Ne22019

UDC 342.9:343.62

LINKS BETWEEN DOMESTIC VIOLENCE AND ANIMAL ABUSE:
INTERNATIONAL EXPERIENCE

3B’130K JOMALIIHBOT'O HACWJIBCTBA TA JKOPCTOKOI'O ITOBO/IZKEHHSI
3 TBAPUHAMMU: MIZKHAPOJHUU JTOCBIJ

Kachynska M.O.,

Candidate of Law,

Associate Professor of Police Activity and Public Administration Department
of Kharkiv National University of Internal Affairs

The article is devoted to the problem of the relationship between domestic violence and animal abuse. Particular attention is paid to the
analysis of psychological interactions and peculiarities of the interaction between the aggressor, victim and animal. The analysis focuses
on studies by international scholars on the failure of parents to take responsibility for child upbringing, child abuse and their links to animal
abuse. Also, the consequences of domestic violence not only for the first-generation family, but also the consequences of prolonged domestic
violence, which are already passed on to the next generation as an established pattern of behaviour, are analysed in detail. By analysing the
identified offences, special attention is paid to animal abuse as an important indicator of not only the existence of domestic violence, but also
the tendencies of the offender.

In the article, the author defines the essence of the term “animal abuse”, namely, it is mistreatment of animals, including homeless animals,
which can include torture, physical suffering, injuries, death, and inoculation of animals, committed with malicious or negligent motives, the aban-
donment of domestic and farm animals to their fate, including violations of animal retention rules.

The article presents the results of studies by British scholars on the existence of a link between domestic violence and ill-treatment of animals.
Separately analysed a series of historical events preceding the identification of the relationship. In 1822, the United Kingdom adopted the Martin
Act, which first provided for the welfare of animals, and forbade cruel and inappropriate handling of animals. Organisations similar to the British
Royal Society for the Prevention of lll-Conservation with Animals were created in 1865 in the United States, and in 1869 in Canada. Efforts have
been made to protect the rights of children, which have only developed as a result of the work on humane treatment of animals.

Key words: domestic violence, animal abuse, child abuse, international experience, latency of domestic violence, latency of animal abuse,
prevention.

CraTTio npucBsiveHo nNpobnemi B3aeMOo3B’si3Ky AOMALLHBbOMO HaCWUIbLCTBA Ta XOPCTOKOro NOBOAKEHHS 3 TBapuHamu. Ocobnusy ysary npugi-
NEHO aHanidy NCUXonoriyHKx 3B’A3kiB Ta 0COBNMBOCTEN B3aEMOAIT arpecopa, notepninoi ocobu Ta TBapuHKU. AHani3 30cepemkyeTbcst Ha JoCHi-
IDKEHHAX 3apyBiKHMNX YYEHMX LLIOAO HEBUKOHAHHSA 6aTbkamm 060B’AA3KiB CTOCOBHO BUXOBAHHS AUTWUHM, XXOPCTOKOTO MOBOAXKEHHS 3 AiTbMU Ta iXHiX
3B’A13KIB i3 )KOPCTOKVMM NOBOKEHHSM i3 TBApUHAMU. Takox AeTanbHO NpoaHani3oBaHO He NuLe Hacnigky JOMAaLUHbOro HacUnNbCTBa AN POAUHN
B MEPLLOMY MOKOMiIHHI, @ W HacMiAKW TPMBaNoro AOMaLLHbOrO HAaCUMNbLCTBA, WO NepefarTbCs BXe HACTYMHOMY MOKOMIHHIO SK ycTaneHa Moaens
nosegiHku. ig yac aHanisy uux npaBonopyLleHb crneLiarnibHa yBara NpuginseTbCs X)XOPCTOKOMY NOBOMKEHHIO 3 TBAPMHAMM SIK BaXKNIMBOMY iHAM-
KaTopy He TifbKu1 iCHyBaHHS AOMALLHBOTO HAaCWUMbCTBA, a i CBIAYEHHS LLOAO MapriHanbHUX HaXUniB NPaBOMOPYLLHMKA.

