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ABSTRACT

This doctoral thesis examines the conflicting beliefs and attitudes of vet-
erinary professionals (veterinarians and veterinary inspectors) and homeless
animal help volunteers regarding the moral status, legal rights, and welfare of
companion and stray animals in Latvia. The study highlights how these per-
spectives influence the treatment of stray animals and explores their impact on
decision-making, animal welfare activism, and professional engagements.

Conducted between 2022 and 2024, the study employs a qualitative meth-
odology, including 30 semi-structured interviews with veterinary professionals
and volunteers. The data were analysed using NVivo 14 software. The findings
reveal significant ideological and practical tensions between these groups,
arising from differing understandings of social justice, power dynamics, and
professional roles. Additionally, the study examines the role of social movements
in advocating for animal welfare. The research suggests that the ongoing discord
between volunteers and veterinary professionals reflects a deeper societal debate
about the moral status of animals.

Keywords: animal rights, moral status, veterinary, social movements, stray
animals, social justice
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INTRODUCTION

Stray (homeless, roaming) animals (primarily cats and dogs) are an essential
component of urban social dynamics (Shingne & Reese, 2022); thus, they rep-
resent a relevant subject for socialogical studies. Their impact on urban health
is significant (Morters et al. 2014a, 2014b; Otranto & Dantas-Torres, 2010), and
they illustrate socioeconomic challenges (Reese, 2015) their owners face due to
financial demands (Krcatovich & Reese, 2018), as well as highlighting issues
related to human-animal interactions (Brasch, 2016; Shingne & Reese, 2022).

Cats are distinctly categorised based on their interactions with humans and
their movement within urban environments. Both humans and animals are
affected by urban settings, and conflicts over occupancy of these spaces arise
depending on whether animals’ presence is accepted or rejected (Holmberg,
2015). Although Grier (2006) argues that cats primarily belong to the concept
of home, the conflict surrounding ownership and mistreatment of cats in urban
environments remains complex and represents a formidable problem (Bjerke &
@stdahl, 2004; Palmer, 2003; Shingne & Reese, 2022); this is primarily attribut-
able to the ambiguous status of this urban animal, which redefines and renders
fluid the social boundaries between household, public space and wilderness
(Brighenti & Pavoni, 2020; Holmberg, 2015). Tensions between urban public
spaces and wilderness areas (Brighenti & Pavoni, 2018) facilitate the prolifer-
ation of cat colonies (Tsing et al., 2019), and humans are only one component
of these interactions (Brighenti & Pavoni, 2020). In the social sphere of the city
(Arluke & Sanders, 1996; Philol, 1995), cats establish their own feline domains
and develop connections with people other than their owners, interacting and
shaping socio-spatial relationships within specific boundaries of mutually ben-
eficial relationships (Haraway, 2008; Van Dooren & Rose, 2012).

The nuance lies in the fact that a single cat can assume many roles given
particular socio-natural conditions (Hillier, 2015). The situation becomes more
complicated as a result of the diverse relationship-based typology of the urban
cat, within which classifications often overlap or merge (Brighenti & Pavoni,
2018). The urban environment defines feral cats as either wild or domestic
animals (Griffiths et al., 2000). An urban-dwelling cat (Johnston et al. 2011)
that has an owner and belongs to a designated living space (Fudge, 2008), is une-
quivocally classified as a ‘house cat’ or a ‘confined cat’ (Jaros, 2018; Sandee et al.,
2018). A ‘free-roaming cat’ is one that is mostly linked to a single home, but
unlike a confined cat, it can roam freely in an urban setting (Jaros, 2021). Upon
the loss of one of these attributes, a cat becomes defined as stray and may then
be categorised as either ‘managed’ or ‘unmanaged’ (Zito et al., 2019). Colony cats
in the managed category typically have a human caregiver (Jaro$, 2021), which is
why these cats can also be classified as ‘semi-owned’ animals (Hsu et al., 2003;
Zito et al., 2015). Unmanaged cats, which are not under human control, may be



labelled as ‘feral’ or ‘semi-wild’ (Davey & Zhao, 2018; Jaros, 2021; Natoli et al.,
2019). It is important to note that the roles of domestic and feral cats in urban
areas occasionally overlap (Van Patter & Hovorka, 2017), which complicates
the categorisation of urban animals.

These classification issues often provoke violent emotions towards diverse
feline creatures, particularly due to the perception that cats that belong to feral
colonies are less individual than domesticated cats (Brighenti & Pavoni, 2020),
and the welfare of cats is determined by cultural representation. The perception
of both feral colonies and individual cats that are not confined (Holmberg, 2015)
as a threat or social problem that requires resolution (Spotte, 2012) has led to
an approach in urban animal control in which euthanasia and a permissive
attitude toward feral cats’ mortality are regarded as legitimate and a political
necessity (Johnston, 2019). Due to their lack of financial value (Holmberg,
2015), the ‘problem of unwanted pets’ (Irvine, 2003) is also frequently addressed
by euthanasia, which underscores the importance of collective well-being in
human-animal interactions (Shingne & Reese, 2022). In urban environments,
however, it is challenging to distinguish between feral and pet cats, thus rais-
ing ethical concerns regarding the disparate treatment of individuals within
the same species (Jaros, 2021). Urban cats end up enduring distress as a result of
violations of animal welfare laws and societal moral judgments (Holmberg, 2015).

Like urban stray cats, dogs in urban environments exhibit a fluid, with-
in-species identity (Sanders, 1999) and a typology based on relationships that are
influenced by socio-natural conditions, availability of human-derived resources
and changing interactions with urban areas. Stray and feral dogs frequently
inhabit overlapping environments, and transitions between these classifications
are both prevalent and contextually influenced (Nesbitt, 1975). Economic down-
turns can initiate a cascade of events: As families relinquish dogs, these animals
seek shelter in abandoned urban areas where they then breed (Reese, 2015).
Some dogs are born ownerless, some flee or are forsaken and many become
de-socialised over time (Scott, 1967). Their existence is influenced by aban-
donment, neglect and urban infrastructure (Baquero et al., 2016; Cohen & Fox,
1976; Dias et al., 2013; Guilloux et al., 2018; Pongracz et al., 2010; Reese, 2015).

Their classification comprises four categories: ‘owned-restricted’, ‘owned-un-
restricted’, ‘stray’ and ‘feral’. Owned-restricted dogs are confined to households,
whereas unrestricted dogs wander freely while maintaining connections to
human care. Stray dogs lack owners, yet they inhabit human-controlled con-
texts, exhibiting differing levels of sociability that are influenced by prior human
interactions and availability of resources (Baquero et al., 2016; Dias et al., 2015;
Spotte, 2012). In contrast, feral dogs eschew human interaction and thrive auton-
omously without deliberate human assistance (Gogoleva et al., 2008; Trut, 1999).
These differences in ownership, socialisation, and autonomy are indistinct. Free-
ranging dogs may be fed intermittently or they may simply be tolerated near
residences without receiving care; others oscillate between domestic, urban and



wild environments. Urban dogs, whether stray or feral, inhabit uncertain social
and ecological roles, challenging the simplistic dichotomy of domesticated versus
wild (Daniels & Bekoft, 1989).

This doctoral thesis focuses on stray cats and dogs that establish free-roam-
ing colonies in urban environments, utilise urban infrastructure for survival,
engage with humans and are subject to municipal initiatives aimed at preventing
animal overpopulation.

The study examines the beliefs of veterinary doctors, veterinary inspectors
and volunteers who provide aid to homeless animals (hereinafter ‘volunteers’)
regarding the moral status, value and legal rights of cats and dogs. It also
contrasts their views on animals in so far as these views relate to whether
the animals are pets or strays. This study seeks to deepen the understanding of
the complex relationships between veterinary practice, volunteers and animal
welfare, ultimately aiming to improve the well-being of stray animals. This
understanding has the potential to shift societal views on animals, contribut-
ing to the transformation of ethical norms and expectations concerning their
treatment and welfare. It may also encourage the development of more effective
animal welfare policies and regulations that account for the complexities faced
by those working to advance animal welfare.

Veterinary doctors, veterinary inspectors and volunteers frequently interact
with stray animals, and their beliefs regarding the moral value of these animals
may influence their decisions in such interactions. The attitudes and beliefs
held by these social groups, shaped by their differing motivations, significantly
affect the welfare of stray animals. However, research on the beliefs of vet-
erinary professionals and volunteers regarding stray animal issues in Latvia
remains markedly limited, with a lack of comprehensive studies analysing these
dynamics within the local context. Beck (1973) asserts that examining urban
animals through the lens of their status clarifies human actions towards them.
In a similar vein, I argue that exploring the moral and legal perspectives of
the aforementioned stakeholders may shed light on the underlying causes of
their disagreements and inform more coherent animal advocacy efforts.

To identify research gaps, searches for peer-reviewed articles in the Science
Direct and Scopus databases were conducted. For the volunteer-veterinarian rela-
tionship, I used the following keywords: ‘volunteer AND veterinarian’; ‘volunteer
AND veterinarian AND relationship’; ‘volunteer AND veterinarian AND atti-
tude’; ‘activist AND veterinarian’; ‘activist AND veterinarian AND relationship’;
and ‘activist AND veterinarian AND attitude’. For volunteer-veterinarian inspec-
tor I used the following keywords: ‘volunteer AND veterinarian AND inspector’;
‘volunteer AND veterinarian AND inspector AND relationship’; ‘volunteer AND
veterinarian AND inspector AND attitude’; ‘activist AND veterinarian AND
inspector’; ‘activist AND veterinarian AND inspector AND relationship’; and
‘activist AND veterinarian AND inspector AND attitude’. Because there were
no results for this study, the keyword ‘shelter’ also was added to the search.



These searches revealed a lack of peer-reviewed original research articles
exploring volunteers’ perspectives on veterinarians. Rather, the existing lit-
erature predominantly highlights the viewpoints of veterinarians, with little
attention given to the perceptions and engagement of volunteers in these inter-
actions (Almcrantz et al., 2024; Biele, 2012; Cobb, 2016; Hearing et al., 2021;
Seiko et al., 2024). No peer-reviewed articles addressing interactions between
volunteers and veterinary inspectors were identified; the search yielded only
studies related to farm inspections, meat inspections, food quality and disease
prevention (Jankuloski et al., 2009; van Kleef et al., 2014; Waldman et al.,
2020; Wojtacka et al., 2020). This suggests that the scholarly discourse largely
overlooks the perspectives of volunteers in relation to their interactions with
veterinary professionals. Because the core principle of the modern veterinary
profession is to act as an ‘advocate’, veterinarians’ engagement with animal
rights issues is often shaped by their communication with companion-animal
owners (McGlacken et al., 2023). However, the sociological understanding of
veterinarians’ role in stray animal rights remains limited.

This study aims to explore the values, beliefs and attitudes of veterinary
professionals and volunteers in Latvia concerning the moral status, legal rights
and welfare of stray animals, analysing how these perspectives shape their
interactions, decision-making and roles in animal advocacy.

Research statement

The welfare of stray animals is influenced by the values, beliefs and attitudes
of veterinary professionals (veterinary doctors and veterinary inspectors) and
volunteers regarding animals’ moral status and legal rights.

Research questions

1) What are the beliefs of volunteers and veterinary professionals regarding
the moral status and legal rights of companion animals and stray animals?

2) How do their beliefs about moral and legal status influence their perceptions
of companion and stray animals?

3) How do veterinarians perceive and evaluate the role of volunteer organisa-
tions? Specifically, are there any similarities or differences in veterinarians’
understanding of the concepts of ‘rescuing’ or ‘helping’ animals as compared
with those of volunteers?

4) What are veterinarians’ beliefs about their involvement in addressing vio-
lence against stray animals, and how closely do their beliefs align with their
actions?

5) What key factors influence veterinarians’ decision-making and behav-
iour when faced with ethical challenges related to stray animals in their
practice?



6) How do volunteers perceive the role of veterinary inspectors in protecting
animal rights?

7) How do volunteers perceive the role of veterinarians in promoting the wel-
fare of stray animals?

Data were collected between 2022 and 2024, employing a qualitative
methodology. Semi-structured interviews were conducted with 10 volunteers,
15 veterinary doctors and 5 veterinary inspectors. Data collection followed
the principle of saturation (Saunders et al., 2018). Transcripts were coded
and analysed using NVivo 14 software immediately after each interview, thus
ensuring discussions were concluded once no new insights emerged from
the data (Hennink et al., 2017). Interviews were conducted in the informants’
native languages, specifically Latvian or Russian. Transcripts were produced in
the original language, with the author’s bilingual proficiency ensuring accurate
terminology and minimising potential misinterpretations.

Theses for defence

1) The perception of animals’ moral status among Latvian volunteers and
veterinary professionals is linked to their understanding of social justice.

2) The discord between volunteers and veterinary professionals is rooted in
the distribution of power in Latvian society.

3) The conflicting views of volunteers and veterinary professionals regarding
the moral status of animals drive animal welfare social movements in
Latvia.
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1. CONCEPTUAL FRAMEWORK OF THE THESIS

1.1. Theoretical framework

The classification of animals as ‘positive’ or ‘negative’ (Irvine, 2021) is
based on human perceptions of animals, as determined by their position on
the socio-zoological scale (Arluke & Sanders, 1996). Placing an animal on this
scale establishes its place in human society and affects its moral status - that is to
say how animals are utilised in contemporary culture, how they are categorised
and whether they are deemed worthy of ethical consideration (DeMello, 2021).

