' & N b ¥ b TREEry
_— - N A diad s al A st rctieibedin o AR AR PERFE R OO TR TN I Wy SR o —
A e A — g saukl 40

1 65 Woods, Shauna (2010)
Henry Spira and the SHAC7:

Comparing Animal Rights
Activism in 1976 and 2006

Henry Spira and the SHAC 7:
Comparing Animal Rights
Activism in 1976 and 2006

Shauna Woods
Senior Honors Thesis 2010

Faculty .  nior: Laura Kalman



ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

Laura Kalman, thank you for agreeing to be my mentor and for being so amazing. I plan
to put your face on mugs, t-shirts, and keychains. I think there’s a demand.
With love, Ms. Marymount

Professor Bernstein, I finished my footnotes. They still probably aren’t correct. Thank
you for your patience, dedication, and guidance! I don’t think I would have finished this
without you. Thank you also for your frequent reassurance that I would finish this.

Mack & Cathy, Bill Pullman would be so proud of both of you! I guess I'm proud too.

Thank you to the Undergraduate Research and Creative Activities for funding my
project.

To my parents, thank you for your constant support. I'm so grateful for everything you
have done for me! Thank you for the constant reminder to “try my hardest and do my
best.” I'm 85% sure I fulfilled that.

When I first chose to go to UCSB, I was told I'd have little interaction with professors at
such a large school. LIES! I'm grateful to the History Department for offering small
classes that have allowed me to get to know my professors on a personal level. And more
importantly, I'm thankful to the professors that have encouraged me and made me
proud to be a history major at this school: Bernstein, Drake, Kalman, Plane, and Talbott.



TABLE OF CONTENTS

Introduction

Philosophy and Becoming an Activist
Selecting a Target

The Protest

Leadership

Secondary Targets

Media Attention -
Government Reaction
Scientific Community Reaction
Legacy

Conclusion

Bibliography

12
16
24
28
30
34
39
42
50
53




PRELUDE

In 2006, after graduating from high school, I went to work at a bookstore in Los
Angeles. While working there, I met Kevin, a vegan and self-described animal rights
activist. Although my older sister had been a vegetarian for over a decade, I had never
met a vegan before. After asking the obvious questions about nutrition and diet, I began
to ask the more difficult questions about the philosophy of animal rights activism.

Kevin responded passionately to my questions, explainiﬁg that he participated in
protests against circuses and against POM Wonderful, the world’s largest distributor of
pomegranate juice. In order for POM to make health claims about the benefits of
pomegranate juice, it funded animal research on topics such as “cardiovascular disease,
prostate cancer, and antioxidant activity.” In early September, the protests received
coverage in The Los Angeles Times. As I read the article, I learned that activists’ targets,
such as acting UCLA chancellor Norman Abrams, believed animal rights activists were
terrorists.2 Activists who protested POM, including Kevin, had been served with an
injunction by POM to stop demonstrations outside employee homes.3 I could not
imagine anyone describing my well-spoken friend Kevin as a terrorist. Two months later
in early November, Kevin called to tell me that the Santa Monica police had searched his
home as a result of his involvement in the POM campaign.4

While Kevin’s protests against POM persisted, Congress passed the controversial

Animal Enterprise Terrorism Act. The AETA was designed to “enhance the effectiveness

' For more information, refer to POM Wonderful’s website, which links to seventeen studies published
regarding the benefits of pomegranates.
http://www.pompills.com/health_benefits/health_research.aspx.

2 Jessica Garrison, “Activists Target Juice Company,” Los Angeles Times, September 10, 2006, California
Section.

3 Ibid.

4 Joe Mozingo, “Santa Monica and FBI target animal activists,” Los Angeles Times, November 3, 2006,
California Section.




of the U.S. Department of Justice's ability to prosecute animal rights extremists who
cross the line and utilize violence and terroristic threats” while still “expressly
preserving the First Amendment rights of animal rights activists to peacefully protest
and boycott lawfully.”s Liberal groups, such as the American Civil Liberties Union
(ACLU), felt the AETA still violated activists’ First Amendment rights. Despite protest,
the Senate passed AETA on unanimous consent on September 26, 2006.' The House of
Representatives also passed the AETA unanimously on November 13, 2006, and the bill
was signed into law on November 27, 20065

I believe that the AETA is a violation of first émendment rights. As the AETA
passed, I began to look at the history of the animal rights movement, and what could
have possibly led authorities to label activists as terrorists.