130


libr
Размещенное изображение

libr
Размещенное изображение


[opiBHsUIBHO-aHATITUYHE IPABO

Y cTaTTi aBTOp HaBOAMTb BU3HAYEHHSI TEPMIHA «KOPCTOKE MOBOMKEHHS 3 TBApUHAMMU», KU BiH pO3yMie siK 3HYLLAHHSA Hag TBapuHamu, y
TOMy Ymncni 6e3npuTynbHUMM, WO CMIPUYUHUIIO MYYEHHS, 3aBAaso iM (isnYHOro CTpaxaaHHs, TIMECH: YLUKOMXKEHHS, KaniuTBo abo npu3eeno Ao
3arnbeni, HaLbKoOBYBaHHS TBapWH OfjHA Ha OfHY Ta Ha iHLUKX TBAPWH, BYMHEHE 3 XYNIraHCbKUX Y KOPUCTIMBUX MOTMBIB, 3aNMULLEHHS JOMALLHIX i
CiNbCbKOrocnoAapCbKMX TBApUH HaMpU3BONALLE, @ TAKOX MOPYLUEHHS NPaBuU yTPUMaHHS TBapuH.

Y crtaTTi HaBOASTLCSA pe3ynbTaTi JOCHiMKeHb OPUTAHCBKUX YYEHUX MPO iCHYBaHHS 3B'S3KYy MiX [OMALUHIM HacWIIbCTBOM Ta >KOPCTOKUM
NOBOKEHHAM i3 TBapyvHaMu. OKpemMo aHanidyeTbCsl HM3Ka iCTOPUYHKX MOAIN, WO nepedyBany BUSBIIEHHIO LIbOr0 B3aEMO3B's3Ky. 3a3Ha4eHo,
wo B 1822 p. y Benukiit BputaHii 6yno npuitHato 3akoH MapTiHa, sikuii yneplue nepegbayas Gnarononyyysi TBapuH Ta 3abOPOHSIB XOPCTOKeE 1
HenpaBuIibHe NOBOKEHHS 3 TBapuHamu. OpraHisallii, cxoxi Ha BputaHcbke koponiBcbke TOBapUCTBO 3 NOMEPeIKEHHS XKOPCTOKOrO NMOBOKEHHS
3 TBapuHamu, 6ynu cTeopeHi B 1865 p. B CLUA 1a B 1869 p. B KaHagi. 3ycunns, cnpsiMoBaHi Ha 3axuCT npaB AiTeN, OTpUMarni po3BUTOK NULLIE SIK

pesynstat poboTH pyxy LLOAO NYMAaHHOMO NOBOMKEHHS 3 TBAPUHAMMU.

KntouyoBi cnoBa: HacunbCTBO B POAWHI, 3NI0YMHU HaZ TBapUHaMU, HACUMBbCTBO Haf AiTbMU, 3apyBikHWIA JOCBIA, NAaTeHTHICTb HAacUNbLCTBa B

POAVHI, NATEHTHICTb NPaBONOPYLUEHb Haz TBAPUHAMM, NPEBEHLIS.

Formulation of the problem. It is widely acknowledged
that the phenomenon of domestic violence is an offence, it
is recognised internationally as discrimination of fundamen-
tal human rights and freedoms. Most countries of the world,
including Ukraine, for the commission of domestic violence
provide legal liability (criminal, administrative, civil law).

Analysis of publications in which there is a solution
of this problem. A large number of works by domestic and for-
eign scholars, such as A. Baidy, K. Levchenko, U. Novakovska,
A. Dominichak, E. Bienkowska, L. Sukmanowska and others,
are devoted to the study of prevention and counteraction to
domestic violence. Separate scholars have considered the rela-
tionship between domestic violence and animal abuse, such
as F. Arkow, B. Blonsk, J. Zorz, M. Zinley, and others. How-
ever, given the high latency of domestic violence, the exis-
tence of a large variety of stereotypes and myths, differences
in the understanding of the place of man and animal in society,
the difference in the effectiveness of the response of police
officers from different countries to cases of domestic violence,
and animal abuse, there are a number of aspects that require
further research. The indicated themes determine the relevance
of the chosen subject.