The notion of moral status is fundamental to animal rights; it is shaped
by notions of moral rights, legal rights, animal ethics, well-being and inherent
value (Stucki, 2023; Stucki & Kurki, 2020). It encompasses the paradigm of
animal rights alongside the concept of ‘new human rights’ (Stucki, 2023; von der
Decken & Koch, 2020), expanding its scope beyond mere legal protective meas-
ures (Derrida, 2008; Epstein, 2005; Francione, 2007; Wacks, 2024; Wise, 1996).
The transformation of moral status and its implications for medical, welfare and
advocacy practices should be regarded as a dynamic process. Leech et al. (2010)
have argued that the complex interactions among biological, social and political
systems leads to specific political choices; thus, openness to hierarchical notions
and cross-scale analysis is essential for understanding this transformation.

The dynamic process of advocating for moral status begins with conflict,
shaped by the influence of institutional power on grassroots social movements
that strive for social justice through changes in moral status. Tilly (1984) has
asserted that social change is not a singular process but rather an umbrella
term encompassing multiple processes, all connected to political conflict and
varying significantly in their interrelations (Funes, 2016). Political conflict arises
when a fundamental component (i.e. a government-affected group of individuals
acting collectively to express public demands) encounters specific conditions.
Conflicts centred on the pursuit of rights have significant implications for soci-
etal change (Tilly, 1975, 1998a, 1998b). Consequently, certain social theories or
concepts warrant recognition.

To thoroughly assess the evolving moral status of animals and its impli-
cations for advocacy, it is essential to explore the broader theoretical frame-
works that influence these transformations. The dynamic relationship between
institutional authority and grassroots movements underscores the significance
of ‘symbolic power’ and ‘biopower’ in shaping and reinforcing societal views
on animals. Existing institutional power structures define the socio-zoological
hierarchy while also determining which species receive moral consideration
and which are excluded from legal and ethical protections. Furthermore, social
movement theory provides a deeper understanding of how collective action
reshapes the discourse surrounding animal rights. Volunteer movements
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operate within a broader context of social justice, highlighting the connections
between human and non-human rights. By synthesising these perspectives, we
can develop a deeper understanding of the interplay between power, activism
and justice in the ongoing discourse on the moral status of animals and their
role within ethical and legal frameworks.

1.1.1. The concepts of ‘symbolic power’ and ‘biopower’

Power structures significantly influence and reinforce the socio-zoological
hierarchy, affecting the categorisation, valuation and treatment of animals in
society. The moral status of animals is shaped not only by ethical considera-
tions but also by regulatory frameworks and institutional practices. Grassroots
movements challenge these systems in their pursuit of greater justice for animals.
Foucault’s (1978, 1991) notion of power offers a crucial perspective for analysing
these processes, particularly in understanding how institutions govern the lives
of non-human animals.

Foucault (1991) argued that power mechanisms are intrinsically linked to
the generation and dissemination of truth within society. His concept of ‘bio-
power’ considers the government’s control over the preservation and termination
of life, revealing the intricate interplay between regulatory power, aggression and
state sovereignty. Foucault (2003) also contended that power operates not merely
through coercion but also by controlling and regulating the very essence of life.
He characterised biopolitics as the system by which life becomes a subject of
governance. Unlike sovereign power, which governs through mortality, biopower
specifically focuses on life, establishing norms and defining what is considered
normal or abnormal. Biopower does not entirely replace sovereign power; rather,
it reorganises authority into a dual framework, wherein repression and exclusion
coexist with welfare and regulation, creating a complex and dynamic system
of governance over life. Biopower leads to stratification, as one’s position in
the hierarchy determines the techniques applied to them and, consequently,
how they are treated (Foucault, 1978; Kelly, 2013).

Foucault (1978, 1991) primarily applied the concept of biopower to human
populations, not animals. Because biopower influences the norms that regulate
the protection, management or exclusion of lives, this concept can also be applied
to decisions regarding the treatment - including neutering and euthanasia - of
animals based on their position within the socioecological hierarchy.

The perception of animals and their moral status is shaped not only by
legal and ethical factors but also by overarching societal structures and power
dynamics. Bourdieu’s theoretical frameworks can be applied to analyse social
inequality (Lee, 2013). His concept of ‘symbolic power’ (Bourdieu, 1989) provides
a distinct perspective for examining power relations in social domains, as he
focuses on the influence of social actors in establishing and challenging societal
classifications. Symbolic power shapes individuals’ subjective perceptions of class
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and social hierarchies. Social groups compete for status and recognition, creating
a complex relationship between personal identification and one’s position within
the social structure, ‘within which agents occupy positions that statistically
determine the positions they take’ (Bourdieu, 2005, p. 30).

The concept of symbolic power is closely linked to ‘symbolic capital’. Bourdieu
defined symbolic capital in three ways: as synonymous with honour and prestige,
representing one’s social position in the perception of other groups; as the mis-
recognition of economic and cultural capital; and as a form of credit. He further
argued that capital represents both the authority of nomination and the public
acknowledgement associated with one’s cultural capital (Quilley & Loyal, 2017).
Cultural capital refers to the implicit understanding of what is considered to be
advantageous (Bourdieu, 1977a, 1980, 1991; Bourdieu & Passeron, 1990), encom-
passing knowledge, skills, education and ‘habitus’ - the expression of an individual’s
social status through ingrained personality traits (Bourdieu, 1977a, 1977b, 1991).

Bourdieu’s notions of cultural capital, social capital and symbolic power
have been instrumental in examining different types of volunteering (Dean,
2016; Dewi et al., 2019; Hayton & Blundell, 2021; Husu & Kumpulainen, 2021;
Thompson & Taheri, 2020) and veterinary professionals (Armitage-Chan &
May, 2018; Hamilton, 2007, 2013; Scholz & Trese, 2023). Therefore, these con-
cepts can be used to understand how these groups assess the moral status of
animals and how their social standing influences these perspectives. By revealing
the underlying social mechanisms that shape their views, an analysis of these
power dynamics provides deeper insights into the preservation of the human-
animal hierarchy and the potential for its transformation through shifts in
symbolic power and social recognition.

1.1.2. Social movement theory

Numerous studies have suggested applying social movement theory to
grassroots animal activism (Fasel & Butler, 2023; Jacobsson & Lindblom, 2016;
Munro, 2012; Petray & Pendergrast, 2018; Wrenn & Collins, 2012), as it pro-
vides a framework for understanding the motivations, actions and dynamics of
grassroots activism, making it particularly relevant to the study of volunteers
who aid homeless animals in Latvia.

The study of social movements suggests that they arise in response to new
institutional opportunities that enable participants to pursue their objectives,
with a particular emphasis on making demands of elected officials (Tilly, 1986,
1995). Berberoglu (2019) has argued that social movements can emerge due to
various factors (e.g. racial or gender oppression, rights violations, societal condi-
tions or environmental pollution), all of which are influenced by the state’s ability
to exercise power. The belief in the necessity of change motivates individuals
to engage in political activism. Furthermore, the absence of social control from
the dominant class is a necessary condition for movements. Szymanski (1978)
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has emphasised that the lack of a non-revolutionary resolution to a conflict is
a prerequisite for a movement’s emergence.

Membership in a social movement arises from collective identity, which is
integrated into individuals’ social identity and influences their emotions during
collective action (van Stekelenburg & Klandermans, 2017). Tajfel (1978) has
argued that identity is ‘that part of an individual’s self-concept, which derives
from his knowledge of his membership of a social group (or groups) together
with the value and emotional significance attached to that membership’ (p. 63).
Thus, membership entails a clear sense of shared ideas and emotions, forming
a set of political beliefs about grievances (Gurin et al., 1980; van Stekelenburg &
Klandermans, 2017). Klandermans et al. (2004) have suggested that the motiva-
tion to participate is influenced by the opportunity to address these grievances,
a sense of connection with other participants and feelings of anger over violated
values. Anger can arise from collective struggles, such as the sudden imposition
of grievances, which elicit a collective feeling of disgust and a sense of ‘angry
empathy’ (van Stekelenburg & Klandermans, 2017).

According to Langman and Benski (2019), neoliberal globalisation has led to
a series of crises, prompting an increasing number of progressive young people
to resist conservative, oppressive power. The growth of global social justice
movements (e.g. environmentalism and animal rights advocacy groups) can be
attributed to this reaction, which can be described as a mobilisation for dignity.
These movements are typically characterised by their progressive nature, and
participation in either these social movements or grassroots Nongovernmental
organisations (NGOs) also represent a manifestation of social citizenship (i.e.
the recognition of individuals as full members of a community; Marshall, 1950),
as they mobilise individuals with a shared identity for a specific cause (Hearn &
Hobson, 2020; Jones, 1994).

The concept of social citizenship within animal advocacy movements has
evolved into the notion of a ‘cosmozoopolis’ (Cochrane, 2020), which refers
to a society where humans and animals coexist and within which animals
are granted political rights that vary according to their group, with no clear
distinction between wild and domesticated animals.

Based on their goals, progressive animal rights advocate movements can be
classified into two groups: moderate reformers, who advocate for better welfare,
and proponents of extreme abolition, who argue against both the use of animals
as food and the source of other resources as well as against keeping as pets.
According to DeMello (2021), the animal rights movement is currently a global
movement that can be broadly categorised into three domains: intellectual dis-
course on the moral status of animals, legal initiatives and hands-on activism.
Latvian volunteers can primarily be classified as hands-on welfarists. As most
volunteers reside in urban areas, their primary focus is on companion animals,
such as cats and dogs, and they collaborate with local authorities to establish
shelters for stray animals (Posluszna, 2015).
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The animal welfare approach prioritises the physical and emotional well-be-
ing of animals, aiming to eliminate unnecessary suffering in human-animal
interactions. This method is anthropocentric, as it emphasises human sympathy
towards animals without critically examining the underlying belief that animals
are considered property and primarily valued for their usefulness (Muller, 2020;
Nakayama & Krizek, 1995). This focus on improving animal welfare, rather than
challenging the broader system of animal exploitation, aligns with the concept
of collective action in social movements, where individuals may engage in pro-
gressive, reformist initiatives rather than direct activism or protest. Volunteers
who aid homeless animals form a decentralised yet coordinated network that
mobilises resources, influences policy and raises public awareness, all of which
are essential attributes of social movements.

1.1.3. The concept of social justice

As noted by Taylor (2000), animal advocacy movements are linked to
a paradigm that connects environmental issues with race, class, gender and
social justice concerns in pursuit of environmental justice. The notion of social
justice is complex, encompassing a variety of ideas and principles, thus making it
inherently subjective and flexible across multiple fields, including sociopolitical
and environmental studies (Kuehn, 2000; Sze & London, 2008; Wood-Donnelly,
2023). It is broadly described as the idea and practice of ensuring a just and
equitable distribution of benefits and burdens among individuals, households
and communities, regardless of socioeconomic class, age, gender, race or other
ascriptive attributes (Apraku et al., 2025; Brian, 2005; Miller, 2001).

Campbell (2024) identified significant challenges in defining social justice,
arguing that contemporary social justice activism, particularly within institu-
tional contexts, often relies on critical theory while neglecting other theoretical
frameworks in sociology that offer diverse perspectives on the topic. This narrow
approach affects initiatives for social change by overlooking comprehensive
strategies and insights into human behaviour and societal progress. By contex-
tualising animal welfare within social justice, scholars and activists emphasise
the moral, political, and structural dimensions of human-animal interactions,
underscoring the need for equitable legislation, ethical responsibility and col-
lective action.

Animal advocacy movements formulate and implement ideas of justice from
within the movement (Schlosberg, 2004) through three approaches: justice
centred on human well-being, ecological justice for ecosystems and species
justice for non-human life forms (White, 2013; White & Heckenberg, 2014).
To advance social justice, such groups articulate their own interpretations and
values (Agyeman & Evans, 2004), primarily centred around the notion of equity
(Capeheart & Milovanovic, 2020). Concerns regarding social justice remain
critical in the realm of environmental management (Apraku et al., 2025).
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Fraser (2009) has argued that the framework of ‘normal justice’ is insuf-
ficient to address contemporary justice issues in the context of ‘abnormal
injustice’. Marginalised communities advocate for non-economic resources,
including cultural recognition and political representation. Given the absence
of a universal solution for achieving participatory fairness, Fraser (2009) and
Warriner (2013) have contended that a ‘three-dimensional’ theory of justice is
necessary, as it acknowledges three distinct yet interconnected forms of injustice,
namely distributive, status and political injustice, thereby achieving genuine
participatory parity.

