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2006 September  26 

 

 

C le rk  to  B i l l s  Commi t tee on 

Prevent ion o f  Crue l ty  to  An ima ls  (Amendment)  B i l l  2006 

Ema i l :  nsyeung@legco.gov .hk 

 

 

An ima ls  have the r ight  to  l i fe  and happ iness;  o therwise  you and I  w i l l  not  be  s i t t ing  in  th i s  meet ing 

today .  I  am submi t t ing  th i s  paper  concern ing the  above-capt ioned B i l l  as  an  ind iv idua l  c i t i zen  o f  

Hong Kong SAR.  

 

A  human be ing capab le  o f  commit t ing  c rue l ty  ac t  towards  non-human an ima ls ,  be  the  c rue l ty  in  the  

form of  abuse,  neg lec t  or  k i l l ing ,  i s  a  s i ck  ind iv idua l .  An ind iv idua l  who i s  s i ck  in  the mind.  We do 

not  pun ish  a  s i ck -minded c r im ina l  by  monetary  f ine  or  impr i sonment  sentence hop ing  th i s  person  

w i l l  cor rec t  h i s  behav ior ,  and th ink ing tha t  our  pun i t i ve  measures  w i l l  PREVENT crue l ty  towards  

an ima ls .  

 

Shou ld  we not  have rea l i zed by  today that  laws  do  not  PREVENT—STOP!  may I  say—s ick -minded 

human be ings  f rom commit t ing crue l ty  ac t  towards  non-human an ima ls?  I f  pun i t ive  measures  even  

in  the  h ighest  form of  death  pena l ty  had worked at  a l l ,  d rug abuse/ t ra f f i ck ing  wou ld  have been 

s topped,  c r imes wou ld  have been  s topped .  

 

I ’m not  speak ing  aga ins t  s t r i c t  pena l t ies .  S ince  I ’m on ly  g iven  th ree  minutes  to  speak  out  today ,  

I  be l ieve we can on ly  and we need to  address  th i s  i ssue  f rom a macro perspect ive .  Here ’ s  the  b ig  

p ic ture :  

 

1 .  We have ex i s t ing laws.  Many of  you  recommended an  “update”  of  the  an ima l  protect ion  laws ,  

t rue ,  but  even when equ ipped w i th  th i s  handfu l  o f  s imp le ,  pr imi t ive ,  inadequate  laws ,  an ima l  

c rue l ty  cases  are  not  the law enforcement  agenc ies ’  p r io r i ty ;  

 Should we not with this  Bi l l  focus more on pr inciples  and methods to  enable our  

law enforcement  agencies  to  str ict ly  enforce animal  protect ion laws? 

2.  The leg is la t ion  was  premised on  the pr inc ip le  o f  Pun ishment,  in  the fo rm of  monetary  f ine  (no 

mat ter  how “s ign i f i cant”  the  sum of  do l la r  va lue i t  may be)  and/or  impr isonment ,  has  p roven 

non-ef fec t ive  in  the PREVENTION o f  c rue l ty  to  an ima ls .  

 Should we not with this  Bi l l  focus more on pr inc iples  and methods,  not  premised 

on punishment but  on “educat ion”? 
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Two issues to be addressed here:  

On “non-punishment” pr inc iple  

∗  Instead of  pr ison confinement,  i t  should be “conf inement to a  psychiatr ic  ward  

to receive proper behaviora l  counsel ing for  a  per iod of  t ime recommended by  

registered psychologists;”  and “mandatory registrat ion with the authori t ies  

and local  d istr ict  counci l  o ff ices of  the offender ’s  cr iminal  record,  and the 

publ ic  (specif ic  neighborhood) made aware of  the of fender ’s  residency.”  

On “educat ion” pr inciple  

∗  We are not  merely  concerned about educat ion for  the offender and publ ic ,  but  

we recognize the need of  education for  the law makers  and enforcement 

agencies.  In our current  societa l  culture  and system, where the l ive l ihood of  

non-human animals  are very much def ined by their  “usable and benef ic ia l  

value”  to  human beings;  where “animals”  are def ined as e i ther  “homable pets”  

or  “not-homable pets”;  where “animals”  are def ined by the deep-rooted 

Chinese culture as e i ther  “edible” or  “not  edib le”;  where our very own “animal  

welfare industry” leaders such as the SPCA r ighteously advocate “no k i l l  does 

not  mean no ki l l” ,  legit imatiz ing senseless ki l l ing and equat ing the wel l-being 

of  animals  with “animal  populat ion control” .  We need more than legis lat ion,  

we need education.  We need more than an update of  the laws,  we need to 

revamp and rejuvenate our own mindset.  

 

Leg is la t ion  premised on  the assumpt ion that  the  pub l i c  was  “bad”  and  had to  be “pun ished”  and 

“coerced”  in to  do ing the  r igh t  th ing ,  ignored the  obv ious—even i f  i t s  proponents  were r ight ,  the 

law wou ld  nonethe less  miss  i t s  in tended ta rge t  s ince  respons ib le  peop le  ac ted respons ib ly  whether  

there  was  a  law or  not ,  wh i le  t ru ly  i r respons ib le  peop le  wou ld  mere ly  ignore  the laws .  

 

“The def ini t ion of  insanity is  do ing the same thing over and over and expecting a 

di f ferent  result .”  

 

Thank you  for  hear ing me out .  

 

A l thea Tan  

Hong Kong c i t i zen  

 


