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THE ANIMAL CITY 
AN INTRODUCTION TO ANIMAL STUDIES 

 
To be one is always to become with many 

––Donna Haraway 
 

More-than-human sociality is our world as well as theirs 
––Anna Lowenhaupt Tsing 

 
Cross-species sensations are always mediated by power that leaves 

 impressions, which leaves bodies imprinted and furrowed with consequences 
––Eva Hayward 

 
HEADLINE 

 
An introduction to animal studies through the lens of the city 
 

DESCRIPTION 
 
From Rochester to Rome, every city around the world is home to both human and 
nonhuman animals. The form and tenor that co-habitation takes, however—whether 
mutualistic, exploitative, indiWerent, antagonistic, or neighborly—vary culturally across  
time and space. This introduction to the interdisciplinary field of animal studies will trace 
the many configurations between the borough and the “beast” using scholarship in history 
and anthropology. In the first half, we will survey how human-animal relations shaped the 
urbanization of America, producing “the animal city” as we know it today. We will begin in 
17th century with early colonialism and the introduction of domesticated livestock and then 
move to the present through the industrialization of animal agriculture; the mechanization 
of horses; and the rise of petkeeping, zoos, pest and disease control, and the management 
and conservation of wildlife. The next part will comparatively examine how encounters with 
other species animate the everyday experience and meaning of contemporary urban life in 
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cities as diverse as Baku, Dar es Salaam, and Buenos Aires, including beliefs and practices 
about bodies/identity, homes/belonging, and the internet/intimacy. Through cases of slugs, 
capybaras, squirrels, and more, we will explore how interspecies care, violence, and justice 
ramify in human politics, law, and economy, as well as nonhuman physiology, ecology, and 
geography. Alongside readings, responses, and in-class discussions, we will also produce a 
public research project about animals in Rochester that investigates how we live with them 
and how we might yet live otherwise. 
 

FORMAT 
 
This course will be devoted to seminar-style discussion of classic and contemporary  
texts in environmental history, multispecies ethnography, and animal geography. We will 
also converse with queer studies, Black studies, and the environmental humanities, plus 
the occasional foray into medical anthropology and the history of medicine. Last but not 
least, we will engage with the biological sciences, particularly ethology and ecology, so we 
can better grasp animal behavior and the eWects of urbanization on biodiversity. 
 
Each session will cover one article or book chapter, for a total reading load of between  
50 and 100 pages a week. Although I will provide a general itinerary through this subject, 
our particular topics will be determined collectively on the first day of class. All readings 
will be posted online, and you will not have to purchase anything to complete this course. 
 
In addition to class discussion, we might also do small group work, partner conversation, 
and line-by-line analyses of dense passages. We might also view films and review fiction, 
art, and the news. I might periodically lecture to provide historical, cultural, or theoretical 
context, but this will primarily be discussion-based.  
 
Alongside reading scholarship on urban human-animal relations, you will also post a 
response “block” on our shared are.na page (The Animal City) for each text and conduct  
a creative research project, using archival or ethnographic methodologies, that uncovers 
and analyzes Rochester’s interspecies encounters. This project will culminate in a public 
storytelling artifact or event. We will collaboratively select the medium over the course of 
the semester—for instance, a website, a booklet, or an exhibition. 
 
My role as an instructor is to guide you through the academic study of animal studies by 
assigning exercises in reading, writing, research, and creation. I ask that you come willing 
to listen, to me and to your peers, and committed to our joint learning. 
 
There are no pre-requisites for this course. I will provide any necessary background on 
animal studies and/or urban theory. As a course without pre-requisites, I ask that you tell 
me if you are not understanding the material or if the course mechanics are not working as 
intended. It is my responsibility to respond and adapt, but you first need to communicate to 
me the issue. You may do this in-person during class or oWice hours, over email, or by using 
our anonymous feedback form. 

https://www.are.na/richard-fadok/the-animal-city
https://docs.google.com/forms/d/e/1FAIpQLSeTdO5sfH8p4uA8tlH62N6yvgHeW6g65QJEYA5KHDJlDxrlUg/viewform


OUTCOMES 
 
My objective for this course is that you will acquire: 
 

(1) A vocabulary of key concepts in animal studies 
 

(2) An ability to deploy these to understand how nonhuman animals, both real and 
symbolic, shape human political, economic, and sociocultural orders & how, in 
turn, these very same orders pattern our everyday interactions with other species 

 
(3) A familiarity with theories of urbanism(s) past and present, both within and outside 

of the United States 
 

(4) A critical lens toward the grand narratives, discursive categories, and taken-for-
granted assumptions of urban ecology (the expert and lay versions), such as the 
taxonomies of wild/domestic, native/invasive, and resident/migrant, based upon 
empirical analyses of human-animal relations in cities (their logics, textures, and 
rhythms) 

 
(5) Skills in archival and/or ethnographic method 

 
(6) Proficiency with oral, written, and visual communication, particularly with publics in 

and beyond the academy 
 

(7) An “art of noticing” (Tsing 2015) the more-than-human ecologies that make up the 
environments around us—that is, a habit that will help you to see the city anew by 
making the familiar, strange, as we anthropologists like to say, but also the invisible, 
visible 
 

(8) A disposition toward addressing the multispecies injustices of urban life, which I 
have referred to as “bestial urbanism” (Fadok 2024) and which Haraway (2016) has 
termed our “response-ability”  

 
By learning how the animal city (or cities) has been constructed, we are also learning how 
we might deconstruct, and reconstruct, it. Between readings, discussion, and your project, 
I hope that you start to relate to the environment diWerently, to feel motivated and equipped  
to take action around pressing ecological problems of urban biodiversity, whether that may 
be in a formal capacity as a scientist, politician, or advocate, or informally, in your everyday 
encounters with other species. Theories of the more-than-human are, to put it another way, 
more-than-theoretical; they have real, practical consequences for how we cohabit with the 
many forms of life that take hold in cities today. 
 

