Wild Animals Aren’t Pets

The simple answer is yes. Responsible private ownership of exotic animals should be legal if
animal welfare is taken care of. Terry Thompson didn't represent the typical responsible
owner. He had a criminal record and animal abuse charges. What Thompson did was selfish
and insane; we cannot regulate insanity.

People keep exotic animals for commercial reasons and as pets. Most exotic animals — such as
big cats, bears or apes — are in commercial, federally inspected facilities. These animals are
born in captivity, and not "stolen" from the wild. Captive breeding eliminates the pressure on
wild populations, and also serves as a backup in case the animals go extinct.

Dangers from exotic animals are low. On average in the United States, only 3.25 people per
year are killed by captive big cats, snakes, elephants and bears. Most of these fatalities are
owners, family members, friends and trainers voluntarily on the property where the animals
were kept. Meanwhile, traffic accidents kill about 125 people per day.

If we have the freedom to choose what car to buy, where to live, or what domestic animal to
have, why shouldn't we have the same freedom to choose what species of wild or exotic
animal to own and to love?

Would the Ohio situation be any different if the animals were owned by a government and
their caretaker released them? Is this really about private ownership, or is it about certain
people's personal issues with exotics in captivity?

If society overreacts and bans exotics because of actions of a few deranged individuals, then
we need to ban kids, as that is the only way to totally stop child abuse, and we need to ban
humans, because that is the only way to stop murder. Silly, isn't it?

http://usatoday30.usatoday.com/news/opinion (pg. 227-228 in textbook)



