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(1) Seminally,Tom Regan, The Case for Animal Rights ( University of California Press 1983 ) ; Sue
Donaldson and Will Kymlicka, Zoopolis:A Political Theory of Animal Rights( OUP 2011).

(2] See,notably,Matthew H Kramer, Do Animals and Dead People Have Legal Rights? 14 CJLJ 29
(2001) ; Tom L Beauchamp, Rights Theory and Animal Rights in Tom L Beauchamp and RG Frey
(eds. ) ,The Oxford Handbook of Animal Ethics (OUP 2011) ; William A Edmundson, Do Animals
Need Rights? 23 Journal of Political Philosophy 345(2015) ;Gary L Francione ,Animals , Property ,
and the Law( first printed 1995, Temple UP 2007 ) 91ff; Steven M Wise, Hardly a Revolution—The
Eligibility of Nonhuman Animals for Dignity—Rights in a Liberal Democracy 22 Vt. L. Rev. 793
(1998) ; Anne Peters, Liberte , Egalite , Animalite ; Human—Animal Comparisons in Law 5 TEL 25
(2016) ; Thomas G Kelch, The Role of the Rational and the Emotive in a Theory of Animal Rights,
27 BC Envtl. Aff. L. Rev. 1(1999).

(3) ¥R 5 UL M A (828 o 7 KO sy AR, B O e 3l S A2 5 AR 13 L 3 V0 A % {2
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(4] Joel Feinberg,Social Philosophy, 67( Prentice—Hall 1973).

[5) Seee. g. Alasdair Cochrane, Animal Rights Without Liberation: Applied Ethics and Human
Obligations( Columbia UP 2012) 14-15,207 ( s %t 34 4y 4 # AR by 48 3k v 2 3L 00 7 1+ 4 = 20
Wy 0y ik B AR 5 cf Joel Feinberg, In Defence of Moral Rights, 12 OJLS 149 (1992) (3 4 8] 3
5l R EERA G 7 R BH — N HERAER”).
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(6) EWMHERRHFFEMNBEIRELRESRF AP AT AR EST FEHNEN YT U
N ."See David Favre, Integrating Animal Interests into Our Legal System,10 Animal Law
Review 87,88(2004).

(7) BifEs 42 A Al fn ik 2 A Al % % A 3% [ see HLA Hart, Are There Any Natural Rights? 64
Philosophical Review 175,177(1955) ], Z il FEEH B R LR (REP LB R T E) 8
Eit, BN SRR £ E d A E AR, 5 E S AR R R, H A5 L AUAR
PR MR AL R A, B R AT E W R AR R R AL
See Steven M Wise, Drawing the Line; Science and the Case for Animal Rights 34 ( Perseus 2002) .

(8] Supreme Court of India 7 May 2014, civil appeal no 5387 of 2014 [ 27 ][ 56 ] [ 62ff] ; see further
Kerala High Court 6 June 2000, AIR 2000 KER 340( &3k 7“3 ENA TN R ETAX W E
J.,[13]) ;Delhi High Court 15 May 2015,CRL MC no 2051/2015[3][5] (AL B £ “E=F
AT EEARAFT).

[9]) Tercer Juzgado de Garant as de Mendoza 3 November 2016, Expte Nro P - 72. 254/15; this
landmark decision was preceded by an obiter dictum in Camara Federal de Casacio n Penal Buenos
Aires, 18 December 2014, SAIJ NV9953[ 2] ( 53k T b 41 2 AU £ M 36 10 3 L 4 4 & ko WL
B