 
 



GRADING 
 

Reading (20) | Block (20) | Project (60) 
 

Reading Please come to each session with the readings, read. I will take participation 
as a proxy of your reading. I do not expect you to grasp everything that you 
read (that’s what seminar is for), but I do expect you to be attentive, engaged, 
and curious during our conversations. The quality of our class depends on 
your unique insights. I encourage you to annotate your texts with queries, 
quotations, quandaries, and quibbles that will push our discussion in new 
directions. Beyond talk, there are other ways to participate—for instance, 
doodling concepts and sharing them. I realize that we all process materials 
diWerently, so I recommend that, if you are not comfortable speaking out loud 
in class, you post articles, comment on blocks (see below), or engage in any 
other way on our shared site. Visits to my oWice hours also constitute valid 
contributions. Blatant inattention, like sending emails or shopping, as fun as 
it is to do, will detract from your grade. 

 
 During the week of March 3rd, I will schedule mandatory one-on-one 

meetings to discuss your progress in the course and get to know your goals 
better. 

 
Block1 For each and every meeting of this course, please submit one “block” to  

our are.na page (see above). This block should condense your response to 
the text that was assigned that day and serve as a prompt for our dialogue in 
that session. Your block should consist of (1) a written reflection that tells of 
your interest in the reading, either through a quotation (troubling or insightful) 
or an analysis (questions work too), (2) a link to an article in the news that is 
related to the day’s reading, or (3) an image that you made (sketch, diagram, 
photograph, collage, et cetera). Videos, audio recordings, and/or speculative 
fictions are also welcome! During our class time, we will review the blocks 
collectively. Be prepared to explain your block, briefly, but your explanation 
need not be seen as a presentation; it is a prompt so that we can learn more 
about your interests. Please post these by 8 AM so I have time to look at them 
before class. 

 
You will not receive written feedback on these blocks, but I will mention them 
in class. Should you want comments on your progress in the course, send me 
an email. 

 
Project In lieu of assigning traditional academic essays, you will each independently 

conduct a creative research project throughout the semester, which will then 

 
1 Credit goes to Shannon Mattern for this idea. 



(likely) culminate in some kind of public output, the specifics of which we will 
determine collectively. Your individual contribution could assume the form of 
a paper, a photo-essay, or a podcast, to name three options, and the product 
of the group might be a website, an exhibition, or a booklet (also just possible 
ideas). Together, we will find a medium that best suits your interests, perhaps 
an atlas, a bestiary, or a field guide. The topic, methods, and analytical routes 
of your projects will be up to your choosing. 

 
 Because the final output will (again, likely) be public, you will work on this 

over the duration of the term, revising and iterating. The project will have four 
requirements: 1) a proposal, 2) a report, 3) a first draft, and 4) a final version. 
Instructions for these components will be made available on our are.na page, 
alongside procedures for submission. I will oWer feedback on each of the four 
assignments, and we will also talk them over in class. 

 
POLICIES 

 
Attendance Your attendance is an integral part of the collaborative learning process of a 

seminar. Therefore, attendance is mandatory, for your sake and for the sake 
of everyone else. Please do not miss class unless I have approved your leave 
at least 24 hours prior for a legitimate reason (game, tournament, or a related 
event; illness; and holiday). If you skip class and I have not heard from you, I 
might contact your advisor to check on your wellbeing.  

 
Once you miss two or more classes unexcused, I reserve the right to mark 
your grade down. You will be required to make up any work due to absences, 
excused or not. 

 
 Please arrive punctually. Our sessions are fast. Consistent tardiness without 

a reasonable justification will count as unexcused absences. 
 
Honesty Good scholarship relies on intellectual integrity and academic honesty. 

These are matters of truth and trustworthiness but also of politics and our 
ethical relationships to other people. I expect you to express your voice in 
your blocks and other texts. If and when you reference others’ contributions, 
including ideas from authors or from your peers inside or outside of class, 
you should cite them following citational protocols covered in the guidelines 
I will share for assignments. If you have any doubts, please contact me, but I 
ask that you first reference the university’s guidelines here. 

 
Outright plagiarism—unquoted quotations or obvious paraphrasing without 
attribution—will not be tolerated, and I reserve the right to escalate it. While 

https://www.rochester.edu/college/honesty/


I prefer to take a restorative approach when conflicts in the classroom arise, 
some cases require me to bring these infractions to university administrators 
(as I have done before). 
 
Generative AI technologies, such as ChatGPT, raise fundamental questions 
around not just plagiarism—is it still your voice if you asked ChatGPT to write 
or even structure your paper?—but also the falsification or “hallucination” of 
information, the reproduction of sociocultural bias, the rapacious extraction 
of water and other resources from the earth, and injustice toward annotators 
and other data workers. This is to say nothing of its eWects on laborers, or the 
harms you do to yourself if you delegate the process of thinking to a machine. 
Last, but certainly not least, most writing produced by ChatGPT is bad writing 
(full stop)! 
 
Still, there are some tasks that you might, understandably, wish to automate, 
assuming that you already know how to do them, from literature review to the 
bibliography. In the event that you use some generative AI technology for your 
project, or for your blocks, you are required to  a disclosure statement so that 
I can evaluate the extent of your own contribution. This disclaimer should say 
how you used it, why it was preferred to solo work, and what kind of oversight 
you oWered (e.g., double-checking references). If you want to use this to write 
something more experimental, please check with me first. It is transparency I 
am requesting above all; I need to know how to evaluate your work. 
 
