
      
      Jump to navigation
    

      




    
        
            MENU
        

          
          
   [image: Animal Law Legal Center] 


  
    




    



    

        You are here
	Home


                                           Journal of Animal Law Table of Contents Vol 6

                    
                                
        
      
  

    
        Share
        |
        
        
        
        
    

    









      
                  
      
          
  
  
    

      Documents: 
    
          [image: PDF icon] Journal of Animal Law Vol 6.pdf (1.07 MB)
      

 

    
        

    
              Published by the students of Michigan State University College of Law 

Journal of Animal Law Vol. VI (2010)

The table of contents is provided below.

Other Volumes

 Information about the Journal

 

 

ARTICLES:

 Evolving Functions Of Service And Therapy Animals And The Implications For Public Accommodation Access Rules 

 John Ensminger and Frances Breitkopf...........................................1 
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Israeli courts have recently become increasingly proactive and intervene more often in animal rights issues. Prior to Ploni v. Plonit, a custodial dispute over a family companion animal had yet been determined by an Israeli court. In this case, the Court determined that the companion animals would continue to live with the defendant and adjudicated it using the “good of the animal” test. The use of the “good of the animal,” is a functional concept that allows judicial discretion to avoid familiar disputes and stresses the need to consider the animal’s needs and interests in understanding the special relationship that exists between humans and animals. This Article primarily focuses on two questions: 1) How is the standard “the good of the animal” defined? 2) What are the similarities and differences between this standard and the standard—”the good of the child”—which is used in child custody issues.
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This Note briefly canvasses a few of the important social and legal issues in contemporary animal advocacy and explains how they have become inextricably politically altered in the post September 11, 2001 American consciousness. It argues that while the Animal Enterprise Terrorism Act presents a number of serious legal problems, it still continues to be seen by those in power as the best social and legal response Congress can develop in the face of the broad domestic violence committed by animal rights extremists. While much of this purported activity nevertheless falls under the general purview of states’ criminal law power, some argue that our world has changed too much since 9/11 to leave the acts of these activists to only the workings of the criminal justice system. This Note examines the legal veracity of this argument.
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Companion animals are currently treated as property in the law. When a married couple divorces, the home’s companion animals are  distributed according to the same laws that govern distribution of the furnishings and other inanimate objects that the couple previously shared. As society’s views change and companion animals in the home become more a part of the families they reside with, some courts have taken steps to accommodate this dynamic in the divorce settlement process. While some judges are attempting to award custody of companion animals by thinking outside the box of traditional property concepts, this trend is by no means universal. In this article, I propose a change in the law which would allow all courts to take into account the needs and desires of the companion animal itself by modifying the best interest model currently in use for children involved in custody disputes.
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