It was in this context that I first came to question my own beliefs regarding
animal rights activism. While I am fascinated by animal rights activism, I am not an
activist. While I entertained the notion of veganism for several weeks, I caved at the
sight of a cheeseburger. While I am disturbed by cruelty and violence towards animals,
I support some animal testing. Animal rights activists would describe me as an animal
welfarist, someone who believes that humans have the right to use animals for research
and food, as long as the pain and suffering endured is minimized. Although the subject
of animal rights activism is highly controversial and political, my interest is not

politically motivated, but rather, driven by the evolution of animal rights activism.

5 “House Unanimously Passes Animal Enterprise Terrorism Act,” Capitol Hill Press Release, November
13, 2006 (Access My Library), http://www.accessmylibrary.com/coms2/summary_0286-25716825_ITM.
6 Ibid.







INTRODUCTION

Prior to 1976, animal rights activism had a broad agenda of “abused workhorses,
seal hunts, inhumane slaughter, trapping, hunting, strays, performing animals,
feathered hats and fur coats, wildlife extinction, and vivisection.”” Diane Beers, author
of For the Prevention of Cruelty: the History and Legacy of Animal Rights Activism in
the United States, is one of few experts on the animal rights movement until 1975. In
her book, Beers identified early tactics as six-fold: public protest, prosecution,
legislation, economic boycotts, organizational networking, and public education.? While
Beers argues that the early animal rights advocacy moment had “its limitations and
problems,” the early movement “laid the foundation for the more radical activism” by
“modestly [improving] exploitative practices and abuses.” While the early animal
rights movement was passionate, it was not marked by the same success as later
campaigns.

Between 1976 and 1977, animal rights activists, led by Henry Spira, protested the
American Museum of Natural History’s experiments on the sexual behavior of mutilated
cats. Protesters were peaceful, but the public outcry against the experiments was nearly
unprecedented. Between July and August 1976, the museum received over 2,000 letters
of protest, and nearly 350 people cancelled their memberships to the museum.> More
importantly, Spira’s campaign against the museum was successful: the experiments
ended, marking the first time an animal rights activist stopped experimentation. Spira’s

campaign also established the focus of animal rights activism. Animal rights activists

7 Diane L. Beers, For the Prevention of Cruelty: the History and Legacy of Animal Rights Activism in the
United States (Athens: Ohio University Press, 2006), 11.

8 Beers, 12.

9 Beers, 16.

10 Peter Singer, Ethics into Action: Henry Spira and the Animal Rights Movement (Lanham, Boulder,
New York, Oxford: Rowman & Littlefield Publishers, Inc., 2000), 60.



have “placed a heavy emphasis on antivivisectionism,” or the opposition to animal
testing. This was the result of “the rise of the movement in the 1970s and 1980s [that]
began with the successful protests against experiments sponsored by the Museum of
Natural History in New York."n

Nearly thirty years later, united by a similar philosophy of animal liberation,
protestors targeted Chiron, a biotechnology company. Although Chiron itself did not test
products on animals, it sponsored several vivisection experiments at Huntingdon Life
Sciences (HLS). According to United States v. Fullmer, a case that convicted SHAC
activists, HLS is: %

a research corporation that performs testing for companies seeking to bring their
products to market. The testing that Huntingdon provides to its clients is
mandated by the laws and regulations of the United States and Europe to ensure
the safety and efficacy of pharmaceuticals, agricultural products, veterinary
products, and medical implants. Huntingdon has three laboratories, two in the
United Kingdom and one in New Jersey. All Huntingdon laboratories use animals
as test subjects. Approximately eighty-five percent of the animals used by
Huntingdon are rats and mice, and the remaining fifteen percent is composed of
other species, including fish, dogs, monkeys, and guinea pigs.2

The resulting Stop Huntingdon Animal Cruelty (SHAC) campaign, created in 1999,
specifically targeted HLS and all companies with which it conducts business. Chiron
was just one company with which HLS worked, and that SHAC has targeted. Liddick, an
academic who supports animal testing, writes that during the Chiron campaign, activists

subjected [employees] to repeated late-night home visits... waking and scaring

the young children of employees. Checking-account information [was] posted on

n Lawrence Finsen and Susan Finsen, The Animal Rights Movement in America: From Compassion to

Respect (New York: Twayne Publishers, 1994), 268.
12 United States v. Fullmer, 584 F.3d 132 (U.S. Court of Appeals 3 Circuit, 2009).