If we decide as a collective later in the semester that the final project will 
involve collaboration, we will revisit the subject of academic honesty in the 
context of group work. 

 
Inclusivity I want everyone to feel safe, included, and heard in my classroom. I ask that 

you respond to others with collegiality and generosity. Discrimination based 
on race, ethnicity, caste, socioeconomic position, religion, dis/ability, sexual 
orientation, or gender identity will not be tolerated. My take on inclusivity is a 
work-in-progress. Please tell me other ways that I can support you during this 
semester. 

 
I will provide reasonable accommodations to students with disabilities who 
have received approval from the OWice of Disability Resources. 
 
While not all requests outside this oWicial channel may be possible, I will do 
my best as your instructor to oWer a classroom that is welcoming to all styles 
of learning. Please tell me if you are experiencing any diWiculties processing 
the material due to the sensory environment (e.g., lighting, sound, etc.) or my 
manner of presentation. 
 

https://www.rochester.edu/provost/gen-ai-education/
https://mitsloanedtech.mit.edu/ai/basics/addressing-ai-hallucinations-and-bias/
https://nyupress.org/9781479837243/algorithms-of-oppression/
https://mit-serc.pubpub.org/pub/the-cloud-is-material/release/1
https://journals.sagepub.com/doi/abs/10.1177/01622439211026371
https://mimanizalesdelalma.com/wp-content/uploads/2024/06/ssrn_id4733572_code6219651.pdf


Content Readings and other media in this course will occasionally depict violence 
against humans and other animals, sometimes graphically. This content can 
be diWicult for some and elicit feelings that we, as a group, ought to respect.  
I will try to moderate frank discussion of pressing issues while acknowledging 
the challenges that this may bring. I will try to oWer some trigger warnings on 
particularly disturbing texts so you can determine what levels of engagement 
are comfortable. If you have suggestions about how to approach subjects we 
cover, please get in touch. 
 

Contact I encourage you to reach out about the course material! Emails, however, 
should be restricted to simple exchanges of information or requests for more 
clarity. Before you email me, please check the syllabus. I aim to respond to 
my emails within a 24-hour period, during weekdays, or a 48-hour window on 
the weekends.  

 
Outside of emails, I recommend visiting during oWice hours to discuss 
anything of substance, such as grades. OWice hours are for your edification. 
We can talk about the readings, about your responses, about your research 
project (method and product), and about anything else related to the course 
material. 

 
Extensions I am committed to a pedagogy of care. I want you to be able to thrive in this 

course, not just as thinkers but also as people, and often thriving, or at least 
surviving as a person, means that you cannot meet each and every deadline. 
I understand of that reality and ask only that you communicate your needs to 
me in a reasonable amount of time. I am not opposed to giving extensions as 
long as you have informed me at least 24 hours in advance. This might be due 
to a personal emergency, or you might simply need extra time amidst all your 
other obligations. Please bear in mind, however, that this course will progress 
quickly, and if you do not turn in your work shortly after the deadline, you risk 
falling behind.  

 
Late work that does not receive an extension will be penalized a third of a 
letter grade per day.  

 
Please note that I am much less inclined to grant an extension on the last 
component of your project due to the public aspect of it, except due to an 
extenuating circumstance. Lateness here aWects not just you but everyone 
else in the course. 

 
SCHEDULE 

 
This course is organized: 1) chronologically (loosely), 2) methodologically (roughly), and  
3) theoretically (partially). 



 
In the first half, we ask how “the animal city,” if there is indeed one, universal model, was 
established within the United States, beginning with the arrival of European colonists and 
progressing up to the mid-20th century. In the second half, we then explore how the animal 
city is inhabited today in particular and sometimes diWering ways, both in the United States 
and elsewhere around the world. Across both halves, we will consider how the materiality 
and meaning of urban living—that is, urbanicity itself—is constituted by the entanglement 
and disentanglement of human and nonhuman animals. 
 
Historians (and the rogue historical geographer) will guide us in the first half and 
anthropological ethnographers (and the rogue geographical ethnographer) will advance the 
way in the second. 
 
All syllabi are situated takes on an academic field. For this syllabus, I have selected a non-
exhaustive range of subjects that introduce contemporary discussions about urban human 
and animal relations. A list of supplemental and further readings will be made available on 
our are.na page, and below I have provided reading introductions and questions. 
 

I 
OVERVIEW 

 
January 21 No readings 
 
We begin, as all good stories do, with a rat carrying a slice of pizza. Why did “Pizza Rat” 
become such an internet darling in 2015? And why for that matter do other celebrity urban 
animals (Neal the seal, Derek the jackdaw, and LA’s famous cougar, P22) become memes 
and other objects of entertainment for residents of cities today? In other words, “why look 
at animals”? The art critic John Berger once argued that animals fascinate us in the modern 
world at the very moment we have become alienated from nature. “Animals,” he opined, 
“have gradually disappeared.” We coddle our house pets, gawk in zoos, and gaze at picture 
books of animals because we have lost everyday contact with them—with wildlife—even 
as we remain dependent on animal products for food and clothing, among other purposes. 
How did this happen? How did urbanization aWect our relationships with animals? Why do 
we compartmentalize some animals in the home, the farm, and the museum, for example, 
while we fawn over, ignore, or fear others? And as cities to swell with animals once again in 
the present, is it indeed true that we are alienated from nature? Have animals re-appeared? 
Which species? Through what political, socio-cultural, and ecological processes? And how 
are we living among them in the epoch referred to as the Anthropocene? 
 
January 23 Jennifer Wolch, “Zoöpolis,” Capitalism Nature Socialism 7.2 (2009): 21-47. 
 