Similarly, theories of environmental justice outline three key dimensions of
fairness and equality: distribution, procedure, and recognition (Burnham et al.,
2013; Grasso, 2007; Martin, 2013; Popke et al., 2016). Distributive justice, in
particular, focuses on the fair allocation of resources and burdens, including
those affecting marginalised groups without rights, such as stray animals. Rawls’
A Theory of Justice (1971) provides a crucial framework for understanding dis-
tributive justice, asserting that a just society ensures the equitable distribution of
social and economic benefits while upholding individual liberties. His concept
of rational individuals implies that justice norms gain significance only within
a broader context, shaped by ethical perspectives and individual conduct.
Rawls (1971, p. 528) argued that individuals seek to express their essence as
free and equal moral persons. Moral individuals are defined by two key abilities:
an understanding of what is good and a sense of justice (Rawls, 1971, p. 561).
Moreover, an individual’s moral education is grounded in the principles of jus-
tice and legality. The behaviour of morally upright individuals is essential for
the application of justice principles (Surovtsev & Syrov, 2015; Titelbaum, 2008).
Rawls asserted that fundamental rights are universally equal; however, essential
social values, such as power and privileges, are not evenly allocated, resulting in
the emergence of vulnerable groups. Rawls (1971, p. 93) excluded animals from
his theory of justice due to his belief that they lack moral personality, specifically
the capacity to comprehend good and the ability to experience justice. They
are similarly unable to function effectively in society due to their incapacity to
act as agents of the social contract (Rowlands, 1997, p. 236). Nonetheless, for
various reasons, it is not feasible to dismiss Rawls’ theory entirely in the context
of animal rights studies. Rowlands (1997) contended that a social contract is
not necessarily exclusive to interactions between rational agents, exemplifying
this with a contract involving a farmer and farm animal. Furthermore, Wacks
(2024, p, 130) observed that although Rawls’ social contract is regarded as real,
it is, in fact, a hypothetical and ideal tool for establishing principles of justice.
Moreover, Baldwin (2023) has posited that certain animals meet the criteria
for moral personhood and, as such, should be acknowledged as moral persons
entitled to rights and justice. In conclusion, volunteer activists, by positioning
themselves as defenders of stray animals, effectively engage in a social contract
on behalf of these animals. This perspective allows for a broader interpretation
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of Rawls’ concept, particularly regarding the implementation of justice in rela-
tion to animals, especially in the realms of animal care, legal responsibility and
the development of welfare policies.

The capabilities approach, developed by Sen (1999), is a theoretical paradigm
that assesses justice and well-being based on individuals’ inherent freedoms and
possibilities, rather than solely on the basis of resource allocation or utility. In
contrast to the fixed-list approach, he has supported a contextually adapted
understanding of justice that emphasises the importance of public reasoning and
the inclusion of diverse social groups’ perspectives. Justice ought to be evaluated
based on the degree to which individuals possess the genuine capacity to attain
functional states (or what Sen call ‘functionings’; Wacks, 2024, p. 129). This
approach rejects a one-size-fits-all perspective, recognising that different com-
munities and individuals face distinct demands and obstacles, thus necessitating
adaptable and context-specific solutions. Sen (1999) characterised capabilities
as the actions and achievements that individuals can attain to lead lives, they
justifiably deem valuable. Moreover, Sen (2009) argued that human rational-
ity extends beyond self-interest to encompass social responsibility and moral
reasoning (Demals & Hyard, 2014). He further asserted that the significant
influence humans wield over other species entails an intrinsic moral obligation,
and those capable of mitigating intra- and intergenerational injustice have a duty
to do so (Sen, 1999). Wacks (2024, p. 130) noted that Sen had established a robust
framework for advancing justice within social movements. Consequently, Sen’s
framework is pertinent to this study, as it facilitates the examination of animal
advocacy as a localized justice practice that responds to particular social needs.
Building on this notion, some influential scholars of modern animal rights
(Bauhn, 2023; Best, 2014; Donaldson & Kymlicka, 2011; Stucki, 2023; Wacks,
2024) have applied the capabilities approach to advocate for non-human animals’
right to exist without suffering as part of a broader framework of justice.

Nussbaum (2013) systemically expanded on this approach, emphasising
that every human being has inherent dignity and deserves a life that reflects
this dignity. Nussbaum also extended the concept of justice beyond human
beings, asserting that all sentient creatures possess intrinsic value and should
have the chance to express their distinct capabilities; this is in contrast to Sen’s
emphasis on human freedom for a fulfilling life. She has contended that moral
responsibility extends beyond the human community to encompass animals,
including both domestic and wild species. She has also rejected utilitarianism
and has argued that, from this perspective, no sentient animal should be
deprived of the chance to experience a complete life that aligns with the intrin-
sic value inherent to its species (Nussbaum, 2006; Wacks, 2024). Her work,
Frontiers of Justice, specifically critiques Rawls’ (1971) theory for its exclusion
of animals from the justice discourse, based on their inability to participate in
a social contract. Nussbaum (2006, 2013) critiques this perspective as insufficient
and proposes a beneficial alternative: a model of justice wherein animals are
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recognised as full moral subjects requiring both legal and political protections.
She has identified 10 core capabilities essential for a being to lead a fulfilling
life, asserting that emotional well-being is a fundamental aspect of quality of
life for any sentient being. The capacity to form emotional bonds is one of these
10 central capabilities, indicating that an individual’s emotional development
must not be obstructed by fear or anxiety, as these factors diminish the potential
for a fulfilling life (Nussbaum, 2013, p. 33). Nussbaum has developed a concept
of justice for animals that emphasises dignity, self-worth and the capacity to
perform essential life functions. This stands in contrast to both Rawls, who
excluded animals from his theory, and Sen, who did not address this issue in
depth. In addition, she has contended that all animals ought to have access to
optimal living conditions that enable them to thrive. This approach prioritises
the provision of freedom and opportunities for all living beings, including both
domestic and stray animals, over merely allocating resources to individual
creatures.

1.2. Methodological framework

Johnston (2014) stated that the methodology of social movement studies
depends on the researcher’s approach. Pleyers (2024) contended that narrowing
the focus solely to ethnographic research is misleading, whereas Della Porta
(2024) argued that employing methodological pluralism allows researchers to
examine the social production of reality by integrating inductive and deductive
approaches, as well as qualitative and quantitative methodologies.

Another approach, rooted in structuralism, emphasises the role of power
in shaping opportunities for change and influencing people’s perceptions of
injustice and collective efficacy, thereby motivating them to act (Jenkins &
Perrow, 1977; McAdam, 1999). Power can be analysed by examining the political
opportunities available, specifically the extent to which state institutions or other
organised entities (referred to as ‘the system’) support or oppose a movement
seeking political change (McAdam, 1996; Tilly, 1978). When individuals lose
faith in the credibility of the system and experience what McAdam (1982) termed
‘cognitive liberation’, they come together to form a social movement based on
a shared belief in collective efficacy. In this context, interactions among activists
in constructing meaning play a crucial role (Costain, 1992; McAdam, 1999).

The cultural approach has highlighted the significant impact of emotions,
their strategic dimension and their potential to mobilise actors (Flam & King,
2005; Goodwin et al., 2001; Hercus, 1999; Taylor, 2000). Narratives, symbols,
framing and emotions are closely linked to collective identity, fostering a sense
of shared agency and motivation (Rohlinger & Gentile, 2017). This process can
signal a group’s objectives and direction (Clemens, 1996) or function as a charac-
teristic of social actors that is aimed at alleviating dissatisfaction (Gamson, 1995;
Snow, 2001). Collective identities are constructed (Snow, 2001), and rituals of
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solidarity and shared emotions establish boundaries for collective differentiation
(Eyerman & Jamison, 1998; Hunt & Benford, 1994; Taylor & Whittier, 1992).

The present study, conducted between 2022 and 2024, employed a quali-
tative methodology, specifically semi-structured interviews. A set of questions
(Attachment 2) was developed based on the guidance of Fontana and Frey
(2008), King and Horrocks (2010), Gubrium et al. (2012) and Morris (2015).
These questions aimed to explore participants’ underlying motivations for
engaging in volunteer work and pursuing a career in veterinary medicine, as
well as their early experiences with companion animal ownership. The initial
questions were designed to minimise emotional discomfort during the interview
process. As the interviews progressed, questions regarding the moral status,
legal rights, ethical dilemmas and the perceived value of companion animals,
as compared with stray animals, were introduced.

An acquaintance of mine served as the initial informant for the semi-struc-
tured interviews with 10 volunteers. After that, snowball sampling was used to
recruit additional informants. Each volunteer in the study had been involved in
animal rescue in various Latvian cities for at least 3 years (Table 1).

Table 1. Volunteer profiles

Informant's | Timevolun- oo oolunte- Type of Veterinary
Gender | City teering . . . N
codename (years) ering trigger volunteering | education
State Aspirations Trapping and
Volunteer 1 | Female cit 6-10 for societal promotion of No
Y transformation | adoption
Volunteer 2 | Female | Riga 11-20 Wounded stray | Animal No
animal trapping
Volunteer 3 | Female | 5t 6-10 Influenced by | Temporary No
city acquaintances | sheltering
Volunteer 4 | Female | 513t 6-10 Influenced by | Temporary No
city acquaintances | sheltering
Volunteer 5 | Female | Riga 3-5 Wounded stray | Peeding of No
animal animal colonies
Trapping and
Volunteer 6 | Female | Riga 3-5 ;Ar]l?;rﬁed stray promotion of No
adoption
Volunteer 7 | Female | Riga 6-10 unnded stray | Temporary No
animal sheltering
State Aspirations Temporar
Volunteer 8 | Female |~ 11-20 for societal porary No
city transf . sheltering
ransformation
Trapping and
Volunteer 9 | Female | Riga 6-10 X?;Iﬁed stray promotion of No
adoption
Aspirations Temporar
Volunteer 10 | Female | Riga 6-10 for societal sheltPe)rin y No
transformation &
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Three Riga-based veterinarians active in veterinary Facebook groups served
as the initial informants for the semi-structured interviews with 15 veterinary
doctors. A fourth participant, who acted as a gatekeeper, informed the Latvian
Veterinary Association about the study and encouraged other veterinarians to
participate. The informants worked in various clinics across multiple Latvian
cities and had varying levels of experience: Five had up to 5 years, eight had
5-10 years, and two had more than 20 years (Table 2).

Table 2. Veterinarian profiles

Infor- Work (c:}?;ies: Wanted
mant's Gender Work- | expe- | Medical Age at career was to become
code- place | rience field choice affected | 2 medical
name (years) by family doctor
Vet 1 Female | Riga | 6-10 |Therapy |Early childhood 1131;);1\5 No
Vet 2 Female | Riga | 6-10 |Therapy |Early childhood Er?;:, No
Vet 3 Female | Riga | 6-10 |Therapy |Early childhood Yes No
Before completing
Vet4 | Female| Riga | >20 |Therapy |secondary No No
education
. Don't
Vet 5 Female | Other | 6-10 |Therapy |Early childhood Khow No
Before completing
Vet 6 Male | Other | 6-10 |Surgery |secondary Yes No
education
Before completing
Vet 7 Female | Riga 3-5 | Therapy |secondary No No
education
Vet 8 Female | Riga 1-2 {aﬁ) t;;),r- Early childhood Yes No
Vet 9 Female | Riga >20 |Other Early childhood Yes No
Before completing
Vet 10 | Female | Riga 3-5 |Therapy |secondary No No
education
Vet 11 |Female| Riga | 6-10 |Therapy |Early childhood No No
Before completing
Vet 12 | Female | Other | 3-5 |Other secondary Yes No
education
Emer- Before completing
Vet 13 Male | Riga 1-2 enc secondary Yes Yes
gency education
Before completing | .
Vet 14 | Female| Riga | 6-10 |Therapy |secondary Khow No
education
Changed
Vet 15 Male | Other | 6-10 |Surgery classif%cation later No Yes
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Table 3. Veterinary inspector profiles

Career | Wanted

Work choice to
Informant's Gender Work- | expe- | Medical Age at career was become
codename place | rience field choice affected | a medi-
(years) by cal
family | doctor
Inspector 1 | Male | Riga >20 |Farm |s | Early childhood Yes No
animals
Inspector 2 | Female | Other | 6-10 Farm Changed No Yes
animals | the career later
Inspector 3 | Female | Other | 16-20 Farm |s | Early childhood No No
animals
Farm Before completing
Inspector 4 | Male | Other | 1-2 animals secondary Yes Yes
education
Before completing
Inspector 5 | Female | Other | 1-2 | Therapy |secondary No No

education

For the five semi-structured interviews with veterinary inspectors,
an acquaintance of mine who serves as a food inspector within the Food and
Veterinary Service (FVS) played a pivotal role as a gatekeeper and facilitated
the involvement of his colleagues in the study. The informants’ professional
experience in the veterinary field, including roles as veterinary doctors and later
as inspectors, varied significantly: Two had less than 5 years, one had 6-10 years,
one had 16-20 years, and one had more than 20 years (Table 3). Both snowball
sampling and the gatekeeper method proved instrumental in fostering trust
between interviewers and informants, a crucial factor in discussing sensitive
topics.

Participants were informed about the study’s objectives and research ques-
tions (Brinkmann & Kvale, 2018; Sarantakos, 2005), and they were assured
that their participation was voluntary. A consent form was also provided to
the informants. The interviews were conducted exclusively via Zoom or
MsTeams, and participant consent was obtained verbally. All transcripts were
anonymised to maintain confidentiality (Brinkmann & Kvale, 2018). The ethical
considerations for this study were formulated in accordance with the guidelines
established by Kimmel (1988) and Creswell and Creswell (2018).