(10) Corte Suprema de Justicia 26 July 2017, AHC4806—-2017 ( MP ; Luis Armando Tolosa Villabona) .
W# KA 2017 4 8 F 16 H By Corte Suprema de Justicia, STL12651-2017 # # % & ( MP:
Fernando Castillo Cadena) , 2020 £ 1 A, F LT EFERREFMF ESh T AH HP
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(1) FARALHBEEMKZLLHNAF R A B KW EE LK AN, See Tommy v. Lavery
NY App Div 4 December 2014, Case No. 518336.
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(12) See e. g. Will Kymlicka and Sue Donaldson, Rights in Lori Gruen(ed. ) ,Critical Terms for Animal
Studies ( University of Chicago Press)320(2018) ; 7 3% & 3t — & it W By 15 JU T “ 35 4 AU
E—FRAER, AN A SCEE A WA, Bl %R IE BT DL B R A AR Bk
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(13) Joel Feinberg, Human Duties and Animal Rights in Clare Palmer(ed. ) ,Animal Rights( Routledge)
409(2008) ;Kramer, Do Animals and Dead People Have Legal Rights? (n 2)29.

(14) See generally Alon Harel, Theories of Rights, in Martin P Golding and William A Edmundson
(eds. ) ,Philosophy of Law and Legal Theory( Blackwell 2005) ,s191ff.
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(15) See Wesley Newcomb Hohfeld, Some Fundamental Legal Conceptions as Applied in Judicial
Reasoning ,23 Yale LJ 16(1913) ; Wesley Newcomb Hohfeld , Fundamental Legal Conceptions as
Applied in Judicial Reasoning ,26 Yale LI 710(1917).

(16) See Hohfeld, Fundamental Legal Conceptions(n 15)717; % 3 /R 48 fir 38 By 13X 6 3 A AR AU 2
CRFTHEAL L LB RAN R A AT B R EKR RS F A" Leif Wenar, The
Nature of Rights,33 Philosophy & Public Affairs 223,225,234(2005).

(17) — WA (ERKA b ) B R A B AR R S2RCMEAT O T 3R ALSEAT 0, W AR A o 85 6 A
RYBHMEEXR RGO TR ) A TET N, REFRESHMATH AR —
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EAR) A B R -, T Z 5 — 77 (Blh) BORH RAARAN M B R, 30 45 AT
FlEKA G b 7T DUAT BB AN SO, X BB RGP - AR L, EEREE
B Pldn, FF R KO B 4 AR KA 2 — | the “right not to be property” [ Gary L Francione,
Introduction to Animal Rights: Your Child or the Dog? ( first printed 2000, Temple UP 2007 )
93ff], T LAARAE ) — A5 AR, w M R B AT G o A WP MR AE K A ok AL B, AT A R
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A BAH ERAE M BT 2, RN RAUR F WA BT 8 X B[ see generally
Matthew H Kramer, Rights Without Trimmings, in Matthew H Kramer, NE Simmonds and Hillel
Steiner,A Debate Over Rights: Philosophical Enquiries (OUP 1998)22], M2 T, K A 45 1 &
—ANASTE R AR R E R, CERE AR A EE M AL A [ see
Hohfeld ,Some Fundamental Legal Conceptions(n 15)55], M &R MOV FXE LA, 5
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(0 5E ] 4T #0) (eg powers of enforcement) that are exercisable through human proxies [ cf Visa
AJ Kurki, Legal Competence and Legal Power in Mark McBride(ed. ) ,New Essays on the Nature
of Rights( Hart Publishing 2017)46].

(18) See also Wise, Hardly a Revolutio(n 2)799ff; Francione , Animals , Property ,and the Law(n 2)96—
7;Kelch, The Role of the Rational(n 2) 6ff.
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[19) See Joel Feinberg, The Rights of Animals and Unborn Generations, in Joel Feinberg, Rights,
Justice ,and the Bounds of Liberty ; Essays in Social Philosophy 159 ( Princeton UP 1980) ; Hohfeld ,
Some Fundamental Legal Conceptions(n 15)55.

(20)  Z|E A4k, B AR FE b £ E A A MO B, See critically Donaldson and Kymlicka(n
1) 5ff,49ff.

(21) Cf Wenar, The Nature of Rights(n 16)233.

[22) See Hohfeld, Some Fundamental Legal Conceptions(n 15)55 ; Kramer, Rights Without Trimmings(n
17)10.