In this landmark essay, which doubles as a political manifesto, the geographer Jennifer 
Wolch oWers a theory of the city that troubles Euro-American dichotomies between nature 
and culture and humans and animals. According to Wolch, urban theorists as diverse as 



mainstream development advocates and radical Marxists have ignored questions around 
animality, instead privileging human occupation. On the contrary, she oWers what she calls 
“transspecies urban theory”—“an urban theory that takes animals seriously,” one which is 
committed to ecosocialist, feminist, and antiracist principles. At the heart of her theory of 
the city is a model of urban human-animal relations that centers nonhuman subjectivities 
(i.e., animal standpoints). She terms the model “zoöpolis” and proposes a research agenda 
based on four lines of inquiry. What are these four lines? How does she both rely upon and 
also criticize approaches from the natural sciences? What is zoöpolis? Is it a model? Is it a 
political strategy? Is it an ethic? What does it include, and what might it leave out? Will her 
model of zoöpolis hold true across the diWerent historical periods we examine? What about 
regions outside the United States? 
  

II 
ENCOUNTER 

 
January 28 Virginia DeJohn Anderson, “King Philip’s Herds: Indians, Colonists, and the 

Problem of Livestock in Early New England,” The William and Mary Quarterly 
51.4 (1994): 601-624. 

 
Virginia Anderson’s essay, the first in a duology on animals in colonial America, begins our 
historical interrogation of zoöpolis, of the “animal city.” Set in New England during the 17th 
century, her analysis looks at how the introduction of domesticated livestock, namely pigs 
and cows, mediated a variety of encounters between English settlers and the Wampanoag 
people,  from eWorts at assimilation all the way to King Philip’s War itself. Animals, she says 
to us, were central to the formation of the republic. Why did the colonists bring animals to 
the New World? What beliefs did they hold about them? Were all animals seen the same? 
How did their beliefs about animal husbandry influence their perception of Native society? 
Where did these ideas come from? What role did economic systems of property play here? 
How did they change? How does domestication function as both an ecological process and 
a mythology and ideology? How did this justify colonization? What conflicts emerged? How 
might the rearing of animals as food continue to animate the practice of settler colonialism 
today? 
 
January 30 Frederick Brown, “Beavers, Cougars, and Cattle,” in The City Is More than 

Human (Seattle: University of Washington Press, 2016), 15-52. 
 
In what is the first “animal history” of a city, Frederick Brown transport us to 19th century 
Puget Sound and the rudiments of Seattle. Like Anderson, Brown is concerned with the role 
played by domesticated animals in the dispossession of Native peoples, here the Coastal 
Salish, as well as the territorial claims of English, and then later American, settler/colonists 
as they arrived. At the heart of this enterprise was a distinction between wild and domestic 
animals, a “cultural artifact that shapes not only humans’ thinking but also the daily lives of 
animals,” and the “sorting” practices that this enabled. How did Euro-American apply their 
beliefs to beavers, cattle, and cougars in various ways? How was domestication at once an 



ecological and a moral phenomenon? What role did emotion play? What about race, class, 
and gender? Were these sorting practices absolute, or was there “blending” at work as well 
within early Seattle? How was the sorting of animals related to the sorting of people? Could 
animals be considered historical actors? Why (not)? How does Brown treat the agencies of 
animals versus Anderson? What methodological issues might arise from a consideration of 
animal history? 
 

III 
ENCLOSURE 

 
February 4 Michael Rawson, “Enclosing the Common,” in Eden on the Charles:  

 The Making of Boston (Cambridge: Harvard University Press, 2010), 22-74. 
 
If Virginia Anderson’s and Frederick Brown’s chapters illuminate the role of animals in the  
prehistory of the American metropolis, this reading from Michael Rawson takes us squarely  
into its early years. How did people co-habit with the domesticated livestock that had been  
introduced around the country? Through a history of the Boston Commons across the 17th  
and 19th centuries, Rawson oWers a glimpse into this nascent world. Introducing this unit’s  
theme of enclosure, he traces a transformation of the Commons from a pasture to a park— 
an urban form that still persists today. How did the use of this landscape evolve? How did  
its meaning change? What factors—legal, political, aesthetic, and socio-economic—led to  
this? How did the residents of Boston begin relating diWerently to cows & nature more  
broadly construed, and how were these relationships structured by class and gender? How  
did the enclosure of the Commons ramify, spatially and culturally? In what ways can we  
still witness these ramifications? 
 
February 6 Andrew Robichaud, “Cow Town,” in Animal City: The Domestication of  

America (Cambridge: Harvard University Press, 2019), 13-46. 
 
Whither the cow? As cities like Boston enclosed their common pastures, where did the 
animals that once grazed there go? This book chapter from Andrew Robichaud tracks the 
shifting animal geographies of antebellum America through a study of urban dairy stables. 
Enclosure, Robichaud argues, went hand-in-hand with the industrialization of animal labor. 
As demand for milk grew—itself the product of the industrialization of human labor—a new 
urban economy rose to meet it. Within such sites of specialized production, some of which 
housed as many as 2000 cows, animals were not just objectified; they were rationalized. If 
the natural rhythms of the bovine body once guided human milking practices, the reverse is 
true of who comes to be known as the “distillery cow”: A desire for more milk at lower costs 
led to year-round, and even posthumous, milking, along with a glut in so-called “swill milk.” 
How was the distillery cow made possible? How did its commodification transform its very 
biology? What eWects did this have on humans, infants in particular? How did urban reform 
advocates react? How were their reactions reinforced by extant ideas about the division of 
city and country? What reforms did they propose, and how were these reforms animated by 
not just religion but also race/ethnicity, class, and gender? Why did their reforms fail? What 



can their past failures teach us about both animal agriculture and animal welfare within our 
present moment? 