Coding was conducted in cycles using NVivo 14 software, following
the guidelines suggested by Miles and Huberman (1994), Miles et al. (2014)
and Gibbs (2018). Transcripts were coded and analysed immediately after
the interviews, allowing the researcher to draw conclusions once saturation was
reached (Hennink et al., 2017; Saunders et al., 2018). As I am bilingual, I con-
ducted the semi-structured interviews in Latvian or Russian and subsequently
transcribed and analysed them in their respective languages.

22



Focusing on the paper ‘Bridging compassion and commerce: Veterinarians’
ethical dilemmas in providing care for homeless animals’ subject, codes were
generated using affective and exploratory coding methods (Miles et al., 2014).
During the process of Cycle 1 coding, 89 open codes emerged; during the second
cycle, these were organised into 19 patterns or distinct categories: Attitudes,
Homeless Animal, Volunteers, Other Animal, Euthanasia, Emotions, Routine,
Education, Laws and Penalties, Role, Companion Animal, Narrative, Finances,
Profession, Food and Veterinary Service (FVS), Pain and Death, Beliefs, Violence,
and Owner.

For the study ‘Perspectives of animal welfare volunteers regarding veteri-
narians and veterinary inspectors in Latvia’ the coding was organised into three
cycles. The codebook for Cycle 1 was developed and included 100 descriptive
codes, with four codes allocated to each interview question. Descriptive codes
were used to capture the essence of the content to highlight the most important
themes and simplify results by grouping them according to topics. Cycle 2 con-
sisted of Attitude-Belief coding and Emotion coding. The volunteer respondents’
sentiments towards veterinarians and inspectors were categorised as Attitude,
and volunteer respondents’ individual knowledge, experiences and interpreta-
tive perceptions of veterinarians and inspectors were categorised as Beliefs. To
investigate interpersonal experiences, codes for positive and negative emotions
were incorporated in Cycle 2. Cycle 3 was intended to elucidate relationships
among volunteers, veterinarians and veterinary inspectors; this cycle comprised
four relationship pattern codes, two for veterinary inspectors (Relationship in
the Field of Illegal Breeding and Relationship in the Field of Animal Rescue)
and two for veterinarians (Financial Relationship and Moral Value Relationship).

For the study ‘Companion or stray? Conflicting beliefs of veterinary pro-
fessionals and animal help volunteers in Latvia’ the coding was structured into
three cycles. The codebook for Cycle 1 was created and comprised 100 descriptive
codes, with four codes assigned to each interview question. Descriptive codes
were employed to summarise the primary information, emphasising key themes
and facilitating the organisation of results by topic. Cycle 2 comprised Values-
Beliefs codes. The respondents’ perceptions of moral status and legal rights were
classified as Beliefs, whereas their perceptions of companion or homeless animals
were grouped as Values. Cycle 3 aimed to clarify the connections between Beliefs
and Values while investigating the origins of inconsistencies or similarities
among respondents’ perspectives. Cycle 3 comprised four theoretical construct
codes: Beliefs-Based Perception of Moral Status; Beliefs-Based Perception of
Companion Animals’ Legal Rights; Beliefs-Based Perception of Stray Animals’
Legal Rights; and Values-Based Perception of Animals’ Moral Value.

For the study ‘Dzivnieku morala statusa uztvere ka sociala taisniguma
dzingjspeks Latvija’ (‘The understanding of animals’ moral status as a catalyst
for social justice in Latvia’) the coding was organised into two cycles. As was
the case for the article ‘Companion or stray? Conflicting beliefs of veterinary
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professionals and animal help volunteers in Latvia’, the codebook for Cycle 1
was developed and included 100 descriptive codes, with four codes allocated
for each interview question. Descriptive codes were used to capture the essence
of the content to highlight the most important themes and simplify results by
grouping them into topics. Cycle 2 comprised four theoretical construct codes:
Moral Value, Justice Orientation, Power Relationship, and Social Change. This
cycle aimed to uncover how volunteers interpret the moral status and ethical
treatment of stray animals, and how these beliefs shape their understanding
of justice within the framework of institutional biopower. Moral Values codes
captured volunteer respondents’ individual ethical values and perceptions of
the inherent worth of stray animals, whereas Justice Orientation codes focused
on how informants engaged with broader social justice concepts. Power
Relationship coding identified how volunteers navigated interactions with insti-
tutional actors (e.g. veterinarians, inspectors and policymakers), highlighting
perceived hierarchies and systemic neglect of stray animals. Social Change
coding examined how participants framed themselves as civic agents advocating
for moral and structural transformation in Latvian society. This coding cycle
emphasised the role of ethical convictions in motivating volunteers’ efforts to
challenge dominant paradigms and promote the inclusion of animals within
the framework of social justice.
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2. A CONCISE OUTLINE OF THE CONTENT
AND RESULTS OF THE PUBLICATIONS
INCLUDED IN THE DISSERTATION

2.1. Bridging compassion and commerce: Veterinarians'
ethical dilemmas in providing care for homeless
animals

The article ‘Bridging Compassion and Commerce: Veterinarians’ Ethical
Dilemmas in Providing Care for Homeless Animals’ (Seiko et al., 2024) published
in journal ‘Rural Sustainability Research’ examines veterinarians’ perspectives on
their role in preventing violence against homeless animals and the ethical dilem-
mas they face when treating strays. It highlights the complex dynamics between
veterinarians and volunteers who aid stray animals, including the positive view
of volunteers’ altruistic intentions as well as concerns about financial issues
and the perceived commercialisation of animals for fundraising purposes. A key
issue that emerges is the fees associated with medical care for stray animals, as
it points to potential misunderstandings between veterinarians and volunteers.

This study centres on the beliefs-based ethical decisions, rooted in the idea
of animal rights, that veterinary doctors make in ethically challenging situations
or during contact with homeless animals that volunteers have brought to clin-
ics. The analysis sheds light on complicated, emotion-influenced relationships
between veterinarians and volunteers, as well as on factors that impact a veter-
inarian’s decision-making process regarding homeless animals.

The paper raises three research questions:

1) How do veterinarians perceive and evaluate the role of volunteer organi-
sations? Specifically, are there any similarities and/or differences in veteri-
narians’ understanding of the concepts of ‘rescuing’ or ‘helping’ animals as
compared with volunteers?

2) What are the veterinarians’ beliefs about their involvement in addressing
violence against stray animals, and how closely do their beliefs align with
their actions?

3) What are the key factors that impact veterinarians’ decision-making and
behaviour when confronted with ethical challenges relating to stray animals
in their practice?

2.1.1. How do veterinarians perceive and evaluate the role of
volunteer organisations?

Veterinarians generally have a positive perception of volunteer organisations,
and they acknowledge volunteers’ motivations and contributions to helping stray
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animals. However, there are also noticeable contradictions in their evaluations.
Veterinarians express concerns regarding volunteers’ approaches to fundraising,
particularly the use of emotionally charged images or the focus on animals
with limited chances of adoption. Some veterinarians believe that volunteers’
efforts would be more effective if directed toward young, adoptable animals. At
the same time, veterinarians recognise the shared belief in the rights or freedoms
of homeless animals, despite practical disagreements. Differences also emerge
in the perception of the profession, with veterinarians often feeling unfairly
criticised by volunteers who do not fully understand the complexities, emotional
burden and financial constraints of veterinary practice.

2.1.2. What are the veterinarians’ beliefs about their involvement in
addressing violence against stray animals, and how closely
do their beliefs align with their actions?

Veterinarians believe their involvement in addressing violence against
stray animals is closely linked to their core professional responsibilities. They
view educating pet owners and the public, advocating for animal rights and
reducing animal suffering as essential steps in mitigating violence. These beliefs
are generally consistent with their actions, as they strive to provide medical
assistance to stray animals, even when they face material limitations. Financial
constraints may influence the type of treatment provided, but they do not
prevent veterinarians from offering help to wounded or suffering animals.
The belief in the equal value of stray and companion animals further reinforces
their commitment to assisting homeless animals within the limits of available
resources.

2.1.3. What are the key factors that impact veterinarians’ decision-
making and behaviour when confronted with ethical
challenges relating to stray animals in their practice?

When veterinarians are confronted with ethical challenges related to stray
animals, their decision-making and behaviour are influenced by several key
factors. The primary factor is the level of pain experienced by the animal,
which determines the urgency and extent of medical intervention. Their values
regarding the rights and moral worth of both domestic and stray animals also
play a significant role. In addition, practical constraints (e.g. financial resources,
emotional burden and professional stress) impact their decisions. Ethical dilem-
mas elicit strong negative emotions, reflecting the tension between veterinar-
ians’ desire to act in the animal’s best interest and the limitations imposed by
financial, emotional and societal factors. Despite these challenges, veterinarians’
actions are guided by their commitment to animal welfare and their role as
advocates for animal rights.
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The paper emphasises the essential role of veterinarians in educating owners
of companion animals as well as the wider community, stressing their respon-
sibility not only to advocate for animal welfare, but also to improve broader
environmental well-being. Veterinarians view their primary obligation as the dis-
semination of knowledge, the promotion of animal rights and the reduction of
suffering. Societal expectations significantly influence veterinarians’ perceptions
of their role. All informants acknowledge the violation of the rights (or freedoms)
of stray animals, particularly due to the high treatment costs for strays in need.

2.2. Perspectives of Animal Welfare Volunteers Regarding
Veterinarians and Veterinary Inspectors in Latvia

The article ‘Perspectives of animal welfare volunteers regarding veterinar-
ians and veterinary inspectors in Latvia’ (Seiko & Nikisins, 2025) published
in journal ‘Rural Sustainability Research’ explores volunteers’ beliefs and
attitudes towards veterinarians and veterinary inspectors, aiming to shed light
on the complex dynamics within these relationships. The aim of the paper is
to examine and understand the perceptions of volunteers who aid homeless
animals regarding veterinarians and veterinary inspectors in Latvia, specifically
focusing on the roles of these professionals in advancing animal welfare and
protecting animal rights.

The study of the relationship between the groups is structured around
the positive and negative attitudes and beliefs of volunteers in Latvia who
assist homeless animals, which are shaped by their everyday interactions with
veterinarians and veterinary inspectors. The analysis uncovers the complex
perceptions of the aforementioned groups, which are grounded in emotions,
assumptions and personal experiences.

The paper raises two research questions:

1) How do volunteers perceive the role of veterinary inspectors in protecting
animal rights?

2) How do volunteers perceive the role of veterinarians in promoting the wel-
fare of stray animals?

2.2.1. How do volunteers perceive the role of veterinary inspectors
in protecting animal rights?

The negative attitude and moral outrage towards inspectors are closely
linked to the beliefs of volunteers. Jasper & Poulsen (1995) described
the so-called “moral shock”, i.e. a trigger for engagement in any action
because of a sense of outrage provoked by an event or situation. Osdrio (2016)
observed that moral outrage, caused by political injustice, is typical for ani-
mal rights activists. As helping homeless animals is linked to social justice,
scholars have described activists’ emotional investment in an action of bringing
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Figure 1. Relationship map with veterinary inspectors

change (Barry & Dordevié, 2007; Effler, 2010). The research appears to confirm
this observation. The relationship pattern reveals that interactions with veter-
inary inspectors, such as inspections at volunteers' residences housing rescued
animals or responses to volunteers' complaints regarding puppy mills, are
characterised by negative feelings indicated by all respondents. No affirmative
sentiments regarding FVS inspectors have been identified. Volunteers often
hold a negative view of veterinary inspectors, perceiving them as unemphatic
bureaucrats. This perception is influenced by mutual interactions, such as
inspections at volunteers” homes where rescued animals are housed or responses
to complaints about puppy mills. The daily tensions expressed by volunteers
highlight a structural issue in which regulatory agencies and grassroots move-
ments have differing approaches to animal welfare. The resulting atmosphere of
distrust, rooted in perceptions of institutional stagnation and partiality, hinders
legislative collaboration.

The attitudes and beliefs of volunteers regarding veterinary inspectors might
be represented schematically (Figure 1).

2.2.2. How do volunteers perceive the role of veterinarians in
promoting the welfare of stray animals?

In contrast, the relationship between volunteers and veterinarians is com-
plex, as it is influenced by a range of both positive and negative experiences
that are attributable to individual contacts in veterinary clinics. This interplay
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reflects wider disputes evident in parliamentary debates, where divergent views
on animal welfare underscore fundamental problems. It is plausible that vol-
unteers’ perceptions of the older generation of veterinarians, who do not share
similar emotions or perspectives on the ethical significance of animals, may
contribute to the conflict; this was evident, for instance, in the parliamentary
sessions in which senior delegates represented the veterinary society. The fact
that volunteers’ attitudes regarding veterinarians are not as clear-cut as their
attitudes toward veterinarian inspectors may result from the fact that volunteers
are more inclined to establish personal connections with veterinarians within
challenging or harmonious triads involving an animal patient; this, according
to prior research on social expectations regarding veterinarians (Rathwell-
Deault et al., 2017), facilitates the reduction of friction.