[23) See eg Feinberg, The Rights of Animals and Unborn Generations’ (n 19) 162 ;but see Kramer, Do
Animals and Dead People Have Legal Rights? (n2)41-2( £ Kt sh ARE EETEHELT
B REXKRBEERE").

(24) “HWEMAH"HEE, HLTRBEEXA TS,

(25) RTHHERG B B EAFH mZ E 8K F|, % N HLA Hart, Legal Rights, in HLA Hart, Essays
on Bentham : Studies in Jurisprudence and Political Theory172( OUP 1982) ,
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(26) Hart,Legal Rights(n 25)171,173.

(27) Hart,Legal Rights(n 25)171.

[28) See e. g. Richard L Cupp, Children, Chimps, and Rights: Arguments from “ Marginal” Cases 45
Ariz St LT 1(2013) ; see also Christine M Korsgaard, Fellow Creatures; Our Obligations to the
Other Animals 116ff.

(29) See David Lyons, Rights, Claimants , and Beneficiarie, 6 American Philosophical Quarterly 173,
173-4(1969).

(30) See Kramer,Do Animals and Dead People Have Legal Rights? (n 2)42.

[31) See Kramer,Do Animals and Dead People Have Legal Rights? (n 2)42.
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(32) In this vein, Tommy v. Lavery NY App Div 4 December 2014, Case No 518336, p 4, 6;but see
critically New York Court of Appeals, Tommy v. Lavery and Kiko v. Presti decision of 8§ May 2018,
motion no 2018-268, concurring opinion Judge Fahey.

(33) fldm, F R TR F R ER T X — WAELR, A 3 2 AR £ KT A2 5 K, Corte
Suprema de Justicia 26 July 2017 , AHC4806-2017 ( MP ; Luis Armando Tolosa Villabona) , 14ff; for
a refutation of the contractarian reciprocity argument, see also Brief for Philosophers as Amici
Curiae Supporting Petitioner — Appellant, Nonhuman Rights Project v. Lavery 2018 NY Slip Op
03309(2018) (Nos 162358/15 and 150149/16) , 14f.

[34) See Peters(n 2)45-6;David Bilchitz, Moving Beyond Arbitrariness: The Legal Personhood and
Dignity of Non—Human Animals 25 SAJHR 38,42-3(2009) ;Feinberg, The Rights of Animals and
Unborn Generations(n 19) 163 ;but see Tommy v. Lavery NY App Div 4 December 2014, Case No
518336,5.

(35) Leif Wenar, The Nature of Claim Rights123 Ethics 202,207(2013).

(36) See Kramer, Do Animals and Dead People Have Legal Rights? (n 2)43.

(37) See Kelch, The Role of the Rational(n 2)9.

(38) For an overview, see generally Matthew H Kramer,NE Simmonds and Hillel Steiner,A Debate Over
Rights ; Philosophical Enquiries( OUP 1998).

(39) Hart,Legal Rights(n 25)183,188-9.
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(40) See Kramer, Do Animals and Dead People Have Legal Rights? (n 2)30;Hart,Legal Rights(n 25)
185.

(41) BFRBAN, CEMA LB BN EE A EHRECLIEEAE LU R
# b FAT A 8 /7 89 A, As noted by Hart, Are There Any Natural Rights? (n 7) 181, the will
conception of rights “should incline us not to extend to animals and babies. .. the notion of a
right” ;see also Kramer, Rights Without Trimmings(n 17)69.

(42) Ewd - ZFERIE, LRREEXZ BT EM G, B ATH#E-NLEHNFERL" AR R
W EAEF Bl £ A A F| 8 AT, See Siegfried van Duffel , The Nature of Rights Debate Rests on a
Mistake93 Pacific Philosophical Quarterly 104,105,117 et passim(2012).

(43) RFEEXS, ATALFHMAERA LR WA, F 7 13 BR T AR £ &R BFHEX LS
B Fl, See DN MacCormick, Rights in Legislation in PMS Hacker and J Raz (eds), Law,
Morality ,and Society ; Essays in Honour of HLA Hart ( OUP 1977) 198f; Kramer, Rights Without
Trimmings(n 17)73.