 
IV 

NUISANCE 
 

PROPOSALS DUE ON FEBRUARY 13 
 

February 11 Catherine McNeur, “‘The Swinish Multitude’: Controversies over Hogs in 
Antebellum New York City,” Journal of Urban History 37.5 (2011): 639-660. 

 
In the first of our two readings on the theme of “nuisance,” Catherine McNeur shows us 
how free-grazing pigs—a means of subsistence for some, and a blight for others—became 
the object of governance in antebellum New York City. Beginning with human-hog relations 
in what was formerly known as New Amsterdam, McNeur chronicles how two political 
camps (the “anti-hogites” and the “pro-hogites”) coalesced around this divisive animal, 
ultimately resulting in the eruption of violence; the enclosure of the streets; and the 
expulsion of hogs to the geographical extremities of the growing metropolis. What 
ecological role did the hog play within the city? Why did antipathy towards them develop, 
and how was this structured racially and economically? Did gender matter? What were the 
concerns of the anti-hogites versus the pro-hogites? What forms did their conflicts take? 
Who won? Why? How does the meaning of modernity, of the modern city, get defined with 
respect to animals, and specific kinds of animals? What are the lingering eWects of this 
history? Who drove it? Could it have turned out any other way? 
 
February 13 Jessica Wang, “Dogs and the Making of the American State: Voluntary 

Association, State Power, and the Politics of Animal Control in New York City, 
1850-1920,” Journal of American History 98.4 (2012): 998-1024. 

 
Whereas Catherine McNeur showed us how animals—namely, pigs—became objects of 
political governance through their designation as nuisances, Jessica Wang demonstrates 
how the historical study of similar animal control eWorts to muzzle, round up, and kill dogs 
on the street can revolutionize our understanding of the very nature of the American state. 
At the turn of the 19th century, dogs in New York City were free to roam, but over time, Wang 
shows, they were increasingly subjected to heightened forms of management and control, 
from leash laws and bounties to inspections, impoundments, and culls. Importantly, these 
police powers were implemented by a hybrid of private and public actors: the Department 
of Health and the American Society for the Prevention of Cruelty to Animals (ASPCA). How, 
and why, did dogs become construed as nuisances? How did city government consolidate 
powers of animal control, what were those powers, and for what reasons was their exercise 
criticized by urban reformers? What role, if any, did race, class, and gender play? When did 
the ASPCA gain authority, and through what means? How, and why, did the Department of 
Health challenge their authority? How did these challenges unfold, and what powers do the 



ASPCA hold today? How does the function of animal control trouble our common divisions 
between public and private? Why does this matter—historiographically but also politically? 

 
V 

PESTILENCE 
 
February 18 Colin Jerolmack, “How Pigeons Became Rats: The Cultural-Spatial Logic of 

Problem Animals,” Social Problems 55.1 (2008): 72-94. 
 
At first glance, Colin Jerolmack’s historical sociology appears to show how the pigeon was 
construed as a nuisance, much as Wang showed for dogs, and McNeur, pigs. On closer 
inspection, however, we see that Jerolmack is interested in the spatial and cultural logics 
through which “problem animals” in general become constructed as such—how we deem 
not just individuals but entire species vermin, as pests. For Jerolmack, it is when the pigeon 
or any other animal crosses over our “imaginative geographies” of the city that it becomes a 
threat, a symbolic one at that, to our fundamental beliefs about nature/culture. How does 
he develop this argument? What are his methods? Do they have any limitations? Through 
what steps did Jerolmack show how pigeons became nuisances, threats, and then “rats on 
wings”? How does the very nature of the pigeon figure into this? Why do people react so 
strongly to pigeons? What role does metaphor play? What other practices, apart from 
human language, reinforce our beliefs about pigeons? Why does this matter? 

 
February 20 Dawn Day Biehler, “Permeable Homes: A Historical Political Ecology of 

Insects and Pesticides in US Public Housing,” Geoforum 40.6 (2009): 1014-
1023. 

 
Shifting our attention from the streets to the home, the geographer Dawn Day Biehler 
traces how shifts in American pest control practices reflected and reinforced cultural 
distinctions between public/private, exterior/interior, and nature/culture. The control of 
pests, she argues—bedbugs and cockroaches, in particular—roughly follows three periods 
across the 20th century, each driven by a combination of material and ideological factors 
and each constituting a distinct “political-ecological assemblage.” While we typically view 
homes as individual units, divorced from both the public realm and the environment, this 
“political ecology of domestic space” reveals the extent to which the management of 
pestiferous insects has produced these very imaginaries. As you read, you might consider 
the following: How does Biehler “periodize” the 20th century? What were the factors that 
separated these periods? How was the home imagined within these periods? What pest 
control practices did that imaginary demand? What role did the state play in this history? 
Capital? What about women? To what extent were the bedbug and the cockroach historical 
actors in this story? Why does this matter? What might an “ecological politics of the home” 
oWer us today? 
 

 
 



VI 
LABOR 

 
February 25 Clay McShane, “Gelded Age Boston,” The New England Quarterly 74.2 (2001): 

274-302. 
 
While the number of dogs, cows, and pigs seen on the streets urban America gradually 
dwindled throughout the 19th century, one animal remained—proliferated even: the horse. 
In “Gelded Era Boston,” the historian Clay McShane meticulously documents how the labor 
of horses was crucial not simply for this growing East Coast city but for a national economy 
increasingly connected by railroads and waterways. Horses were not, as one might expect, 
replaced by the steam engine, at least at first; instead, they co-evolved with it, transporting 
goods and people and performing a number of functions for the police, ambulance, and fire 
departments. Why did the population of horses explode between 1850 and 1880? How was 
the economic importance of the horse reflected in its changing nature? What was the life of 
a horse like? How were they treated, managed, regulated, and processed? In what ways did 
the horse impact the social and physical geography of the city? How were horses separated 
by race, class, and gender? Why does McShane call horses “cyborgs”? How were the riders 
and other users of horses shaped by their interactions? What led to a decline in their role in 
the city, and how do we primarily encounter horses today? 
 