The attitudes and beliefs of volunteers regarding veterinary doctors are
represented schematically in Figure 2.

As the research findings reveal that volunteers’ perceptions are closely
linked to the social justice concerns, this has significant practical implications,
especially in shaping animal welfare policy and promoting collaboration among
key stakeholders in Latvia. Lawmakers must acknowledge the significance of
grassroots volunteer initiatives and integrate their perspectives into legislative
revisions, guaranteeing that animal welfare regulations not only seek to save
companion animals, but also empower frontline social movements. Furthermore,
the revealed negative perceptions should motivate legislative representatives to
establish a more empathetic and collaborative framework between volunteers
and professionals. This may entail creating training programs for veterinary
inspectors that prioritise empathy, communication skills, and comprehension
of the distinct issues encountered by volunteers in animal rescue situations.

The study suggests that the interaction between homeless animal help
volunteers and veterinary inspectors is primarily negative, characterised by
moral outrage and frustration among volunteers. Volunteers view inspectors as
passive, devoid of empathy, and primarily concerned with penalising volunteers
rather than tackling illegal breeders or imposing penalties instead of preventing
welfare problems. The perception of vets is multifaceted, encompassing both
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positive and negative encounters. Positive perceptions exist for vets who provide
medical assistance and discounts for the care of stray animals. Younger vets
are usually viewed more positively. Dissatisfaction arises from the perceived
lack of engagement by veterinarians and the elevated expenses of treatment.
The significance of personal relationships with the veterinarian is also essential.

2.3. Companion or Stray? Conflicting Beliefs of Veterinary
Professionals and Animal Help Volunteers in Latvia

The article ‘Companion or stray? Conflicting beliefs of veterinary profession-
als and animal help volunteers in Latvia’ (Seiko & Mozarova, 2025) published
in journal Ttalian Sociological Review” explores the underlying factors that
contribute to the disagreements between volunteers and veterinary professionals
regarding the moral status, value and legal rights of both companion and stray
animals. Thirty semi-structured interviews offer a detailed comprehension of
the distinctions between veterinary professionals and volunteers.

The paper raises two research questions:

1) What are the volunteers’ and veterinary professionals’ beliefs regarding
the moral status and legal rights of companion and stray animals?

2) How do their beliefs about moral and legal status influence their perceptions
of companion or stray animals?

2.3.1. What are the volunteers' and veterinary professionals’ beliefs
regarding the moral status and legal rights of companion
animal and stray animal?

Informants’ responses to this study’s first research question indicate that
volunteers primarily view companion animals as family members, friends or
children, underscoring a belief that attributes considerable intrinsic value and
moral status to these animals. In contrast, veterinary professionals frequently
adopt a utilitarian perspective that highlights the differences between humans
and animals, viewing companion animals primarily as entities with designated
roles, rather than as family members. Volunteers advocate for equal legal rights
for both companion and roaming animals, motivated by a shared belief in
the moral obligation to protect all animals, irrespective of ownership status.
Veterinary professionals demonstrate a dual perspective: Although some recog-
nise specific legal rights for both categories of animals, the majority believe that
strays possess limited rights in practice, due to systemic obstacles encountered
in veterinary care. Volunteers’ beliefs are frequently shaped by emotional ties
to animals, resulting in a moral advocacy for their rights. In contrast, veteri-
nary professionals ground their beliefs in the Five Freedoms framework (Farm
Animal Welfare Council, 2009) and practical considerations of animal welfare,
which may conflict with volunteers’ emotional motivations.
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2.3.2. How do their beliefs about moral and legal status influence
perceptions of companion or stray animals?

The second research question examined whether the beliefs of veterinary
practitioners and volunteers concerning the moral and legal status of animals
influence their perceptions of companion and stray animals. Volunteers’ belief
in the intrinsic value of companion animals leads them to regard these animals
as deserving of respect and rights akin to human rights. This emotional bond
fosters a protective attitude towards both companion and homeless animals.
In contrast, veterinary professionals’ utilitarian perspective shapes their
understanding of animals predominantly through the lens of roles and respon-
sibilities. As a consequence, they frequently prioritise practical welfare needs
over emotional factors. These conflicting perspectives on legal rights result in
different interpretations of ethical treatment and care for animals. Volunteers
promote enhanced legal protections from a moral perspective, whereas veter-
inary professionals underscore the significance of the Five Freedoms frame-
work. Due to this belief, veterinary professionals primarily focus on fulfilling
animals’ fundamental needs, rather than their rights. These contradictions
sometimes lead to tension between volunteers and veterinary professionals
regarding animal welfare. Volunteers may see veterinary decisions as excessively
pragmatic or emotionally uninvolved. In return, veterinarians consider volun-
teer viewpoints to be insufficiently informed in terms of the practicalities of
animal care.

This study of stakeholder beliefs reveals notable distinctions between
volunteers and veterinary professionals that carry substantial ramifications
for the implementation of animal management and welfare policies. Differing
beliefs significantly influence the management of stray animal populations,
potentially resulting in conflict or ineffective policy outcomes if they are not
properly handled; such conflicts also affect legislative reforms aimed at improv-
ing the welfare of domestic and stray animals. Thus, these disparate perspectives
present obstacles to the development of cohesive and successful policies that
fulfil both ethical and practical objectives.

2.4. Dzivnieku morala statusa uztvere ka sociala taisniguma
dzinéjspéeks Latvija (‘The understanding of animals’
moral status as a catalyst for social justice in Latvia’)

The article ‘Dzivnieku morala statusa uztvere ka sociala taisniguma dzineé-
jspéks Latvija’ published in 2025 in journal ‘Akadémiska dzive’ analyses the per-
spective on the moral status of stray animals, particularly cats and dogs, among
animal help volunteers in Latvia and explores the integration of this perspective
into the social justice movement. Based on 10 semi-structured interviews with
volunteers, this study examines how their beliefs regarding this moral status
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affect their relationships with institutional power and align with contemporary
social justice theories. It also examines how volunteers” endeavours to broaden
the notion of social justice and its application to stray animals impact the evo-
lution of animal rights discourse in Latvia.

The article’s novelty resides in its interdisciplinary approach, merging
animal protection activism with modern social justice theories as articulated
by Sen (1999), Rawls (1971) and Nussbaum (2006). Figure 3 illustrates the com-
plementary nature of these theories.

This scheme sheds light on how volunteer activists formulate their moral
stance through their subjective interpretation of social justice, and on the fact
that they become catalysts for social change by aligning their actions with their
ethical beliefs.

The results reveal that in Latvia, volunteering to protect animals is intrin-
sically connected to the practical application of justice concepts. Informants
believe that justice extends beyond humans to encompass animals as morally
meaningful entities. The moral status of animals underpins the volunteers’
ethical and civic engagement. They regard stray animals as equal members
of the community and entities with inherent value deserving of protection,
dignity and quality of life. Volunteers confront the perspectives of institutional
authorities (i.e. veterinary inspectors, veterinarians, politicians) who prioritise
companion animals with owners and thus neglect the welfare of stray ani-
mals. They perceive this disparate treatment to be an injustice rooted not in
an objective evaluation of needs, but rather in a moral hierarchy of status that
systematically devalues stray animals.
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2.5. The relationship between the published articles and
theses for defence

The four articles described above offer empirical evidence and provide
a theoretical basis for the three principal theses argued in this dissertation. Each
paper examines a particular facet of the relationships between Latvian animal
welfare volunteers and veterinary professionals, enhancing comprehension
of their moral, social and institutional dynamics. The principal findings are
summarised below and associated with the relevant theses:

Thesis 1: The perception of animals’ moral status among Latvian volunteers
and veterinary professionals is linked to their understanding of social
justice

This thesis is substantiated by the publication ‘Dzivnieku morala statusa uzt-
vere ka sociala taisniguma dzinéjspéeks Latvija’, which illustrates that volunteers’
perceptions of the moral status of stray animals are integrated within wider frame-
works of social justice. The research indicates that volunteers perceive animals to
be entities of moral value, entitled to rights and dignity, and that their actions are
motivated by an ethical obligation to advocate for justice beyond human interests.

This is further supported by study ‘Companion or stray? Conflicting beliefs
of veterinary professionals and animal help volunteers in Latvia’, which exam-
ines the moral and legal perspectives of volunteers and veterinary professionals.
Volunteers’ emotionally driven perspective on animals as family members con-
trasts with the utilitarian, welfare-oriented approach of professionals. These
differing moral frameworks represent distinct interpretations of justice and
responsibility with regard to animals.

Thesis 2: The discord between volunteers and veterinary professionals is
rooted in the distribution of power in Latvian society

The paper ‘Perspectives of animal welfare volunteers regarding veterinarians
and veterinary inspectors in Latvia’ examines the moral outrage and distrust
that volunteers exhibit toward institutional authorities, particularly veterinary
inspectors, whom they view as being passive and lacking empathy. Findings
indicate that the conflict extends beyond interpersonal issues, as it is rooted in
wider structural inequalities and power dynamics between grassroots actors
and state institutions.

The paper ‘Bridging compassion and commerce: Veterinarians® ethical
dilemmas in providing care for homeless animals’ further contributes to this
discussion by illustrating how veterinarians perceive a lack of understanding on
the part of and experience pressure from volunteers who may not fully grasp
the financial and emotional challenges inherent in veterinary practice. This
professional tension illustrates underlying systemic asymmetries and conflicting
authority structures within the animal welfare sector.
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Thesis 3: The conflicting views of volunteers and veterinary professionals
regarding the moral status of animals drive animal welfare social
movements in Latvia

The paper ‘Companion or stray? Conflicting beliefs of veterinary profession-
als and animal help volunteers in Latvia’ demonstrates that divergent ethical
perspectives on the moral value of animals result in significant disagreements
concerning their treatment, care and legal protection. These differences influ-
ence daily interactions and function as the ideological foundation for advocacy
and activism.

The paper ‘Dzivnieku morala statusa uztvere ka sociala taisniguma dzineé-
jspeks Latvija’ substantiates this by positioning animal rights activism within
the context of social justice movements. Volunteers view their efforts as a moral
obligation, and the perceived institutional injustices that stray animals face drive
collective action that focuses on systemic reform.

This synthesis of the publications demonstrates how empirical findings from
each paper directly support the three central theses of the dissertation. Their
analyses elucidate the intricate relationships among ethical beliefs, institutional
roles and social structures that influence animal welfare practices and activism
in Latvia.
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3. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

This chapter outlines the empirical findings of this dissertation and analyses
them through relevant sociological theories and conceptual frameworks. It is
structured to systematically address the seven research questions introduced
above, each of which focuses on a specific aspect of the beliefs, attitudes and
practices of veterinary professionals and volunteers in Latvia. These questions
are fundamental to the analysis and establish a framework for examining
the intersections of moral status, legal rights, institutional roles and personal
emotions within the context of stray animal welfare.

To prevent fragmentation and improve clarity, the chapter is organised
into seven primary analytical sections, each aligned with one of the research
questions. Each section presents findings from the semi-structured interviews,
utilising the conceptual frameworks introduced previously in the 1.chapter,
including social justice theory (Nussbaum, Rawls, Sen), biopower (Foucault),
symbolic power and capital (Bourdieu) and social movement theory. The dis-
cussion of each research question illustrates how the empirical data substantiate
the overarching theses for defence proposed in this dissertation:

1) The perception of animals’ moral status among Latvian volunteers
and veterinary professionals is linked to their understanding of social
justice.

2) The discord between volunteers and veterinary professionals is rooted
in the distribution of power in Latvian society.

3) The conflicting views of volunteers and veterinary professionals regarding
the moral status of animals drive animal welfare social movements in Latvia.

Rather than presenting each in a distinct chapter or section, these theses
are incorporated throughout the discussion that follows. The conclusion of
each analytical section emphasises the significance of the findings in relation
to one or more of these theses. This structure ensures that the chapter addresses
the research questions while constructing a comprehensive argument that sup-
ports the dissertation’s core claims.

The chapter concludes with a synthesis that explicitly connects the empirical
insights from all seven sections to the three theses for defence. This strengthens
the consistency of the research and its contributions to political sociology,
animal ethics and social movement studies.

3.1. Beliefs About Moral Status and Legal Rights of
Companion and Stray Animals

This study’s first research question was “‘What are the beliefs of volunteers
who help homeless animals veterinary professionals regarding the moral sta-
tus and legal rights of companion animals and stray animals?” Drawing on
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qualitative data from interviews and published analyses, this section highlights
the contrasting moral frameworks and interpretations of legal entitlements that
shape stakeholder perceptions.

Cycle 2 consisted of Value-Belief codes. Respondents’ perceptions of moral
status and legal rights were classified as Beliefs, whereas their perceptions of
companion or homeless animals were grouped as Values. Cycle 3 aimed to clarify
the connections between Beliefs and Values while investigating the origins of
inconsistencies or similarities in respondents’ perspectives. Cycle 3 comprised
four theoretical construct codes: Beliefs-Based Perception of Moral Status;
Beliefs-Based Perception of Companion Animals’ Legal Rights; Beliefs-Based
Perception of Stray Animals’ Legal Rights; and Values-Based Perception of
Animals’ Moral Value.