(44) BRLEEUEHERHFMA G EMAENRBRACE @ FAR) HER TR FRACH £
AN E T FER B AR (KA R) 7m0 A A B A E M, of Harel(n 14)
194-5.

(45) Hart, Legal Rights(n 25)190. HAGAE & it 7 fb ot 58 o 1R 1 09 S AU 18 o 78 20 A 2
T, R RIEE N EEHA N E RN AR ERAAEXGEEMGRF LS,

(46) BEFRLMFGIHEGREEAMY -NREFTE, HRRAEE Mg RAEH—1, T Ak
T#H ERFEFEN—HE, EELEREAFALRRPNEEZRZ, ELE%E — MW, See
Jeremy Waldron, Introduction in Jeremy Waldron ( ed. ), Theories of Rights ( OUP 1984 ) 11;
MacCormick, Rights in Legislation(n 43)197,208.

[47) See Kelch, The Role of the Rational(n 2) 10ff;for an interest—based approach to animal rights, see
eg Feinberg, The Rights of Animals and Unborn Generations(n 19) ;Cochrane(n 5) 19ff.

(48) See Kramer,Do Animals and Dead People Have Legal Rights? (n 2)29;MacCormick, Rights in
Legislation(n 43)192.
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(49) J Raz,Legal Rights(1984)4 OJLS 1,12;Waldron, Introduction(n 46)12,14.

(50) See William A Edmundson,An Introduction to Rights(2nd edn, CUP 2012) 97; Joseph Raz, The
Morality of Freedom ( Clarendon Press 1986) 176; Feinberg, The Rights of Animals and Unborn
Generations(n 19)167.

(51) See Kramer,Do Animals and Dead People Have Legal Rights? (n 2)33ff,39.

(52) Raz,The Morality of Freedom(n 50) 166, 177ff; see also Neil MacCormick , Children’ s Rights:A
Test— Case for Theories of Right in Neil MacCormick , Legal Right and Social Democracy ; Essays in
Legal and Political Philosophy( OUP 1982)159-60.

(53) See RG Frey, Interests and Rights: The Case Against Animals ( OUP 1980 ) 78ff; HI McCloskey,
Rights (1965) 15 The Philosophical Quarterly 115, 126;but see Tom Regan, McCloskey on Why
Animals Cannot Have Rights(1976)26 The Philosophical Quarterly 251.

(54) Harel(n 14)195;Kramer, Do Animals and Dead People Have Legal Rights? (n 2)33.

(55) See e. g. Feinberg, The Rights of Animals and Unborn Generations(n 19) 166 ; Kramer, Do Animals
and Dead People Have Legal Rights? (n 2)39-40;Visa AJ Kurki, Why Things Can Hold Rights:
Reconceptualizing the Legal Person in Visa AJ Kurki and Tomasz Pietrzykowski (eds. ), Legal
Personhood : Animals , Artificial Intelligence and the Unborn( Springer 2017)79-380.

(56) See e. g. Wenar, The Nature of Claim Rights(n 35)207,227 ; Kramer, Do Animals and Dead People
Have Legal Rights? (n 2)54;Feinberg, The Rights of Animals and Unborn Generations(n 19)
166.
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B, BRI AU A s i DAE A8 R SE A s 4 (8 B ik AR S0 E R A
ShPE R s mEaE THEA A S g5 58) Ak @ 2 e T« &
JET R NAEME (59

A S YR Rk O 20K s o B A B 26 3 R 25 R0 N AE A1 9 AR
FR AR G50 E N s B T AR e B, Rl T

TCRE— A 7] 1, 3 B TR R A AR A L R AT AE sh W BRI, 38 T i 7= A= S o v
1 B LR
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SUE SRS b T A Ak SO 8 2 0 S B0 R i Sk ik
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(57) See also Kurki, Why Things Can Hold Rights(n 55)80.