Basic content. In order to understand what kind of atti-
tude towards animals can testify to domestic violence, we will
consider the notion of animal abuse. Namely, it is abusing
animals, including homeless animals, which causes torture,
inflicts physical suffering, injuries, injury or death. This results
in the inoculation of animals one by one and on other animals,
committed with hooligan or similar motives, the abandonment
of domestic and farm animals to their fate, including violations
of animal retention rules [1].

“The traditional approach to the problem of domestic violence
by lawyers, law enforcement officers in general and the police in
particular focuses exclusively on people’s relationships, which
is an undeniable mistake”, says P. Arkow [2, p. 49]. However,
the modern doctrine of domestic violence prevention uses
a multidisciplinary approach to address this problem, and also
recognises that there is a high presence of psychological rela-
tionships in which pets are involved. The latter are often called
actual “family members” who are fully involved in her life. Deep
attachment to pupils, especially among women and children, in
domestic violence situations, often allows aggressors to use cru-
elty to or threats to animals as a way of establishing (strengthen-
ing) control over victims [2, p. 49].

There is significant common ground with animal abuse
and domestic violence. Offenders who commit violent crimes
against human beings often begin to realise their first manifes-
tations of such a violent model of animal behaviour. Cruelty
to animals, apart from violence against a living creature, may
also be a form of psychological blackmail of a child or a part-
ner [3, p. 345].

Researchers L. Merz-Perez and K. Hiede in their 2004 work
entitled “Animal cruelty: path way to violence against people”
pointed out that if there is serious animal abuse in the family,
this is the first sign of the fact that there is domestic violence [4].

The literature indicates that the emergence of increased
attention to the relationship between domestic violence
and animal abuse occurred accidentally in the 80 years
of the 20th century. In 1983, an analysis of case offences was

conducted in the United States and Canada. In New Jersey,
the following was found in the investigation of mistreatment
of animals. In 53 families where the ill-treatment of children
or the failure of parents to perform their duties, 60% of these
families had cases of animal abuse that caused injury or death
of the animal. Most often harmed by one of the aggressive
(parent or adoptive) parents who deliberately committed vio-
lence against the child (or children), as well as domestic ani-
mals, to intimidate or control the minor [3, p. 347].

The likelihood of animal abuse increased when children
were subjected to physical violence (88%) than when they
became victims of psychological or sexual violence. Although
parents committed most of the animal abuse, it was noticed
that the children, too, pushed, kicked, or teased these animals
[3, p. 347].

A study of 23 British family cases known to the Royal
Society for the Prevention of Sexual Abuse was found that
82% of the children were registered with the local services
for the ill-treatment of children or due to the failure of their
parents to perform their duties [3, p. 347].

Cases of violent behaviour to animals are the first mani-
festations of human deviant behaviour in society in general. In
a person, due to certain circumstances or factors, the intention
is formed to meet their psychological needs, to cause harm
to others. As an injured party, an aggressor chooses the most
vulnerable victim with the least probability of exposing his
unlawful deeds. After the first attempt, the aggressor will try
to repeat the experience, as well as avoid punishment. The
offender’s actions are changing and improving, the person
can engage collaborators, shoot and show videos on the web,
and so on. Such marginal inclinations can be formed under
the influence of various factors, namely:

— its own sad experience of the violence experienced in
itself in the past. In the event that the victim has not been given
the proper assistance of a psychologist as a protective mecha-
nism, he can begin to do what he has done before. So, to say
a person chooses to be an “aggressor”, not a victim;

— the imperfection of the legal system creates a sense
of impunity and permissiveness, which leads to an increase
in crime;

— copying behaviour model, people around, relatives,
family. In 2/3 of the cases, children copy the model of their
parents’ behaviour, and take as a basis the behaviour that they
saw in childhood, etc.