Analysing these perspectives through the lens of modern social justice
theory - particularly the frameworks developed by Fraser (2009), Sen (1999),
Rawls (1971) and Nussbaum (2006) - reveals that these different viewpoints
reflect broader ideological divides within justice discourse. These frameworks
highlight that volunteers and veterinary professionals adhere to distinct inter-
pretations of justice. Specifically, volunteers tend to prioritise emotional and
moral responsibilities, whereas veterinary professionals emphasise institutional
and pragmatic considerations.

Rawls’ (1971) A Theory of Justice emphasises equity, ethical responsibility
and the protection of vulnerable groups. Although originally designed for human
societies, Rawls’ framework can also be applied to animal welfare, particularly
in the context of the unequal treatment of companion and homeless animals. It
is closely linked with responses from informants that indicate that volunteers
primarily view companion animals as family members, friends or children;
this, in turn, underscores a belief that attributes considerable intrinsic value
and moral status to these animals. This viewpoint corresponds with Abbate’s
(2023) concept of a hybrid moral perspective, which emphasises the intrinsic
value of companion animals relative to other classifications within the socio-zo-
ological scale (DeMello, 2021). Here, volunteers’ belief regarding intrinsic value
falls under the framework of Nussbaum’s (2006) capabilities approach, which
broadens the concept of justice by emphasising the intrinsic value of all sentient
beings. She has argued that justice involves not only preventing suffering but
also creating conditions that allow animals to lead fulfilling lives.

Veterinary professionals frequently adopt a utilitarian perspective that high-
lights differences between humans and animals, viewing companion animals
primarily as entities with designated roles, rather than as family members. As
examined by Plumwood (2002), Seshadri (2012) and Torrez (2013), the belief that
a pet is an animal rather than a person reflects a cultural dichotomy between
humans and non-humans and contributes to systemic patterns of dehumani-
zation. This fundamental difference in perception illustrates the hierarchy of
the socio-zoological scale. Sen (1999) argued that different groups face unique
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conditions that require context-specific solutions. This concept is particularly
relevant to the differing circumstances of companion and stray animals, which
are based on beliefs regarding their moral status. Companion animals generally
receive adequate care, a home and veterinary attention, which enables them to
meet their species-specific needs. The structured approach adopted by veterinary
professionals significantly enhances these animals’ capabilities. In contrast,
homeless animals experience extreme vulnerability, deprivation and suffering.
Their inconsistent access to food, shelter and medical care severely limits their
ability to achieve basic well-being.

When exploring informants’ beliefs regarding the legal rights of companion
animals, the analysis indicated that only one volunteer believes that animals
have rights, but they are still subordinate to humans. All informants asserted
that stray animals, such as cats and dogs, possess the same legal rights as com-
panion animals. Volunteers’ beliefs are also frequently shaped by emotional ties
to animals, resulting in moral advocacy. Volunteers exemplify Rawls’ (1971)
concept of ethically driven individuals by advocating for the rights of home-
less animals and promoting adoption. Their efforts to raise awareness, gather
resources and improve the welfare of stray animals align with Rawls’ premise
that marginalised groups (homeless animals, in this case) deserve special
attention. Volunteers advocate for equal legal rights for both companion and
roaming animals, motivated by a shared belief in the moral obligation to protect
all animals, irrespective of ownership status; in contrast, those in the veteri-
nary field frequently perceive these rights as restricted. This corresponds with
Wacks’ (2024) observation that animal rights frequently appear to be secondary
to human rights, underscoring the persistent discussion regarding the extent
and relevance of animal rights. The coding revealed that these distinctions
were clearly expressed through Beliefs-Based codes assigned to perceptions
regarding the legal rights of both companion and stray animals, thus illustrating
deep divergence in perceived entitlements. Variations in these perceptions can
be partially linked to informants’ educational and professional experiences.
Volunteers’ belief that stray animals deserve rights akin to those of companion
animals likely arises from a moral rights viewpoint that advocates for universal
application of certain rights.

Findings indicate that emotions - specifically anger, empathy and
frustration - are essential to motivating volunteers and strengthening their
dedication to improving animal welfare in Latvia. The tension between volun-
teers and veterinary inspectors illustrates how feelings of anger and injustice
fuel the volunteer movement. Volunteers believe that inspectors disregard
their concerns about unlawful breeding, and their frustration with perceived
bureaucratic inertia has fostered collective ‘angry empathy’. This emotional
response has reinforced volunteers’ commitment to saving stray animals and
strengthened their conviction that the existing system is unjust. The emotional
solidarity among volunteers illustrates van Stekelenburg and Klandermans’
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(2017) concept of collective identity within social movements. Volunteers have
established a strong group identity based on their shared belief that homeless
animals deserve equal treatment and care. According to Klandermans et al.
(2004), frustration caused by a belief in systemic injustice enhances motivation
to protest, particularly when individuals feel that their collective action can
address grievances.

Veterinary professionals demonstrate a dual perspective: Although some
recognise specific legal rights for both categories of animals, the majority
believe that strays possess limited rights in practice, due to systemic obstacles
encountered in veterinary care. The finding that veterinary professionals often
prioritise companion animals over stray animals suggests a conflict within
this framework. From a Rawlsian (1971) perspective, the systemic disregard
for stray animals constitutes a violation of justice — one that perpetuates social
inequities within the socio-zoological hierarchy. The findings of this study
reveal that veterinary inspectors act as agents of procedural justice, enforcing
animal protection regulations and preventing cruelty and neglect. Their role
embodies the institutional responsibility to uphold fairness in public policy.
Thus, they embody Rawlsian justice by ensuring that all animals have fair access
to medical care, regardless of their ownership status. Although some veterinary
professionals were observed to prioritise companion animals due to practical
constraints, many demonstrated an awareness of their obligation to provide
essential medical treatments to homeless animals.

Veterinary professionals ground their beliefs in the Five Freedoms frame-
work and practical considerations of animal welfare, which may conflict with
volunteers’ emotional motivations. Veterinary professionals’ comprehension of
the Five Freedoms, shaped by their formal education, often results in a focus
on fulfilling animals’ fundamental needs, rather than adopting a broader per-
spective on legal rights. Although veterinary doctors provide essential medical
treatment, their approach may fall short of Nussbaum’s (2006, 2013) concept of
dignity if they fail to consider an animal’s emotional well-being. Similarly, vet-
erinary inspectors enforce the Latvian Animal Welfare Act, ensuring minimum
welfare standards, but their role does not extend to proactive measures that
enhance the overall well-being of homeless animals. Nussbaum’s framework
highlights the ethical limitations of justice models that focus solely on survival.
The perception among some veterinarians that stray animals are ‘less deserving’
of medical care or that volunteers are ‘emotionally driven’ reflects a failure to
acknowledge animals’ emotional and social needs. This moral undervaluation
was especially visible in the coding of Values-Based perception of animals’ moral
value, which revealed a clear discrepancy between professional pragmatism and
volunteer empathy.

It appears that veterinary professionals function under a more limited legal
rights framework, indicating that there is a need for enhanced recognition and
formalization of animal rights within legal settings. Veterinary professionals’
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emphasis on welfare frameworks (e.g. the Five Freedoms) represents a pragmatic,
yet limited, interpretation of justice. Although ensuring animals’ fundamental
welfare is crucial, this approach does not fully acknowledge a broader ethi-
cal responsibility to enhance animals’ capacities. Volunteers’ moral advocacy
attempts to bridge this gap by emphasising emotional welfare, social interaction
and increased survival opportunities for stray animals. Veterinary profession-
als’ appeal to the Five Freedoms guidelines highlights the present condition of
animal welfare rights. Although these freedoms may be viewed as foundational
welfare principles, rather than legal rights, the advocacy and discourse sur-
rounding them can be interpreted as a component of the broader movement
aimed at formalizing new rights.

The analysis of stakeholder beliefs concerning moral status and legal rights
indicates that these positions are rooted in differing philosophical commitments
to justice that transcend individual perspectives. Coding in Cycles 2 and 3 helped
to trace how Beliefs and Values combine to shape these philosophical stand-
points. These differences were patterned, rather than random, with volunteers
clustering around moral and emotional Values-Based coding, and veterinarians
clustering around belief codes rooted in pragmatic or regulatory reasoning.
These distinctions do not represent mere ethical disagreements, but rather
distinct interpretations of vulnerability, responsibility and legitimacy within
Latvian society. Volunteers function within an ethico-political framework that
emphasises the importance of recognising and addressing the needs of the most
marginalised populations. Their advocacy transcends emotional appeal; it
embodies a calculated moral position that opposes institutional indifference, with
the objective of redefining which entities merit social and legal acknowledgment.

Although veterinary professionals are not indifferent to animal suffering,
they operate within a justice model that is limited by institutional roles, legal
compliance and clinical pragmatism. This model thus restricts justice to oper-
ational and legal feasibility, frequently omitting wider relational and affective
aspects. The outcome is a structurally conservative interpretation of justice that
reinforces established legal classifications and prioritises stability rather than
redistribution.

This fundamental opposition of justice frameworks indicates a moral and
institutional gap, wherein one side aims to broaden moral consideration beyond
established norms, and the other is responsible for enforcing norms shaped
by existing legal and bureaucratic systems. This conflict involves not only
the treatment of animals but also the societal determination of the validity of
various claims to justice. Volunteers™ convictions contest the notion that legal
ownership is essential for moral standing, whereas veterinary professionals find
themselves —occasionally uneasily - situated within frameworks that persist in
adhering to this assumption.

Thus, the thesis that the perception of animals’ moral status among Latvian
volunteers and veterinary professionals is linked to their understanding of social
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justice is substantiated through both the contrast between the Beliefs of these
two groups and the profound structural implications inherent in these beliefs.
The application of Values-Beliefs coding frameworks clarifies how deeply
embedded these disparate ideologies are and how they intersect with institu-
tional roles and civic action. The differing interpretations of justice between
volunteers and veterinary professionals illustrate broader societal tensions in
Latvia regarding the scope, subjects and agents of justice; these tensions are
particularly evident in the domain of animal welfare.

3.2. How do these beliefs about moral and legal status
influence perception of companion or stray animals?

The analysis in this section further supports the first thesis that the per-
ception of animals’ moral status among Latvian volunteers and veterinary pro-
fessionals is linked to their understanding of social justice. Specifically, beliefs
regarding animals’ moral and legal status not only influence how volunteers
and veterinary professionals perceive companion and stray animals but also
shape their expectations regarding the fair distribution of care, protection and
institutional resources. Their differing justice frameworks produce conflicting
perceptions of which animals are worthy of care and why. To examine these
patterns, the Cycle 2 of analysis applied Values-Beliefs coding, where beliefs
about moral status and legal rights were categorised as Beliefs, and perceptions
of companion or stray animals were grouped under Values.

Beliefs-Based perspectives regarding companion or stray animals, varies
between volunteers and veterinary professionals. The responses regarding per-
ceptions of animals’ value reveal a complex understanding that is influenced
by beliefs about moral status and legal rights. Cycle 3 codes (e.g. Beliefs-Based
Perception of Moral Status and Values-Based Perception of Animals’ Moral
Value) clarified how volunteers constructed moral hierarchies based on emo-
tional connection and sentience, whereas veterinarians adhered to welfare norms
grounded in professional ethics. Volunteers typically ascribe individuality and
sentience to animals, perceiving them as equals or partners, which demonstrates
a sympathetic and intrinsic valuation rooted in a moral framework that empha-
sises animals’ distinct emotional capabilities. This corresponds with Nussbaum’s
(2006) capability approach and with other overarching ecofeminist theories that
underscore an ethic of care and moral consideration for non-human beings
(Donovan & Adams, 2007).

Volunteers’ belief in the intrinsic value of companion animals leads them to
regard these animals as deserving of respect and rights that are akin to human
rights. This emotional bond fosters a protective attitude towards both com-
panion and homeless animals. In contrast, veterinary professionals’ utilitarian
perspective shapes their understanding of animals predominantly through
the lens of roles and responsibilities. Consequently, they frequently prioritise
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practical welfare needs over emotional factors. These diverging orientations
were captured through the Cycle 3 codes for Beliefs-Based perception of
companion animal’s legal rights and Beliefs-Based perception of stray animal’s
legal rights. Conflicting perspectives on legal rights result in varied interpreta-
tions of ethical treatment and care for animals. Volunteers promote enhanced
legal protections from a moral perspective, whereas veterinary professionals
underscore the significance of the Five Freedoms framework. This belief leads
veterinary professionals to focus primarily on fulfilling animals’ fundamental
needs, rather than securing their rights. These contradictions sometimes lead
to tension between volunteers and veterinary professionals regarding animal
welfare. Volunteers may see veterinary decisions as excessively pragmatic or
emotionally uninvolved. In turn, veterinarians consider volunteer viewpoints
to be insufficiently informed about the practicalities of animal care.