(58) See Thomas G Kelch, A Short History of ( Mostly) Western Animal Law: Part 11,19 Animal Law
Review 347,348ff(2013) ; Bilchitz, Moving Beyond Arbitrariness(n 34)44ff; AR 43X — B th 7 4
Jeik ke (2016 4 12 A 8 B ,CCT 1/16[57]) 48 H ,“ R 47 3h 48 Aty ZL A R & 2 AU 2%
PAEWEEMCTE R AR T A EA MR NANE (A ER);ZEREFEY
“ethischer Tierschutz” — Ak X T s/ W@ A 9 X frdE A £ PO WL £ §, See Margot
Michel, Law and Animals;An Introduction to Current European Animal Protection Legislation’ in
Anne Peters, Saskia Stucki and Livia Boscardin ( eds ), Animal Law: Reform or Revolution?
( Schulthess 2015)91-2.

[59) 1999 Federal Constitution( Bundesverfassung) (CH) , Article 120(2)and 2005 Animal Welfare Act
( Tierschutzgesetz) (CH) , Article 1 and 3(a) ;2010 Animal Welfare Act( Tierschutzgesetz) (LI) ,
Article 1;2018 Animal Welfare Act( Loi sur la protection des animaux) ( LU), Article 1; 1977
Experiments on Animals Act( Wet op de dierproeven) ( NL) , Article 1a;European Parliament and
Council Directive 2010/63/EU of 22 September 2010 on the protection of animals used for
scientific purposes[ 2010]OJ L.276/33, Recital 12.

(60) See eg Steven M Wise, Legal Rights for Nonhuman Animals: The Case for Chimpanzees and
Bonobos(1996) 2 Animal Law Review 179, 179; Richard A Epstein, Animals as Objects, or
Subjects ,of Rights in Cass R Sunstein and Martha C Nussbaum ( eds. ) , Animal Rights: Current
Debates and New Directions ( OUP 2005 ) 144ff; Francione , Animals , Property ,and the Law(n 2)
91ff;Kelch, The Role of the Rational (n 2) 18; Court of Appeal of Alberta, Reece v. Edmonton
(City) ,2011 ABCA 238[ 6] ; Herrmann v. Germany App no 9300/07 (ECtHR, 26 June 2012) ,
separate opinion of Judge Pinto de Albuquerque,38;Noah v Attorney General HCJ 9232/01[ 2002~
2003 ]IsrLR 215,225,232,253.
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AR R AR AH A S35 R u PR R P s (64) AR IAT 1 sh s R sy

(61) X R IUAT 20 4y ik AR BN O < o B AR, % 91 2L0R F AT 20 48 AL o,

[62) See eg Cass R Sunstein, Standing for Animals ( with Notes on Animal Rights) 47 UCLA Law
Review 1333 (2000 ) ( claiming that current animal welfare law creates “a robust set of animal
rights” or even “an incipient bill of rights for animals”. ibid 1334,1336) ; Bilchitz , Moving Beyond
Arbitrariness(n 34) 43ff,48-9 ( concluding that “the existing statutory framework can already be
seen to confer certain legal rights upon animals” ;50 fn 61) ;Jerrold Tannenbaum , Animals and the
Law ; Property , Cruelty ,Rights ,62 Social Research 539,581 ( 1995) ; Beauchamp ( n 2) 207 ; Wise,
Hardly a Revolution (n 2) 910ff; this view was endorsed by the Supreme Court of India 7 May
2014, civil appeal no 5387 of 2014[ 27 ] (#& M W7 lE A ah 4 %) A 2k F F 3t 30 4 71 T4y X
%D —Fh R S O F R T o A AR e ARL )

[63) See eg Joel Feinberg, Human Duties and Animal Rights in Feinberg, Rights,Justice ,and the Bounds
of Liberty(n 19)193-4 et passim;Kramer, Do Animals and Dead People Have Legal Rights? (n
2)54;Wenar, The Nature of Claim Rights (n 35) 218,220; Visa AJ Kurki, A Theory of Legal
Personhood( OUP 2019)62-5.

