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bites its arm; they happen because the 
animal catches the arm in some part of 

the cage. Cages could be modified to 

prevent this without too much trouble. 

The IBR cages had no such modifica· 

tions - instead many had broken wires, 
some of which protruded into the living 

area of the cage. 

Dr. Taub could also have consid­
ered the possibility of pulling the 
canines of the monkeys (and perhaps 

even the incisors) as a possible means of 

preventing serious self-mutilation. Of 

course, such a course of action in itself 

raises new questions about animal wel­
fare but, in this case, it may have been 
better for the overall welfare of the ani­

mals to perform the operation. 

In the final analysis, we have no 
doubt that the conditions under which 

the animals were kept, conditions that 
had been documented in 1977 (by the 

USDA and the NIH) and then again in 

1981, were totally unacceptable. The 
scientist's responsibility to provide the 
best possible care for the animals that 
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are used in biomedical research was def­

initely not met. 
Other scientists who perceive this 

case as a threat to the whole process of 
laboratory experimentation will not help 

the growing debate over ethical issues in 

animal research if they rush to defend 
the conditions at I BR. In the final analysis, 

the intentions or affiliation of Pacheco, 
the whistle blower, are irrelevant. Even 

without his testimony and his photo­

graphs, evidence given by the police and 

other witnesses clearly demonstrates 
that the care and sanitation were well 

below professionally accepted standards. 
And it is not only animal we I fare sup­
porters who feel this way. One practic­

ing research scientist, with extensive ex­
perience in research on primates, has 

stated to me that: if this, in fact, repre­

sents the current standard of medical 

research in this country, then it should 

be stopped. 

(The details of the case, with relevant 

background material, are given elsewhere 

in this issue of the Journal). 

The Slippery Semantics of a Word: 

"Dominion" 

M.W. Fox

The word "dominion," which is in­
terpreted by many as equivalent to 

"domination," is defined primarily (in 

Webster's dictionary) as indicating "sov­

ereignty." Roget's International Thesau­

rus interprets dominion as "realm, do­
main or jurisdiction" and therefore makes 

"dominion," "dam ination," "sovereignty," 

and "supremacy" synonymous. Thus, 

the passage in Genesis 1 :26 that pro­

claims that man has "dominion over the 
fish of the sea, and over the birds of the 
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air, and over the cattle, and over all the 

earth, and over every creeping thing that 
creeps upon the earth," can be interpret­

ed as meaning that he has been granted 

sovereignty, jurisdiction, or domination. 

The passage does not state, however, to 
what degree humans, as dominionists or 

sovereigns, may exploit the rest of crea­

tion: no ethical limits are set. Thus, the 

term "dominion" is ambiguous insofar 

as it does not denote to what degree hu­

mans, as dominionists or sovereigns, may 
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bites its arm; they happen because the 
animal catches the arm in some part of 
the cage. Cages could be modified to 
prevent this without too much trouble. 
The IBR cages had no such modifica­
tions- instead many had broken wires, 
some of which protruded into the living 
area of the cage. 

Dr. Taub could also have consid­
ered the possibility of pulling the 
canines of the monkeys (and perhaps 
even the incisors) as a possible means of 
preventing serious self-mutilation. Of 
course, such a course of action in itself 
raises new questions about animal wel­
fare but, in this case, it may have been 
better for the overall welfare of the ani­
mals to perform the operation. 

In the final analysis, we have no 
doubt that the conditions under which 
the animals were kept, conditions that 
had been documented in 1977 (by the 
USDA and the NIH) and then again in 
1981, were totally unacceptable. The 
scientist's responsibility to provide the 
best possible care for the animals that 

Editorial 

are used in biomedical research was def­
initely not met. 

Other scientists who perceive this 
case as a threat to the whole process of 
laboratory experimentation will not help 
the growing debate over ethical issues in 
animal research if they rush to defend 
the conditions at I BR. In the final analysis, 
the intentions or affiliation of Pacheco, 
the whistle blower, are irrelevant. Even 
without his testimony and his photo­
graphs, evidence given by the police and 
other witnesses clearly demonstrates 
that the care and sanitation were well 
below professionally accepted standards. 
And it is not only animal welfare sup­
porters who feel this way. One practic­
ing research scientist, with extensive ex­
perience in research on primates, has 
stated to me that: if this, in fact, repre­
sents the current standard of medical 
research in this country, then it should 

be stopped. 
(The details of the case, with relevant 
background material, are given elsewhere 
in this issue of the journal). 