For the reason of the marginal behaviour of individuals, in
general, and domestic violence in particular, it is possible to
include a number of factors and reasons, and to carry out their
analysis. However, we will look at the animal abuse through
the prism of identifying and preventing domestic violence,
rape juveniles, parents’ failure to fulfil their parental responsi-
bilities, child abuse, and the proper enforcement of legislation
in the area of animal protection.

In order to confirm the link between animal abuse
and domestic violence, we will consider the results of studies
of international scientists on this issue.

Understanding domestic violence, cruelty to animals in
the sense that it exists today and the establishment of links
with animal abuse preceded a series of historical events.
In 1822, the United Kingdom adopted the Martin Act,
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which foresaw the welfare of animals and forbade the cruel
and inappropriate handling of animals [5]. Understanding
the need to ban hard-hitting animals was also recognised
after the creation of the British Royal Society for the Preven-
tion of Cruelty to Trafficking in Animals in 1824 [3, p. 347].
The headquarters were located in the city of London. In
1935, the Pisa Act was adopted, which clarified that ill-treat-
ment was spreading to dogs and other domestic animals,
bird and neck battles were banned, and attention was paid to
improving slaughter standards [5].

Organisations similar to the British Royal Society for
the Prevention of Ill-Conservation with Animals were created
in 1865 in the United States, and in 1869 in Canada. Efforts
have been made to protect the rights of children, yet have only
developed as a result of the work on humane treatment of ani-
mals. After the New York Society for the Prevention of Child
Abuse, the case was based on the fact that the child was hun-
gry, beaten up, imprisoned and equated to the “victim ani-
mal” [3, p. 347]. This shock came namely in 1874, especially
when the caregivers of the young Mary Helen Wilson cruelly
treated her, and the community intervened. After unsuccess-
ful attempts to take the child out of a hostile environment,
to represent the interests of the child agreed to Elbrides
T. Gerry — a New York Society of Law Advocate for the Pre-
vention of Cruelty to Animals. Which, after the child protec-
tion services and officials refused to help the child, decided,
referring to the norms of the law on animal abuse, equated
the child with the victim and defeated him. As a result, Guerra
emerged as a leader in the new aid movement for children,
and founded in 1875 an organisation called New York City
Against Child Abuse. This was the world’s first human rights
organisation for children [6, p. 48].

Rights of the child were acquired only after the publi-
cation of Henry Kempe in 1962, an article entitled «Bitten
Child Syndrome» [3, p. 347]. Dr. S. Henry Kempe was a pio-
neer in the medical and social aspects of child abuse, he ana-
lysed the forms of violence against children existing at that
time. Discussing the significance of the work “Childbirth
Syndrome” in the prospect of legal proceedings, Judge Jus-
tin Visse Polier, pointed out that the pre-community in talk-
ing about violence against children and failure to fulfil their
duties by parents moved from the interpretation of “father-
sovereign” to “father-monster”, but the position was not
always in line with intervention. The judge condemned this,
and demanded a revision of the quality of education, as well
as considering the main purpose of legal proceedings to
assist children who are abusively treated or whose parents
are not performing their duties [7, p. 5].

In the 1970s, researchers continued to study the connec-
tion between violence against women, ill-treatment of children
and animals. The scientist Tapia analysed the antisocial behav-
iour of children, found cases when children mocked animals.
In the subsequent analysis of the above, after nine years, he
established that the designated children should be a product
of the upbringing of the violent to the surrounding environ-
ment (family). Other studies indicate that brutal handling
of animals by children is an indicator (a marker) that a minor
is suffering from domestic violence, or it is the first marginal
inclining that he will continue in the future. Thus, Hutton
found that families had cruelly behaved animals, 83% of cases
found or suspected parents neglect their parental responsibili-
ties or abuse of children [6, p. 51].