February 27 Chris Pearson, “Between Instinct and Intelligence: Harnessing Police Dog 

Agency in Early Twentieth-Century Paris,” Comparative Studies in Society and 
History 58.2 (2016): 463-490. 

 
If the harnessing of horsepower in “Gelded Era Boston” depended on an equivalence 
between horses and machines, the historian Chris Pearson shows us how the introduction 
of police dogs in early 20th century Paris relied, instead, on a belief in canine intelligence—
in the continuity between humans and animals. Not long after restrictions on dogs arose 
from fears of rabies, they returned to the streets once again to combat social fears of a 
diWerent kind—a return that was in a constant state of tension. Why did the police adopt 
dogs? How was this tied to the rise of the state? To capitalism? Notions of civilization? To 
what extent was this decision shaped by comparative psychology? How were dogs viewed? 
By whom? Why were they perceived in that way? Where did these ideas come from? Where 
did the dogs come from? How were they trained? Did breed matter? Sex? What mattered in 
a trainer? What tensions arose? Why did the French police cease using dogs? Why did they 
bring them back? Why might we use them today? How does Pearson propose to think 
about “nonhuman agency”? How is this diWerent from other approaches we have covered? 
Does it change how you think about them? 
 

VII 
SPECTACLE 

 
ONE-ON-ONE MEETINGS THIS WEEK 



March 4 Etienne Benson, “The Urbanization of the Eastern Gray Squirrel in the United  
States,” The Journal of American History 100.3 (2013): 691-710. 

 
As animals are increasingly relegated to private spaces in the 19th century (spaces like 
homes, factories, and zoos) one animal is actively introduced into public parks in the mid-
1800s: the eastern grey squirrel. The “urbanization” of this animal and its inclusion into a 
“more-than-human community” shows us that enclosure is never complete—a point we 
will return to later in the semester—and also that animals have long mediated our notions 
of belonging. How was the eastern grey squirrel viewed prior to the 1840s? How did this 
view shift depending on their location? When, where, and how were they introduced?  
Why? What limited the growth of their population? What happened to them between the 
1840s and 1860s? Why and where were they re-introduced? How was it diWerent the 
second time around? What three broad factors led to their demographic explosion? Why 
were squirrels valued? What social groups shaped the urbanization of this squirrel? Why 
did so many people feed squirrels? How did squirrels stand at the heart of community-
building? How were the boundaries of this community policed? How were squirrels 
impacted through it all? What led to the end of this charity-based view of human-squirrel 
relations? What came after? How do we still see that today? 

 
March 6 Elizabeth Hanson, “Animals in the Landscape,” in Animal Attractions: Nature  

on Display in American Zoos (Princeton: Princeton University Press, 2002), p.  
11-40. 

 
In “Animals in the Landscape,” Elizabeth Hanson takes us into the zoo, the third and final 
site of animal sequestration in our history of the animal city. Established at the end of the 
19th century, zoos—so named to distinguish them from previous spaces of animal display—
fixed animals into what Hanson terms “middle landscapes.” Where did the zoological park 
come from? Where was the first zoological park in the United States? How did American 
zoological parks depart from their overseas counterparts? How was the Philadelphia Zoo 
diWerent from prior animal collections like circuses and menageries? Was that diWerence 
absolute? What was the mission of the zoo? How did the zoo achieve its mission through its 
layout and landscape? How did that reflect hierarchies of race and class? How would the 
first zoological parks have been similar to other nature experiences at the time, such as in 
suburbs or college campuses? 
  

VIII 
SPRING BREAK 

 
IX 

IDENTITY 
 

March 18 [No class] Watch a film from the list on are.na and write a response 
  



March 20 Myeshia Babers, “Reclaiming Space and Memory: Black Cowboys and the 
Right to the City,” Journal of Community and Applied Social Psychology 34.3 
(2024): e2802. 

 
How do people navigate “the animal city” today? How do our relationships with animals 
shape everyday understandings of belonging? The anthropologist Myeshia Babers provides 
an inroad into this question through her ethnographic study of Black cowboys in Houston, 
Texas. With the decline of horsepower, urban riding is often seen as out of place, and black 
horseback riding doubly so due to the erasure of Black men from popular representations 
of the Western cowboy. Drawing on fieldwork conducted at a trail ride event, Babers shows 
how a range of cowboy “types,” from the traditional to modern, use horse-aided mobility to 
assert their “right to the city.” Who are the trail riders that Babers observed and interviewed 
for her study? How are they organized? Why do they ride? Why do their stories matter to the 
anthropology of Western culture (yeehaw Western, not occidental Western)? What did she 
witness at the trail ride? Why does she call the trail ride a mobile sanctuary? How does trail 
riding reflect and resist racialized boundaries? What is a “right to the city”? How do animals 
mediate belonging? Where is the horse in all of this? 
 

X 
DOMESTICITY 

 
March 25 Emma Power, “Border-Processes and Homemaking: Encounters with 

Possums in Suburban Australian Homes,” Cultural Geographies 16.1 (2009), 
29-54. 

 
Continuing last week’s theme of belonging, the Australian geographer Emma Power here 
asks how residents of suburban Sydney construct a sense of belonging—of homeyness—
through their everyday relationships with the common brushtail possum. Often located in 
the crevices or on the roofs of houses, these animals threaten the material and conceptual 
integrity of the home as a distinctly human or at least domesticated space. Yet Power finds 
a paradox among the people she interviewed: While many expressed a sense of unease, or 
anxiety, upon encountering one of these possums, in line with Western ideas about animal 
geographies, others felt more at home knowing they lived among and beside them. What is 
special about these animals that makes them tolerable? When, and why, do they become a 
nuisance? How do residents encounter them? Through what discourses do residents frame 
the presence of possums as welcome or unwelcome? How does scale factor into her study 
of the home? How does her discovery of this paradox change how we think about the binary 
of nature/culture? 
 
