construct narratives to set parameters around the work they do, ani-
mals in these environments are actors and may contribute towards their own
fate. Consciousness is not the issue (in this inquiry)—the issue is that despite
institutional training, despite cultural standards for how certain breeds or
species behave, animals are still individuals, capable of acting independently
(within the boundaries of their physiology) and without human determina-
tion. Although workers rely on socially created constructs to find new homes

A stray dog is admitted at AHANM 
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for or justify the deaths of  these
abandoned pets, they also rely on
the behaviors of the animals to
decide their fates, even if the ani-
mals are not conscious of the poten-
tial outcome. Despite the control
shelter workers have over these ani-
mals, the animals themselves have
motivations, desires, expressions,
and needs. Workers take these,
translate them, and then take other
socially constructed messages into
consideration when determining
the fate of the animal. Just as the
institution of sheltering animals
does not necessarily override how
the workers experience them, nei-
ther do the workers consistently
neglect the individuality of their
nonhuman clients.

I will begin by discussing a
few cases where animals have lost
their individual personalities in the
process of becoming constructed
by shelter personnel. The animals I
have chosen to represent in these
cases are ones that were involved
in a narrative that had a lasting
impact on the organizations in-
volved, but less for who they were
than for what happened to them.
Following their stories, I will trace
the average experience of an ani-
mal in the traditional shelter, as it
goes from a nameless stray to a
codified individual. These animals
have a wide variety of experiences,
as this section will show. Finally, I
will discuss those animals that
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A Labrador cross assumes the “pity position.”
His behavior, expression, breed, and coloring
would be considered highly adoptable. 

A dalmatian exhibits traits that do not pro-
mote his possible adoption. His adoptability
would be considered low, a combination of
his breed, age, and high activity level. These
dogs were relinquished to shelters in high vol-
ume following the release of popular chil-
dren’s movies. The media covered this event
to the extent that they portrayed the breed as
difficult to train and unmanageable. Now
they have a more difficult time being placed
from shelters. This is a case, similar to the por-
trayals of pit bulls, where the news media sen-
sationalized a breed literally to death. 
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workers with a recognizable, notable
story with which to inspire empathy
in others. Nonetheless, through the
use of these animals as symbols for
the work of the rescue groups, they
lose aspects of their individuality.
Workers retell stories of abuse, recov-
ery, and triumph, and in the process
some of the special characteristics of
the animal are lost. There are a num-
ber of graves for what I assume were

mascot animals at AHANM, complete with gravestones, and none of the cur-
rent workers seem to have any idea who the animals were. Few know the
details of Charlie’s story, because his story has little to do with their daily inter-
actions with living animals. The next section, based on interviews and direct
participant-observation, will illustrate how the staff at the traditional shelter
handles an average animal. Their experiences become only slightly differenti-
ated among the thousands of others voices in the shelter world. 

The Daily Interactions
During my interviews, I asked workers to describe their role in the process
of recognizing the personalities of the animals that stay in the shelter. I
videotaped and photographed these various stages. I wanted to be sure I
had included as many details as possible from the experience of the ani-
mal. When I attended an adoption clinic with PACA, I videotaped the ken-

ABOVE: A close up of Hank’s torso. 

BELOW: Hank, one year after the rescue.
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Notes

Chapter One: Camille’s Story
1. There is, of course, the possibility that people are drawn to this work
because of ineffective relationships to people in their lives, and are there-
fore preselected. Exploration of these issues might be interesting in terms
of psychological profiling. Harold Herzog (1993) interviews a number of
animal activists and finds a number of similarities among them regarding
similarities in the process of incorporation. 

Chapter Four: “This One Mattered to Me . . . ”
1. As a side note, when I began Kelly’s interview we met at an adoption
clinic. When I turned on the tape recorder, her first comment was that
someone had just asked her if they could unspay a dog.

2. Another work that traces one woman’s involvement in rescue work is
Terri Crisp and Samantha Glen’s Out of Harm’s Way (1996). She got
involved with her local shelter while searching for her missing cats. 

3. It is commonly accepted among welfare workers that “farm people”
keep animals outside, in keeping with a working animal or livestock, while
urban people are more likely to treat them as pseudo-family members and
let them in the house. This does not imply that “farm people” are more
likely to mistreat animals, simply that they have a different relationship
with their pets. It only becomes a problem for workers when a person from
a rural background moves to an urban environment and either allows an
animal to run loose, or chains it instead of providing it with an enclosure. 

4. Including myself. Shortly after completing this research, I resigned from
my position at AHANM. One outcome of “going native” while also
attempting to maintain the pursuit of higher education was that I became
seriously indebted and had to forfeit my career in this field to afford to live
comfortably. This is an aspect of research not often discussed by academ-
ics, but should be.

141
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Chapter Five: Bridging the Bond
1. One time a pit bull came in named “Penis,” and that name was obvi-
ously changed. If there are already too many animals in the kennel with
the same name (“Baby” is one of the most common), workers will change
it to something that sounds similar, or add a number to the end of the
name (i.e., “Baby 1,” “Baby 2”).

Bridging the Bond.qxp  9/27/02  12:23 PM  Page 142



143

References 
Adams, Carol J. 1994. “Bringing Peace Home: A Feminist Philosophical Perspective

on the Abuse of Women, Children, and Pet Animals.” Hypatia 9: 63–84.

Albuquerque Animal Control Ordinance. 1999. City of Albuquerque: Environ-
mental Health Department, Animal Control Division. 

Andes, Ramon. 1999. Personal communication with the author.

Arluke, Arnold. 1994. “‘We Build a Better Beagle’: Fantastic Creatures in Lab Ani-
mal Ads.” Qualitative Sociology 17: 143–158.

Arluke, Arnold, and Clinton R. Sanders. 1996. Regarding Animals. Philadelphia:
Temple University Press. 

Baca, Cynthia. 1999. Interview with the author.

Beard, K. Rutledge. 1999. Personal communication with the author.

Beck, Alan, and Aaron Katcher. 1996. Between Pets and People: The Importance of
Animal Companionship. 2d ed. West Lafayette, IN: Purdue University Press.

Boyer, Jim. 1965. “Shelter Conditions Show Improvement.” Albuquerque Tribune,
15 January, 1–2.

———. 1965. “City Center Rarely Treats Animals.” Albuquerque Tribune, 9 July, 12.

———. 1965. “Surprise Pound Inspections Barred by a New Entryway.”
Albuquerque Tribune, 24 April, 9. 

Brannock, Susan. 1999. Interview with the author.

Branning, Don. 1967. “It Takes Nerve to Tell People That They Are Cruel to Ani-
mals.” Albuquerque Tribune, 1 July. 

Britton, Marcy. 1999. Interview with the author.

Buettinger, Craig. 1997. “Women and Antivivisection in Late Nineteenth-Century
America.” Journal of Social History 30: 857–872.

Camille Claudel. 1990. Dir. Bruno Nuytten. Perf. Isabelle Adjani and Gerard
Depardieu.

Camitta, Miriam. 1990. “Gender and Method in Folklore Fieldwork.” Southern
Folklore 47: 21–32.

Chapel, Kelly. 1999. Interview with the author.

DiGiacomo, Natalie, Arnold Arluke, and Gary Patronek. 1998. “Surrendering Pets
to Shelters: The Relinquisher’s Perspective.” Anthrozoös 11: 41–51.

Bridging the Bond.qxp  9/27/02  12:23 PM  Page 143