(64) Matthew H Kramer, Legal and Moral Obligation in Martin P Golding and William A Edmundson
(eds. ) ,The Blackwell Guide to the Philosophy of Law and Legal Theory,188( Blackwell 2005) .
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(65) 1l 4w, F B 3E A % Bk ME R B 1A B« AR R AR = A U5, 4o A By T AU 89 7= 4 " Cass
R. Sunstein, Rights and Their Critics, 70 Notre Dame L. Rev. 727,746(1995).

(66) See also Kelch, The Role of the Rational(n 2)8-9.

[67) See Lyons(n 29)176;Waldron, Introduction(n 46) 10; critically Kramer, Rights Without Trimmings
('n 17) 85ff; Visa AJKurki, Rights , Harming and Wronging : A Restatement of the Interest Theory ,38
OJLS 430,436ff(2018).

[68) See eg Beauchamp(n 2)207;Feinberg, The Rights of Animals and Unborn Generations(n 19)161—
2,166;Bilchitz, Moving Beyond Arbitrariness(n 34)45-6; 7% — & b B E & % &k A b, R
T % 5k T S0 B M 69 IE % 28 1 (“rechertigender Notstand” ) , 7 LA AUFA A & 20 4 4% T 2 % %
AR A 2, B (E 3K 4 3 F 2 4 BT A # B9 Fl 32 . OLG Naumburg, judgment of 22 February 2018,
case no 2 Rv 157/17, recital Il ;on why animals need directed rather than indirect duties, see
Edmundson, Do Animals Need Rights? (n 2)350ff.

[69) See also Francione,Animals , Property ,and the Law(n 2)100.

(70) Hart,Legal Rights(n 25)181-2,190.

(71) MacCormick, Rights in Legislation(n 43)199.
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(72) Raz, The Morality of Freedom (n 50) 167, 170f; see also Alan Gewirth, Introduction in Alan
Gewirth, Human Rights: Essays on Justification and Applications ( University of Chicago Press
1982) 14.

(73) See Kramer, Rights Without Trimmings(n 17)40.

(74) Gewirth(n 72) 14.

(75) & T ITEMLE , R AR H,
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(76) Raz,The Morality of Freedom(n 50)166,180-1.

(77) See MacCormick, Rights in Legislation(n 43)191-2;Raz,Legal Rights(n 49)13-14.

(78) —HFFH AN EAERFRAE A0 4 B AT H A4 7, See eg Ronald Dworkin, Justice for
Hedgehogs (Harvard UP 2011)405-6( 38 H 3 AR 2 Al B A MA LT A KA R+
e B3R A AT AR

(79) EEELAAGHRANGEXZFTEERET, L PEETEERT T, S WBEEEEERT
FEA, ERMAAAGFAREAZHRARE LT 28, B HIF L% FR L IA N
B4 E AR AR BAF]”, See critically Kurki, Why Things Can Hold Rights’ (n 55)71,85-6.
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[80) See generally Francione,Animals,Property ,and the Law(n 2)91ff.

(81) On this,see Kai Moller, Proportionality and Rights Inflation in Grant Huscroft, Bradley W Miller
and Gre goire Webber, Proportionality and the Rule of Law : Rights, Justification , Reasoning 166
(CUP 2014 ) ;Harel(n 14) 197ff; Waldron , Introduction(n 46) 14ff.

(82) Ronald Dworkin, Rights as Trumps’ in Waldron, Theories of Rights(n 46) 153.

(83) Bernard E Rollin, The Legal and Moral Bases of Animal Rights in HB Miller and WH Willliams
(eds. ) ,Ethics and Animals( Humana Press) 106( 1983).

(84) See Tom Regan,The Day May Come :Legal Rights for Animals,10 Animal Law Review 11,15-16
(2004).

(85) Frederick Schauer,A Comment on the Structure of Rights, 27 Ga L Rev 415,429 et passim(1993) .