As explored earlier in the dissertation, Sen (1999) maintains that justice
requires tailored strategies to address inequalities. Informants’ beliefs regarding
moral status also influence their perceptions of companion and stray animals as
objects of resource (e.g. food, shelter and medicine) distribution. In the coding
process, these perspectives were reflected through the intersecting use of Values-
Based and Beliefs-Based codes, especially where respondents linked their moral
stance to practical concerns about distributive fairness. The findings reveal
that conflicts between beliefs are fundamentally rooted in issues of distributive
justice. Drawing on Fraser’s three-dimensional model of justice and the envi-
ronmental justice framework (Burnham et al., 2013; Grasso, 2007; Martin,
2013; Popke et al., 2016), distributive justice emphasises the fair allocation of
resources, responsibilities and liabilities. A key tension identified in this research
arises from the unequal distribution of veterinary resources and public support,
leading to a system in which companion animals that have owners receive better
care and protection than stray animals. Theoretical coding in Cycle 3 confirmed
this structure by linking moral beliefs to disparities between both perceptions of
legal rights and value assessments. This disparity highlights an ongoing injus-
tice, as homeless animals — lacking legal owners or advocates — are systematically
deprived of essential welfare resources.

The conflict between volunteers and veterinary professionals reflects
a deeper ideological divide between moral responsibility and pragmatic resource
management. Volunteers’ beliefs lead them to see stray animals as a marginalised
group, excluded from fair resource distribution due to their lack of legal status
and direct representation. This perception was explicitly coded as a values-based
perception of animals’ moral value intersecting with beliefs-based limitations
on legal rights for strays. Based on their beliefs regarding differences in moral
status, veterinary doctors often prioritise companion animals in their clinical
practice. Such decisions are shaped by institutional frameworks such as the Five
Freedoms, which focus on the welfare of animals with identified owners. Some
veterinarians perceive stray animals as ‘less deserving’ patients due to their
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uncertain prognosis, unpredictability and lower likelihood of treatment success.
Although this pragmatic stance is rational within a clinical context, it reinforces
systemic inequity by limiting access to medical care for homeless animals.

A study of stakeholder beliefs uncovers notable distinctions between
volunteers and veterinary professionals; these differences carry substantial
ramifications for the implementation of animal management and welfare pol-
icies. Divergent beliefs significantly influence the management of stray animal
populations, which may result in conflict or ineffective policy outcomes if not
properly handled, as well as affecting legislative reforms aimed at improving
the welfare of domestic and stray animals. These ideological divergences were
systematically identified through Cycle 3 analysis, where the mapping of rela-
tionships between Beliefs and Values codes exposed consistent gaps in policy
expectations and interpretations of justice. This presents obstacles to the devel-
opment of cohesive and successful policies that fulfil both ethical and practical
objectives. Volunteers argue that veterinary inspectors, who are responsible for
implementing public policy and enforcing animal protection laws, exacerbate
disparities in resource allocation. Inspectors primarily focus on enforcing legal
restrictions to ensure adequate care for companion animals while managing
stray populations through programmes that focus on neutering, euthanasia or
disease prevention. This emphasis on risk mitigation, rather than enhancing
animal welfare, aligns with Fraser’s (2009) notion that marginalised groups are
systematically excluded from equitable access to resources. In response to these
inequities, volunteers have emerged as key advocates of redistributive justice.
Their efforts to provide food, medical care and shelter for homeless animals
directly challenge systemic inequalities in resource allocation. Their belief that
all animals, regardless of ownership, deserve equal access to care underscores
a commitment to rebalancing welfare resources in favour of marginalised
homeless animals.

Volunteers’ aid to homeless animals embodies the fundamental principles
of social citizenship as articulated by Marshall (1950) and further elaborated
by Lister (2003). Volunteers perceive their participation in animal welfare not
merely as an act of kindness but as a civic obligation — a moral duty arising from
their conviction that animals possess intrinsic value and deserve protection.
Their tireless efforts in rescuing, feeding and protecting stray animals under-
score their involvement in a grassroots initiative driven by collective ethical
belief. This ethical stance was captured through consistent values-based codes
that emphasised the moral standing and emotional worth of stray animals, often
in sharp contrast to the practical beliefs held by veterinary professionals.

The concept of social citizenship extends beyond legal rights to include par-
ticipation in civil society through collective action (Hearn & Hobson, 2020). In
this context, Latvian volunteers serve as catalysts for social change, challenging
institutional norms that prioritise human interests over animal welfare. Their
opposition to veterinary professionals’ pragmatic approach reflects their belief
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that stray animals should be acknowledged as moral entities with distinct rights
and protections. This aligns with Cochrane’s (2020) notion of cosmozoopo-
lis - a society in which animals and humans coexist as members of a collective
political community. Volunteers’ frustration with veterinary professionals,
who focus on practical welfare rather than moral advocacy, reflects the griev-
ance-based mobilisation that Klandermans et al. (2004) have described, wherein
individuals feel compelled to act due to a sense of injustice. As highlighted in
the coding structure, these grievances consistently emerged at the intersection
of Beliefs-Based and Values-Based codes, revealing how emotionally charged
beliefs about animal dignity evolve into collective action aimed at redressing
systemic inequalities.

3.3. How do veterinarians perceive and evaluate the role of
volunteer organisations?

The code category ‘Volunteers’ contains four codes: Relationship with
Volunteers, Common With Volunteers, Contradictions With Volunteers, and
Perceptions of Volunteering as a Business. Exploring veterinarians’ perception
and evaluation of the role of volunteers, by focusing on the hierarchy charts
of intersecting codes and analysing the items coded for Relationship With
Volunteers, it becomes apparent that this is also associated with two Emotion
codes — Beliefs Toward Violence and Financial Matters. Participants primar-
ily spoke about their positive attitude regarding volunteers’ motivations and
shared stories about volunteers who have brought stray animals to their clinics.
Veterinarians acknowledge that financial considerations significantly impact
both the field of veterinary medicine as a whole and the capacity to offer aid to
homeless animals, specifically. Simultaneously, they dismiss volunteers’ criticism
of their refusal to provide medical care to stray animals without compensation.
This subject will emerge as a major topic in discussions regarding points of
discrepancy with activists, and it aligns with the findings of Kipperman et al.
(2021) findings regarding the perception of veterinarians as professionals who
place greater importance on financial profit than on animal welfare.

Points of contradiction between veterinarians and volunteers persist with
a predominant focus on codes such as Negative Emotions, Perspectives on
Violence, Pain, Financial Matters, and Rights of Homeless Animals. The sub-
ject of the Euthanasia code also arises. This concept can also be represented
through detailed and engaging stories that explain veterinarians’ belief that it
is rude to claim that they pursue their job solely for financial gain, even from
a strictly economic perspective: An individual dedicates 6 years to their studies
and continues to invest significant effort in their profession throughout their life
after graduation. Also because of emotional stress, suicide rates are high within
the profession. The increased level of stress and emotional burden experienced by
veterinarians is consistent with the conclusions drawn by Rathwell-Deault et al.
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(2017), who observed that veterinarians encounter substantial ethical issues,
particularly in relation to euthanasia.

This concept is expanded upon under the perspective of viewing volunteer-
ing as a sort of business. Within the context of this perception, such codes as
Negative Emotions, Pain, Violence, Financial Matters, Laws, and Euthanasia are
prevalent. Veterinarians argue that volunteers use aged or chronically ill animals
to get donations from sympathetic individuals. According to the participants,
it is not worthwhile to make extensive efforts to prolong the life of a disabled
animal, especially if it is unlikely to be adopted. Instead, it would be better to
allocate the received donations towards sterilising and treating young animals
that can be easily socialised.

However, veterinarians’ devotion to volunteers is also common, as exem-
plified by codes such as Positive Emotions, Role in the Preservation of Animal
Rights, and Beliefs About Homeless Animals’ Rights. Like volunteers, doctors hold
the belief that homeless animals possess inherent rights, although some of them
argue that it is more accurate to refer to these as ‘freedoms’ rather than ‘rights’,
which are frequently constrained or violated because of human actions. In terms
of comparing the rights of domestic and homeless animals, several veterinarians
claimed that domestic animals also lack certain rights that stray animals possess,
such as the freedom to hunt and take extensive walks. The belief in the inherent
rights or freedoms of homeless animals supports the broader ethical framework
within which veterinarians operate, as both Graaf (2005) and McGlacken et al.
(2023) have elucidated. This framework emphasises the advocacy role of veteri-
narians, not only in relation to pets but also to homeless animals, linking their
professional obligations to wider animal welfare objectives.

Figure 4 schematically represents veterinarians’ attitudes and beliefs regard-
ing volunteers.

These findings substantiate my second thesis: The discord between vol-
unteers and veterinary professionals is rooted in the distribution of power in
Latvian society. Although both groups share a commitment to animal welfare,
conflicts between them arise not only from differing practical approaches but also
from deeper structural inequalities in symbolic, cultural and institutional power.
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Bourdieu’s concept of symbolic power helps to explain the discord between
volunteers and veterinary practitioners. Veterinary professionals hold institu-
tional authority, granting them the power to define what constitutes adequate
animal welfare and reinforcing their dominance within the social sphere. Their
expertise, grounded in medical knowledge and reinforced by professional
licensing, establishes them as the primary decision-makers in animal care. This
institutional prestige enables veterinary practitioners to set standards for which
animals deserve resources, attention and life-saving interventions.

The tension is further heightened by differences in cultural capital, which
shape how volunteers and veterinary professionals perceive their roles in animal
welfare. Veterinary practitioners possess specialised education, scientific knowl-
edge and access to regulatory frameworks, all of which are essential components
of cultural capital that grant them authority. This expertise legitimises their
ability to determine animals’ medical needs, and it positions them as rational,
informed decision-makers.

The tension escalates when these symbolic frameworks clash. Veterinary
professionals” symbolic authority, which is based on their medical expertise
and adherence to established welfare frameworks, often conflicts with the emo-
tional advocacy of volunteers, who may be perceived as unreasonable or naive.
Conversely, volunteers’ moral commitment to caring for stray animals positions
them as challengers to what professionals view as an impersonal and pragmatic
veterinary system. This debate reflects Bourdieu’s argument that rival social
groups compete to establish their own symbolic interpretations of moral order,
particularly within institutional power structures.

3.4. \Veterinarians' Role in Addressing Violence Against
Stray Animals

While examining veterinarians’ perspectives on their role in addressing vio-
lence against homeless animals, NVivo provided a visualisation that highlighted
the key role of veterinarians in educating pet owners and society. According
to respondents, the veterinarian’s function is defined by expertise, given that
the owner lacks or has minimal knowledge about the animals, which makes
it challenging for them to comprehend certain things. This issue is not only
pertinent in the context of medical treatment and animal welfare but also from
the perspective of environmental health. Addressing the health of individual
patients contributes to the overall well-being of society, for example by prevent-
ing zoonotic diseases.

This educational and regulatory role also positions veterinarians as biopo-
litical agents within a broader system of symbolic and institutional power,
within which they are tasked with managing not only animal health but also
public risk. As Foucault’s theory of biopower suggests, power operates not only
through coercion but through the normalisation of life-preserving practices.
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Veterinarians play a critical role in reinforcing these norms, determining which
lives are treated and which are excluded from care. This dual role is crucial, as
highlighted by Dolby and Litster (2015), who argued that veterinarians should be
seen not only as medical professionals, but also as educators who can influence
public perceptions and behaviours related to animal welfare. Yet this role is not
without tension, especially when biopolitical authority conflicts with grassroots
moral claims that advocate for the ethical treatment of all animals, regardless
of legal ownership. This dual role can help bridge the gap between veterinary
practice and animal rights activism.

Semi-structured interviews allowed for the building of rapport with
respondents and facilitated the exploration of intricate intersections between
perspectives on the rights of homeless animals and their choices within the con-
text of medical reality. All informants acknowledged the existence of rights (or
freedoms) in homeless animals, which individuals (including former owners)
violate in numerous ways. The empathetic dedication to animals in need of
medical assistance, along with an understanding of veterinarians’ role in helping
reduce pain, confronts the challenging truth of the monetary costs of veterinary
medicine.

Here, the limits of medical care become evident, not only in terms of finan-
cial barriers, but also in ethical boundaries shaped by institutionalized power.
This growing mental load and the resulting burnout are critical issues that reflect
the broader ethical quandaries and emotional burdens that veterinarians face,
as Moses et al. (2018) have detailed. Although the veterinarian’s main mission is
the welfare of animals, rather than financial concerns, this study revealed that
they experience a growing mental load when they face ethical challenges while
providing medical care within their limitations. These limitations, however,
are not solely resource-based; they are also imposed by biopolitical structures
that determine whose pain is treated and whose is normalised or neglected.
Exploring burnout related to these emotions may serve as a compelling subject
for future research.

Examining the overlap of perspectives between volunteers and veterinary
professionals on the role in decreasing violence, the themes Primary Obligation
of the Profession, Driving Force Behind Choosing a Profession, and Essential
Steps to Mitigate Violence were discussed. In addition, the Pain code was
included in the analysis as it highlighted the narrative regarding the veteri-
narian’s role in reducing pain - something that was frequently addressed in
the interviews.

Figure 5 schematically represents veterinarians’ beliefs regarding their role
in addressing violence against stray animals.

