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LOO HAS STRATEGY AIMS:

* TO UNDERTAKE AND PROMOTE RELEVANT HIGH QUALITY. g
LOOLOGICAL AND CONSERVATION RESEARCH, TO HELP '
US ACHIEVE OUR CONSERVATION OBJECTIVES AND TO %'

INFORM AND INFLUENCE CONSERVATION POLICY.

* To encourage and motivate all our
stakeholders to support and engage
INn conservation.




* HOLDING ANY ANIMAL IN CAPTIVITY HAS QUESTIONABLE ETHICS. CON S OF ZOO

* THERE MAY BE EDUCATIONAL VALUE IN A ZOO, BUT KEEPING ANIMALS IN CAPTIVITY
OFFERS AN ETHICAL DILEMMA. SOME ANIMALS, LIKE THE AVERAGE HOUSE CAT, WILL
THRIVE IN A CAPTIVE ENVIRONMENT. OTHERS, LIKE ORCAS, DO VERY POORLY WHEN
LIVING IN CAPTIVITY. AN ORCA IN THE WILD MAY LIVE UP TO 100 YEARS IN THE
WILD, BUT THE AVERAGE AGE AT A CAPTIVE ORCA IS LESS THAN 30 YEARS — AND
IT'S 17 YEARS FOR A MALE ORCA. EVEN IF CAPTIVITY EXTENDS A LIFETIME, IT CAN
CHANGE ANIMAL BEHAVIOR.

* ELEPHANTS ARE OFTEN THE FOCUS OF THIS KEY POINT BECAUSE OF THEIR SIZE
COMPARED TO THEIR ENCLOSURE. ELEPHANTS ARE ALSO MIGRATORY ANIMALS, SO
RESTRICTING THIS INSTINCT CAN CAUSE THEM TO BECOME MORE AGGRESSIVE.
MORE THAN /5 ELEPHANTS HAVE BEEN EUTHANIZED AT ZOOS BEFORE REACHING
THE AGE OF 40 WHEN THEIR LIFESPAN IS ESTIMATED TO BE /0O YEARS IN THE WILD.
PREDATORY ANIMALS BECOME MORE AGGRESSIVE AS WELL WHEN RESTRICTED,
WHICH PUTS ZOOKEEPERS AND VISITORS AT AN INCREASED RISK.




MOST ZOOS ARE TREATED AS A RECREATIONAL FACILITY.

* SINCE THE 19TH CENTURY, IN BOTH GOOD AND BAD WAYS, MOST
ZO0OS WERE ESTABLISHED TO FURTHER A SCIENTIFIC
UNDERSTANDING ABOUT THE NATURE WHICH SURROUNDS US. THAT
HAS CHANGED OVER THE YEARS TO THE POINT WHERE MANY SEE A
ZO0O AS NOTHING MORE THAN A RECREATIONAL FACILITY.
ESTABLISHED ZOOS CATER TO THIS ATTITUDE AND JUSTIFY IT
BECAUSE THEY NEED TO HAVE FUNDS TO FURTHER THE RESEARCH
OR PRESERVATION EFFORTS THAT ARE TAKING PLACE.
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* MOST ZOOS ARE REQUIRED TO GO THROUGH AN ACCREDITATION PROCESS OF SOME SORT. ONE OF THE
MOST COMMON ARGUMENTS AGAINST THE EXISTENCE OF ZOOS IS THAT THEY ARE NOT CAREFULLY
SUPERVISED. IN THE PAST, THIS WAS A VALID OBSERVATION. ZOOS IN THE DEVELOPED WORLD MUST GO
THROUGH AN ACCREDITATION PROCESS TO MAINTAIN OPERATIONS. INSPECTIONS THAT INCLUDE HABITAT
CLEANLINESS, HUMANE PRACTICES, AND PROPER CARE OCCUR REGULARLY. IF A ZOO IS UNABLE TO MEET
THOSE STANDARDS, THEY CAN POTENTIALLY LOSE THEIR ACCREDITATION AND THEIR ANIMALS WILL BE
TRANSFERRED TO A ZOO THAT DOES MEET THEM.
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CONCLUSION

* |N CONCLUSION | WOULD STATE WITH ABSOLUTE CONFIDENCE IS THAT FOR MANY SPECIES (BUT NO, NOT
ALL) IT IS PERFECTLY POSSIBLE TO KEEP THEM IN A ZOO OR WILDLIFE PARK AND FOR THEM TO HAVE A
QUALITY OF LIFE AS HIGH OR HIGHER THAN IN THE WILD. THEIR MOVEMENT MIGHT BE RESTRICTED (BUT NOT
NECESSARILY BY THAT MUCH) BUT THEY WILL NOT SUFFER FROM THE THREAT OR STRESS OF PREDATORS (AND
NOR WILL THEY BE KILLED IN A GRISLY MANNER OR EATEN ALIVE) OR THE IRRITATION AND PAIN OF
PARASITES, INJURIES AND ILLNESSES WILL BE TREATED, THEY WON'T SUFFER OR DIE OF DROUGHT OR
STARVATION AND INDEED WILL GET A VARIED AND HIGH-QUALITY DIET WITH ALL THE SUPPLEMENTS




THANK YOU FOR ATTENTION