March 27 Franklin Ginn, “Sticky Lives: Slugs, Detachment, and More-than-Human 

Ethics in the Garden,” Transactions of the Institute of British Geographers 
39.4 (2014): 532-544. 

 



Whereas Power examined how relationships with proximal animals help to construct a 
sense of belonging for suburban residents of Sydney, Ginn pivots here, demonstrating how 
it is through “detachment” from animals, not relations, that London’s suburban gardeners 
design what they think of as a “pleasing” garden. Unlike Power’s possums, Ginn’s slugs are 
decidedly less charismatic: slimy, fecund, and voracious, with vastly diWerent perspectives 
on the world. Still, Ginn ethnographically records the ways in which gardeners live among a 
diWerent form of being, albeit with ambiguity and ambivalence. Through what combinations 
of aesthetic, economic, and chemical factors have humans and slugs been “stuck together 
and pulled apart”? What role do emotions play, and which? What is an ethic of detachment 
to Ginn? How is it diWerent from the relational ethic that other scholars in this course, from 
Wolch onward, have proposed? What are the practices by which gardeners detach from the 
slug? What does Ginn mean when he speaks of a kind of “decomposition with care”? 
 

XI 
BELONGING 

 
REPORTS DUE ON APRIL 3 

 
April 1 Herre de Bondt, Mandy de Wilde, and Rivke JaWe, “Rats Claiming Rights? 

More-than-Human Acts of Denizenship in Amsterdam,” Political and Legal 
Anthropology Review 46.1 (2023), 67-81. 

 
Throughout much of the course up until now, we have considered the ways that humans—
by which I mean those humans with power in American society—have gradually restricted 
the urban spaces in which nonhuman animals can reside. Here, the Dutch anthropologists 
Herre de Bondt, Mandy de Wilde, and Rivke JaWe use “acts of denizenship” as a concept to 
understand how rats assert political claims upon the city—their “right to the city,” to echo a 
line from Babers’ text a few weeks ago. What are “acts of denizenship”? How is denizenship 
diWerent than citizenship, and why do de Bondt et al. prefer this term in their analysis of rat 
agency?  Furthermore, why say “acts” and “enactment”? What are these concepts up to, in 
an analytic sense? How do they prompt us to re-think citizenship, agency, and even the very 
basis of the political? Through what actions and capacities do rats enact their denizenship? 
(Hint: there are six). If we were to revisit previous essays, how might the animals we thought 
with have enacted their denizenship? 
 
April 3 Mara Dicenta, “The Promise of Interspecies Desegregation: Allying with 

Capybaras against Gated Communities in Buenos Aires’ Wetlands,” 
Environment and Planning F 0.0 (2024). 

 
Like the rats of Amsterdam, the capybaras that live in Nordelta—a gated, master-planned 
community in Buenos Aires—make claims of belonging: swimming, agitating, and foraging. 
As the anthropologist Mara Dicenta reveals, however, the neighborhood’s white and upper-
class residents responded by attempting to relocate, or segregate them, sparking a digitally 
mediated controversy on social media about people, animals, and landscape and exposing 



a longer history of real estate extractivism and racial capitalism. Through what combination 
of global and national histories did this neighborhood come to be? What pre-existed it, and 
how was that aWected by the development of the wetland? How does race figure into these 
histories? And animality? What attracted capybaras to this neighborhood? Why were those 
residents upset? What did they propose? How did ecologists align with their proposals—or 
not? What roles did memes play in this controversy? Why does the neighboring community 
of Punta Querandí exemplify what Dicenta terms “interspecies desegregation,” and what is 
the meaning of that concept? What does it reveal? How is it similar to, or diWerent from, the 
idea of zoöpolis? 

 
XII 

CARE 
 

April 8 Ariane D’Hoop, “Crossing Worlds in Buildings: Caring for Swifts in Brussels,” 
Humanimalia 14.1 (2023): 43-82. 

 
In this article, the Belgian anthropologist Ariane d’Hoop reveals how urban belonging is a 
“multispecies achievement.” In Brussels, where her ethnography unfolds, common swifts 
(Apus apus) have been able to nest in human domiciles for centuries. Over the past three 
decades, however, populations of this city-dwelling species have plummeted as waves of 
con-struction—and, as a corollary, de-struction—have virtually eliminated their traditional 
nesting sites. In response to this conservation crisis, a new band of amateur naturalists are 
designing and implementing artificial nestboxes and other spatial interventions that attend 
to the swifts’ specific forms of life. What architectural feature do swifts prefer? Why? What 
has it been replaced with? What larger economic forces prompted that replacement? What 
makes swifts particularly susceptible to its loss? What is a “storied place”? How does that 
alter how we think about culture? In what way do naturalists attend to it? Why does d’Hoop 
describe this attentiveness as a kind of care? What is care? How do they communicate this 
care to others? How does it manifest in their nest boxes? What sort of work do they require? 
How does architecture mediate care between species? 
 
April 10 Andrew McGregor, Donna Houston, Tasmin-Lara Dilworth, and Milena 

Bojovic, “Plant-Based Food Politics: Veganism, Quiet Activism, and Small 
Businesses in Sydney’s Foodscapes,” Social & Cultural Geography 25.6 
(2024): 891-908. 