Despite the above, during this period a woman was still
not recognised as a victim of domestic violence, due to a sanc-
tioned society, composed of centuries of tradition, political,
legal and religious traditions, but that all family members are
the owner’s property (head) of the family who had all the power
to discipline and punish his wife and children [3, p. 359].
However, in the second half of the 20th century, the public
recognised the problem of domestic violence against women,
and the feminist movement began to develop.

Despite the fact that the connection between animal
abuse and domestic violence was detected a long time ago,
it has not been studied consistently. The Canadian scholars
Liza and Marie Zilney, in 2005, reviewed reports from two
organizations, namely, the Family and Children’s Services
and Humane Society Services, located in Wellington, Can-
ada. The researchers analysed the information that came to
these organisations within 12 months and set the following.
In 20% of the total number of families, namely 1 485 fami-
lies registered with the Family and Children Service, were
domesticated animals. In the analysis of animal abuse, namely
247 cases, 10 cases of domestic violence were reported, which
was reported to the Family and Children’s Service [6, p. 48].

The connection between animal abuse and domestic vio-
lence against women was investigated by scientists who
indicate the following. In the study of women in shelters for
victims of domestic violence, they discovered that they talked
about the violence of their partner not only over them but also
over animals. Victims delayed “escape” to the shelter from
an aggressive partner as they feared the welfare of their ani-
mal. A study was conducted in the United States in 1998 that
found that shelter for domestic violence victims in Utah had
71% of trafficked women having domestic animals and their
partner threatened or injured an animal. In 2000, while con-
tinuing research on this topic in South Carolina, it was found
that 46,5% of women victims of abandonment reported animal
abuse from the side of aggressors [8, p. 42].

In 2004, Australia conducted a study for which 2 control
women were selected. The first group consisted of 104 shelters
for victims of domestic violence, the other 102 women who
were members of the local community. The main criterion for
respondents was that they should have at least one pet. 40% of
the respondents from the first group noted that their partners
aggressors threatened or beat domestic animals. In turn, 6%
of respondents from the second group indicated that their part-
ners are cruel to the animals. 17,5% of women from the first
group stated that their partners still killed the animal, in turn, no
other member of the second group had stated about it [8, p. 42].

In the United States, 99% of respondents consider pets to be
family members (63,2%) or companions (35,8%) and indicate
that most animals are in families with children, and women
are caring for the animal. According to the above, and tak-
ing into account the dynamics of the relationship between
man and animal, 18% to 45% of women entering the shelter
for victims of domestic violence, delayed their escape as they
experienced domestic pets. The refusal to leave their pets was
even more problematic in rural areas, where access to shelters
and animal care services is more limited [2, p. 50].

Cruelty to animals is not common in all households where
domestic violence is committed. However, in the United
States, in 71% of cases where domestic violence has occurred,
the victims indicate that their partners killed, injured or threat-
ened to do so with animals, and this was used as a means
of demonstrating power. Such cases of animal abuse often
serve as a vivid demonstration or a transparent hint of intent
of the attacker, with a psychological implication or a message
that everything that is done with the animal will be commit-
ted to the victim, if he does not comply with the aggressor’s
request. Cases of animal abuse are necessarily carried out in
the physical presence of women and / or children. According
to research on this topic, 87% of ill-treatment was committed
in the presence of women, and 75% in the presence of chil-
dren. The presence of women and children who witness acts,
contributes to emotional trauma, the retention of the whole
family in hostages and excludes possible protest [2, p. 51].

Conclusions. Hence, the identification of animal abuse
makes it possible for law enforcement authorities in a timely
manner to identify domestic violence, child abuse, failure by
parents to fulfil their duties, and take appropriate measures
to stop it, to bring the perpetrators to justice and to eliminate
the negative consequences of this phenomenon.
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