(86) Jeremy Waldron, Rights in Conflict in Jeremy Waldron, Liberal Rights : Collected Papers 1981-1991
(CUP 1993)209,215-16( emphasis added ) ; see also Frederick Schauer, Rights, Constitutions and
the Perils of Panglossianism,38 OJLS 635,637(2018).

(87) Correlative to Council Regulation ( EC) 1099/2009 of 24 September 2009 on the protection of
animals at the time of killing[ 2009 ] OJ L303/1, Article 4 and Annex 1.

(88) Correlative to European Parliament and Council Directive 2010/63/EU of 22 September 2010 on
the protection of animals used for scientific purposes[ 2010]OJ L276/33, Article 14(1) (2).

(89) Correlative to 2008 Animal Welfare Ordinance( Tierschutzverordnung) (CH) , Article 178a(3).
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(90) NEFBEFEREBEEARNYEFETBRAT IO BAZNERE, A FERAY" EE
WEFE, KR R ENENE LR ET, A, XM EEENERIT L, TER
EIR D FriE ik B JE %, Noah v Attorney General (n 60)234-5. See also Shai Lavi, ¢ Humane
Killing and the Ethics of the Secular; Regulating the Death Penalty, Euthanasia, and Animal
Slaughter,4 UC Irvine Law Review 297,321(2014) (5 H“ R A F M ERG T R EEZ R,
EXRNEWATHHF X BATHEA N ER AR, BEF AN RERLRE),

(91) As MacCormick, Children’ s Rights(n 52)159 4% t . IR A2 K G AT 2| BB 5%, DB A F
VEZERE " XHFRNEE HFRERKAAGDEAGRP B RN EES, RESE
Yk AR AR X EARAR BN ER T ERX A B RE CIEM A HE M, See,on
this point,Regina Binder, Animal Welfare Regulation : Shortcomings , Requirements , Perspectives in
Anne Peters, Saskia Stucki and Livia Boscardin ( eds. ), Animal Law: Reform or Revolution?
( Schulthess 2015) 83.

[92) eg correlative to 1972 Animal Welfare Act( Tierschutzgesetz) (DE), § 1 and 17(1).

[93) eg correlative to 2005 Animal Welfare Act( Tierschutzgesetz) (CH) , Article 1 and 26(1) (a).

[94) eg derived from Animal Welfare Act 2006( UK) ,s 4.

(95) See eg Supreme Court of India 7 May 2014, civil appeal no 5387 of 2014[ 62 ] ( J& F b 4y 18 Fl %,
R R A AR A T B AR A B AR A A R DL ROR B R B A
F) ; similarly , Court of Appeal of Alberta, Reece v Edmonton ( City) ,2011 ABCA 238, dissenting
opinion Justice Fraser[ 43].

(96) fldn, W RAF S ELWE b EETEA O EF T AR &, L % T L 0LEIHAE
By R AR KR AR R

[97) See Edmundson,Do Animals Need Rights? (n 2)346;Harel (n 14) 198; Laurence H Tribe, Ten
Lessons Our Constitutional Experience Can Teach Us About the Puzzle of Animal Rights:The Work
of Steven M Wise,7 Animal Law Review 1,2(2001).
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(98) Waldron, Rights in Conflict(n 86)209-11.

[99) See Francione ,Animals , Property ,and the Law(n 2) 17ff,109.

(100) Francione,Animals, Property ,and the Law(n 2)114.

(o) RN, EHAEAENFRRAMAN AR 2, —FAF R AERLFRP O HLZE
MK ERE R R ER] A FE, mRIZF E R ZAFIRY, X EEE R E R T UM ZA G HAT
R %], See Schauer,A Comment on the Structure of Rights(n 85)430 et passim.

(102) MR F, Z TN h o 48 A R P A D R oy 3 i AROR AR B0RE A B A
FOREERLE D HAEP A", See Sunstein, Standing for Animals(n 62)1335.
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