 
How do plant-based small businesses transform the politics of the vegan movement?  
This is the question posed by geographer Andrew McGregor and his colleagues in their 
study of Sydney, Australia. While the vegan “movement” is often associated with direct 
forms of activism, they discovered a more “quiet” version at play in the interviews that  
they conducted with the owners of these businesses. Eschewing confrontational tactics, 
they instead opt to lure customers into veganism through taste.  Why have geographers 
tended to neglect small businesses as vegan spaces? What makes them political, in the 
authors’ view? What are the limitations of these businesses? What are their possibilities? 



Do you agree with their evaluation? Why do they avoid calling themselves vegan? How has 
the geography of these businesses changed over time? Why does that matter? How might 
plant-based small business reinforce distinctions based on class, race, and gender in this 
region? 
 

XIII 
INTIMACY 

 
April 15 [No class] Complete the optional reading below. 
 

Harlan Weaver, “Pit Bull Promises: Inhuman Intimacies and Queer Kinships  
in an Animal Shelter,” GLQ 21.2-3 (2015), 343-363. 

 
April 17 Adam Searle, Jonathon Turnbull, and William Adams, “The Digital Peregrine:  

A Technonatural History of a Cosmopolitan Raptor,” Transactions of the 
Institute of British Geographers 48.1 (2023): 195-212. 
 

How do urban denizens today gain intimate knowledge of the daily lives of nonhuman 
animals? The geographers Adam Searle and his colleagues suggest in this chapter that it is 
through digital technologies, specifically livestreaming nestcams. Elsewhere referred to by 
the animal studies scholar Donna Haraway as critter-cams, nestcams aWord internet users 
access to the domestic activities of birds—here, the peregrine falcon, a species once close 
to extinction in the UK. The authors refer to this new form of relatedness as “techno-natural 
history”: Through visual connection, home viewers come to appreciate organisms and their 
environments. How is this diWerent from natural history? Experimental biology? Why do the 
authors refer to falcons we see on cameras “digital peregrines”? What sort of emotions and 
aWects do nestcams produce? How have these aided in conservation eWorts? Are there any 
limitations? 

 
XIV 

VIOLENCE 
 

April 22 Ann Kelly and Javier Lezaun, “Urban Mosquitoes, Situational Publics, and the 
Pursuit of Interspecies Separation in Dar es Salaam,” American Ethnologist 
41.2 (2014): 368-383. 

 
Must we always “invite” the animals “back in,” as Jennifer Wolch asked? Is entanglement—
proximity and intimacy between species—necessarily the goal of a living alongside animals 
other-than-human? These are the questions asked by anthropologists Ann Kelly and Javier 
Lezaun in an ethnographic study of the Urban Malaria Control Programme in Dar es Salaam 
(Tanzania). Drawing on anthropological theories of domestication, Kelly and Lezaun make it 
apparent that the Community-Owned Resource Persons (CORPS) who combat mosquitoes 
are chiefly concerned with interspecies “separation.” How is separation shaped by the lives 
of the mosquitoes themselves? By the history of structural adjustment and urban growth in 



Tanzania? And by the physical and political geography of the city? What are role(s) played in 
Dar es Salaam “vector control” by mapping activities versus embodied sensing? What does 
this say about the project of “control”? 
 
April 24 John Patrick Connors and Anne Short Gianotti, “Becoming Killable: White-

Tailed Deer Management and the Production of Overabundance in the Blue 
Hills,” Urban Geography 44.10 (2023): 2121-2143. 

 
At what point does an animal become killable, not just in the name of public health but for 
the sake of the environment? This is the question posed by geographer John Patrik Connors 
and Anne Short Gianotti. While the population of white-tailed deer outside Boston were, at 
one point, almost eliminated, the establish of a conservation “sanctuary,” a ban on hunting 
practices, and the suburbanization of Boston created an ideal habitat for the deer to return 
to in the 1990s. As their numbers have swelled, however, they have presented a problem to 
the local community by spreading Lyme disease and eating cherished plants at an alarming 
rate, one the site cannot sustain. As a consequence, the discourse of “overabundance” has 
emerged, triggering a cull and sparking protest from animal rights activists. The authors use 
the term “biopolitics” to describe this turn in wildlife management. What does that mean to 
them, and what might it illuminate? What has prompted this term, apart from the mere fact 
of the deer’s return? How are care and violence inter-twined? Under what conditions do the 
deer become killable? 
 

DRAFTS DUE ON APRIL 24 
 

XV 
JUSTICE 

April 29 [No class] Swap your first draft with a partner and oWer comments. 
 
May 1 Jia Hui Lee, “Rodent Trapping and the Just Possible,” in The Promise of 

Multispecies Justice, edited by Sophie Chao, Karin Bolender, and Eben 
Kirksey (Durham: Duke University Press, 2022), 157-178. 

 
What does multispecies justice look like in conditions where the death of animals is a 
necessity for human survival? The anthropologist Jia Hui Lee oWers us one possible take  
in his ethnography of rodent control in Morogoro, Tanzania. Through an extended dialogue 
with the rat trap designer Iddy, Lee develops the concept of the “just possible,” which he 
defines as the “condition of doing enough to thrive while incorporating considerations of 
more-than-human well-being with ingenuity.” What challenges do rats pose to Tanzanians? 
Why? How have human-rat encounters been shaped by larger social forces, like structural 
adjustment policies? How do designers like Iddy work around that? How are his traps like, 
or unlike, other, more commercially available models? Why does Lee eschew the category 
of the “pest” in his discussion of these traps? How is Iddy’s vision of justice toward animals 
diWerent from traditional animal welfare notions of humaneness? Do you agree with Lee’s 



interpretation? How should we pursue justice in the midst of animal death? How might we 
yet live otherwise with urban wildlife? 
 

XVI 
FUTURES 

 
PROJECTS DUE MAY 10 