The Slippery Semantics of a Word: 

"Dominion" 

M.W. Fox 

The word "dominion," which is in­
terpreted by many as equivalent to 
"domination," is defined primarily (in 
Webster's dictionary) as indicating "sov­
ereignty." Roget's International Thesau­
rus interprets dominion as "realm, do­
main or jurisdiction" and therefore makes 
"dominion," "domination," "sovereignty," 
and "supremacy" synonymous. Thus, 
the passage in Genesis 1 :26 that pro­
claims that man has "dominion over the 
fish of the sea, and over the birds of the 
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air, and over the cattle, and over all the 
earth, and over every creeping thing that 
creeps upon the earth," can be interpret­
ed as meaning that he has been granted 
sovereignty, jurisdiction, or domination. 
The passage does not state, however, to 
what degree humans, as dominionists or 
sovereigns, may exploit the rest of crea­
tion: no ethical limits are set. Thus, the 
term "dominion" is ambiguous insofar 
as it does not denote to what degree hu­
mans, as dominionists or sovereigns, may 
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exploit the rest of creation. But in other 

parts of the Bible there are very clear in­
junctions to "dress and to keep" the 
earth, to treat animals humanely, and to 
rest beasts of burden on the Sabbath. 

Therefore, while there is ambiguity 
in the use of the word "dominion" in the 
context of the Genesis passage, inter­
pretation of "dominion" as domination 
or license to exploit animals- for what­
ever purpose- becomes impossible when 
the passage is placed beside the many 
injunctions in the Bible that advise us to 
treat animals with kindness; the idea of 

domination can be seen as heretically 
and hubristically self-serving. In this edi­
tion of the journal, J.A. Rimbach reviews 
Old Testament and post-biblical Jewish 
literature, which reveals clearly that the 
teaching of reverence for life is an inte­
gral part of the J udeo-Christian tradition. 
Furthermore, evidence is clearly pre­
sented to show that any narrow inter­
pretation of the word "dominion" as 
meaning "domination" is both incorrect 
and contrary to the essence of the J udeo­
Christian tradition. 

UFAW PUBLICATIONS LIST 
Handbooks 

The UFA W Handbook on the Care and Management of 
Laboratory Animals 
5th Edition 1976 (published by Churchill Livingstone) 
Edited by UFAW, 648 pp., 256 illus. 
Care and Management of Farm Animals 
2nd Edition 1978 (published by Bailliere Tindall) 
Edited by W.N. Scott, 294 pp., 88 illus. 

Proceedings of Symposia and Workshops 
1981 Self-Awareness in Domesticated Animals 
1981 
1980 
1979 
1978 
1977 

1976 

1975 
1974 
1974 
1972 

1971 
1971 

1969 
1968 

Alternatives to Intensive Husbandry Systems 
The Ecology and Control of Feral Cats 
The Humane Treatment of Food Animals in Transit 
The Welfare of the Food Animals 
The Pharmaceutical Applications of Cell Culture 
Techniques 
The Welfare of Laboratory Animals: Legal, 
Scientific and Humane Requirements 
The Humane Destruction of Unwanted Animals 
Animals and the Law 
Transport of Farm Animals 
The Welfare and Management of Wild Animals in 
Captivity 
Humane Killing and Slaughterhouse Techniques 
The Rational Use of Living Systems in Biomedical 
Research 
The Humane Control of Animals Living in the Wild 
Sealing in U.K. and Canadian Waters 

Send orders to: The Secretary, UFAW, 8 Hamilton Close, 
South Mimms, Potters Bar, Herts. EN6 3QD, U.K. 

/NT 1 STUD ANIM PROB 3(3) 1982 

Price 

£19.00 

£12.00 

£ 5.35 
£ 3.40 
£ 2.35 
£ .75 
£ .75 

£ .75 

£ .75 
£ .45 
£ .45 
£ .45 

£ .45 
£ .35 

£ .35 
£ .35 
£ .35 

179 