the Internet, lewd and threatening phone calls and e-mails [were] sent, feces

[was] smeared on homes.!3
The majority'of SHAC campaigns have relied on similar tactics of intimidation and
threats. Former SHAC president, Kevin Jonas, suggested that during the day, SHAC
obstrucf the business of HLS through “hordes of emails, phone calls, and sign-wielding
demonstrators,” and at night, activists “[break] windows at homes, [sink] private yachts,
and [disseminate] personal credit card information.”4 Jonas observed that these tactics
are Successful, in that “scores have capitulated to the SHAC bark, and even more to the
SHAC bite.”ss

Six members of the SHAC campaign, known as the SHAC 7, were prosecuted and
convicted of “terrorism and Internet stalking” in March 2006.6 The case marked the
first time animal rights activists were tried under the Animal Enterprise Protection Act.

Henry Spira’s campaign against the American Museum of Natural History was
undoubtedly successful, since within two years the museum stopped all experiments. As
I write this, the SHAC campaign has raged on for nearly a decade, grown internationally,
and continues to evolve. HLS continues to conduct business. However, SHAC activists
have also achieved victories over HLS. Activists have scared off investors, insurers,
employees, caterers, and childcare services within the last ten years.

Spira’s campaign, by contrast, concluded within two years. What made his

campaign winnable? A comparison between both campaigns shows that they shared

13 Donald R. Liddick, Eco-Terrorism: Radical Environmental and Animal Liberation Movements
(Westport, Connecticut: Praeger, 2006), 47.

1 Kevin Jonas, Terrorists or Freedom Fighters? Reflections on the Liberation of Animals, ed. Steven Best
and Anthony J. Nocella II, (New York: Lantern Books, 2004), 263.

15 Jonas, 263.

¢ David Kocieniewski, “Six Animal Rights Advocates are Convicted of Terrorism,” The New York Times,

March 3, 2006, http://www.nytimes.com/2006/03/03/nyregion/03animals.html?_r=3 (accessed March
10, 2010).



similar tactics of protesting against secondary targets, or those who could pressure the
primary target, such as HLS or the American Museum of Natural History. Both

campaigns were relentless and determined, and both groups saw winning their

campaign as critical to the survival of animal rights activism.

While Spira’s campaign was smaller in scale, HLS represents one of the largest
animal testing facilities in the world. While the American Museum of Natural History
experimented on 174 cats in 1974, HLS used 896 dogs, 626 primates, and 391 rabbits
between 2005 and 2006.7 Additionally, Spira assumed responsibility for his campaign,
while no activist has acknowledged a leadership role in the SHAC campaign.. Spira
benefited from support from the media, the government, and the scientific community
itself. SHAC, though, has received minimal to no support from these groups. Spira was
thus more successful in his campaign against the American Museum of Natural History
than SHAC activists have been against HLS. \

While the differences in leadership and public reaction could be a consequence of
the size of the targets, I argue that it is SHAC’s lack of recognized leadership as well as
its coupling with more violent underground strains of activism, such as the Animal
Liberation Front, are more likely to have caused this disparity. SHAC's relationship
with violent activism has resulted in alienating the media, the government, and the
scientific community, groups that in the 1970s allowed Spira to achieve unprecedented
success.

I will analyze how both groups became interested in activism, and then how they

chose their targets. From there, I will compare the protest tactics used, focusing on the

v Singer, 56; “Annual Report of Huntingdon Life Sciences,” reprinted on PrimateResearch.com,
November 20, 2006 (http://www.primateresearch.com/HLS06.pdf).







{"type":"Document","isBackSide":false,"languages":["en-us"],"usedOnDeviceOCR":false}




{"type":"Document","isBackSide":false,"languages":["en-us"],"usedOnDeviceOCR":false}




{"type":"Book","isBackSide":false,"languages":["en-us"],"usedOnDeviceOCR":false}




{"type":"Book","isBackSide":false,"languages":["en-us"],"usedOnDeviceOCR":false}




{"type":"Book","isBackSide":false,"languages":["en-us"],"usedOnDeviceOCR":false}




{"type":"Book","isBackSide":false,"languages":["en-us"],"usedOnDeviceOCR":false}




{"type":"Book","isBackSide":false,"languages":["en-us"],"usedOnDeviceOCR":false}




{"type":"Book","isBackSide":false,"languages":["en-us"],"usedOnDeviceOCR":false}




{"type":"Book","isBackSide":false,"languages":["en-us"],"usedOnDeviceOCR":false}




{"type":"Book","isBackSide":false,"languages":["en-us"],"usedOnDeviceOCR":false}