These findings also support the thesis that conflicting views between volun-
teers and veterinary professionals regarding the moral status of animals drive
animal welfare social movements in Latvia. Volunteers frequently challenge this
biopolitical framework by questioning the authority of veterinary professionals
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in deciding which lives are valued and which are disregarded. By opposing
euthanasia practices and advocating for the legal protection of stray animals,
volunteers contest the standards that veterinary professionals uphold. This moral
stance aligns with grassroots resistance to biopolitical control, in which margin-
alised groups (in this case, stray animals) are redefined not as mere objects to
be regulated, but rather as subjects deserving of ethical consideration.

3.5. What key factors influence veterinarians’ decision-
making and behaviour when faced with ethical
challenges related to stray animals in their practice?

The Matrix Coding Query revealed that veterinarians consider educating
owners, advocating for animals’ rights and minimising pain to be in line with
their core professional responsibilities. Based on the previously examined
studies, I focused on veterinarians as animals’ legal representation and on
the perception of animals as patients. The perception of animals as patients
might influence how veterinarians treat them, and this may reflect their status
as one that is similar to that of human patients. This perception aligns with
the biocentric model described by Rollin (2006), which views animals as moral
beings deserving of ethical consideration similar to that of humans.

A Word Frequency Query was conducted (Figure 6) to explore the correla-
tion between veterinarians’ view of their own positions and their actual actions
in aiding homeless animals, as well as the factors (including ethical dilemmas)
that influence their decision-making process. The Word Cloud displayed
the commonly utilised phrase ‘of course’.
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Latvian and Russian)

The Text Search Query revealed that the word usage context is associated
with assisting a homeless animal, irrespective of material resources. When
veterinarians encounter financial challenges, they may turn to volunteer organi-
sations for material assistance or opt for the most affordable medication, but they
never refuse to provide help to the wounded animal. The Matrix Coding Query
revealed that the main factor in the decision to provide treatment for wounded
or ill homeless animals is the level of pain they are experiencing. The analysis
also demonstrates that respondents believe that there is no distinction between
a companion animal and a stray animal. Consequently, they argue that the med-
ical treatment provided should be equivalent for both.

When examining ethical dilemmas, it becomes evident that there is a signif-
icant correlation with Emotion codes, particularly negative emotions. Therefore,
it can be assumed that ethical challenges involving stray animals elicit negative
emotions in veterinarians.

However, when resolving these dilemmas, doctors are guided by their values
regarding the rights of domestic and stray animals; these values shape their
beliefs about the moral worth of the animals. In addition, their actions are
influenced by their beliefs about the veterinarian’s role in advocating for animal
rights and the primary objective of the profession.

This section’s findings reinforce and expand upon the conclusions from
Sections 3.1 and 3.2, demonstrating that veterinarians’ ethical decisions are
rooted in their perception of animals as patients and their dedication to min-
imising suffering. The belief that both stray and companion animals experi-
ence pain similarly, coupled with the assertion that all warrant equal medical
care, reflects the fundamental utilitarian and biocentric principles discussed
earlier in this dissertation. This section demonstrates that, although Section
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3.1 highlighted the institutional and pragmatic framing of legal rights among
veterinary professionals, in practice, ethical motivation often takes priority
over legal or economic constraints, especially in situations that involve acute
suffering. This seemingly egalitarian approach does not completely correspond
with the volunteers’ broader justice framework (Section 3.2), which emphasises
emotional connection, intrinsic value and social advocacy. Volunteers prioritise
distributive justice and moral responsibility, whereas veterinarians focus on
functional care and their institutional roles. The tensions between stakehold-
ers’ priorities highlight the complex and intersecting moral frameworks within
which both actors function; this indicates that although there are commonali-
ties, especially regarding the necessity of reducing suffering, their overarching
narratives of justice and views on moral status differ significantly.
Veterinarians’ perception of pain equivalence in stray and companion ani-
mals is primarily confined to their medical expertise. Although this informs
clinical decisions in acute care contexts, it does not significantly alter their over-
arching views on animals’ legal rights or inherent moral value. In this context,
pain serves as a clinical metric, rather than a moral equaliser, and does not
consistently result in advocacy for enhanced legal protections for stray animals.
Veterinarians’ decisions are influenced by their compassion and professional
ethics, as well as by structural norms that constrain their moral agency, reinforc-
ing the systemic and belief-driven distinctions discussed in previous sections.

3.6. How do volunteers perceive the role of veterinary
inspectors in protecting animal rights?

Negative attitudes toward and moral outrage regarding inspectors are
closely linked to volunteers’ beliefs. Jasper and Poulsen (1995) described
the so-called ‘moral shock’ - a trigger for engagement in any action because of
a sense of outrage provoked by an event or situation. Osério (2016) observed
that moral outrage, caused by political injustice, is typical among animal
rights activists. Because helping homeless animals is linked to social justice,
scholars have described activists’ emotional investment in an action of bringing
change (Barry & Dordevi¢, 2007; Effler, 2010). This study appears to confirm
this observation. Cycle 2 of this analysis used Attitudes-Beliefs codes and
Emotion codes. Respondents’ negative emotions (e.g. anger, disappointment
and frustration) were captured using Negative Emotion codes, whereas their
individual assessments of inspectors’ competence and intentions were coded as
Beliefs. Attitudes were coded to represent the respondents’ generalised negative
evaluations of institutional roles, reinforcing patterns of moral distrust. Cycle 3
enabled an exploration of interpersonal and institutional relationship patterns.
Codes such as Relationship in the Field of Illegal Breeding and Relationship in
the Field of Animal Rescue were especially significant in representing the vol-
unteers’ perceived injustice. These relationship codes revealed that volunteers
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view inspectors as being aligned with breeders and bureaucratic priorities rather
than with the everyday ethics of care central to rescue work.

The relationship pattern reveals that interactions with veterinary inspec-
tors (e.g. inspections at volunteers’ residences where they are housing rescued
animals, or responses to volunteers’ complaints regarding puppy mills) are
characterised by negative feelings. No affirmative sentiments regarding veter-
inary inspectors were identified in this research. A negative attitude arises in
circumstances where inspectors, rather than confronting illicit breeders, opt
to penalise volunteers who are nearing fatigue while attempting to address
issues that the FVS should be resolving. This finding also supports the thesis
that discord between volunteers and professionals is rooted in unequal power
relations in Latvian society, as volunteers perceive the inspectors’” actions as
upholding institutional dominance while disregarding grassroots care efforts.

Foucault’s theory of biopower offers valuable insights into the institutional
systems that shape the treatment and ethical assessment of animals. Veterinary
professionals, particularly veterinary inspectors, operate within regulatory
frameworks that align with biopolitical control. By enforcing guidelines such
as the Five Freedoms, vaccine mandates and euthanasia protocols, veterinary
practitioners assert authority over the life and death of animals, thus positioning
themselves as arbiters of animal welfare.

This reflects Foucault’s argument that biopower functions not only through
overt coercion but also through the normalisation of specific rules that govern
life itself. By adhering to established frameworks, veterinary professionals have
solidified their role as authoritative figures within this biopolitical structure,
determining which animals receive care and which are excluded, thus mirror-
ing Foucault’s distinction between ‘normal’ and ‘abnormal’ life. Stray animals,
which veterinary professionals often perceive to be disease carriers or inferior
to companion animals, are subjected to exclusionary measures (e.g. limited
medical treatment, euthanasia or restricted rights). This exclusion reinforces
a stratified socio-zoological hierarchy in which owned animals are prioritised
whereas strays remain marginalised. This regulatory exclusion of stray animals
also illustrates how power is exercised through legal frameworks, reinforcing my
claim that discord stems from how authority is distributed and enacted through
veterinary institutions.

This research echoes the findings of Anneberg et al. (2012), as it uncovers
similar perceptions of veterinary inspectors among volunteers in animal rescue.
Anneberg et al. examined the experiences of livestock farmers during veterinary
inspections and discovered that farmers frequently perceive these inspections as
unjust due to their unannounced nature, the application of disparate standards
across farms and varying interpretations of legislation and the significance of
animal welfare. Inspectors were perceived as emissaries from an external realm,
rendering them incapable of accurately assessing the situation. Like livestock
producers who view inspections as inequitable and detached from practical
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realities, Latvian volunteers articulate comparable complaints regarding inspec-
tors’ apparent deficiency in empathy and comprehension of the obstacles inher-
ent in animal rescue.

To better understand the underlying conflict, Bourdieu’s concepts of sym-
bolic power and cultural capital further enrich the analysis. Findings suggest that
this tension is not merely ideological, but rather it is deeply embedded in social
structures, institutional authority and the balance of power that governs human-
animal relationships. Again, this supports my previous thesis, demonstrating
how institutional roles and social capital disparities structure persistent discord.

Volunteers, lacking institutional power, engage in symbolic resistance
by promoting alternative moral frameworks. Their belief that stray animals
deserve equal legal rights and protections represents an effort to reconfigure
the socio-zoological hierarchy. By positioning themselves as ethical advocates,
volunteers accumulate symbolic capital - a form of social recognition that chal-
lenges the perceived authority of veterinary professionals. This symbolic capital
stems from their emotional commitment, public campaigns and grassroots
activism, all of which seek to reshape public perceptions of strays and contest
institutional norms. This dynamic confirms another thesis that the opposing
moral worldviews between veterinarians and volunteers fuel the emergence and
momentum of animal welfare activism in Latvia.

Volunteers’ claims that veterinary inspectors are ‘lazy” or ‘unwilling to help’
reflect their belief that institutions prioritise punitive measures (e.g. sanction-
ing volunteers for housing excessive numbers of cats), rather than proactively
addressing broader systemic challenges like illegal breeding. This advocacy,
driven by anger, aligns with Drury and Reicher’s (2009) argument that anger in
activism can empower individuals, enhance resilience and strengthen collective
identity. Volunteers’ rejection of mainstream veterinary authority also reflects
Szymanski’s (1978) thesis that social movements emerge when individuals
perceive no feasible non-revolutionary solution to their grievances. The lack
of perceived institutional support for homeless animals further intensifies
volunteers’ commitment to systemic change, framing their efforts as a form of
progressive reformism.

Volunteers typically lack formal veterinary education, and they rely on emo-
tional capital derived from empathy, moral conviction and personal experience
with animals. Although this emotional engagement strengthens their advocacy
efforts, veterinary professionals often perceive it as subjective or naive. The con-
flict between these forms of capital reinforces Bourdieu’s argument that domi-
nant groups maintain social order by devaluing alternative sources of influence.
Volunteers’ limited access to cultural capital places them at a disadvantage when
negotiating animal welfare policies and practices. The transformation of this
emotional and symbolic capital into political activism once again aligns with
thesis about opposing moral worldviews by demonstrating how these clashing
beliefs catalyse collective action.
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The negative relationship between volunteers and veterinary inspectors is
closely associated with the larger concerns raised to the Latvian Parliament by
NGOs and animal welfare organisations. In March 2019, a consortium of 24
NGOs and animal welfare charities in Latvia issued a petition addressed to
the Latvian Parliament (Saeima), the President, the Ombudsman and various
ministries. The authors of this petition attribute the current dramatic situation
in animal welfare, characterised by numerous violent incidents and the unreg-
ulated sale of kittens and female cats, to the influence of breeders’ lobbies and
the inaction of the FVS (Dzivnieku policija, 2019). The discussions in sessions
of the Parliamentary Commission for Economic, Agricultural, Environmental
and Regional Policy, where legislative ideas proposed by NGOs were evaluated,
were characterised by intense disputes between activists and representatives of
the Veterinarians Association, together with veterinary officials.

These institutional criticisms reflect more than just frustration. They under-
score a structural imbalance of power. The parliamentary debates just mirrored
the daily tensions articulated by volunteers, thus underscoring a structural
problem where regulatory agencies and grassroots participants differ in their
methodologies regarding the welfare of animals. The atmosphere of distrust,
which form volunteers’ hostile attitude towards the FVS and rooted in per-
ceptions of institutional inertia and bias, hinders legislative cooperation. This
outcome directly supports thesis that the discord is rooted in distribution of
power, demonstrating how institutional power asymmetries obstruct dialogue
and policy reform, thereby entrenching conflict.

3.7. How do volunteers perceive the role of veterinarians
in promoting the welfare of stray animals?

The relationship between volunteers and veterinarians appears to be
more complex than that with veterinary inspectors. As noted in Section 3.6,
Attitudes—Beliefs codes and Emotion codes were used to analyse emotions, indi-
vidual assessments of veterinarians and evaluations of their role. The codes for
relationship patterns Financial Relationship and Moral Value Relationship were
utilised to examine the connection between volunteer respondents’ beliefs about
financial issues in stray animal rescue and their understanding of veterinarians’
perceptions of the moral value of strays.

Volunteers’ attitudes and ideas are shaped by the treatment of homeless
animals in veterinary clinics. Five respondents attributed negative opinions of
veterinarians to their insufficient involvement in therapy, whereas three inform-
ants cited excessive treatment expenses as a contributing factor.

Volunteer informants attributed veterinarians’ reluctance to actively partici-
pate in the treatment of homeless animals to their personal traits. Six informants
asserted that veterinarians hold a negative perception of volunteers, either
because they view them as superfluous and malevolent, because they believe
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that volunteers’ attempts to save all strays interfere with the process of natural
selection. Three of the aforementioned interviewees contended that a specific
category of veterinarians, predominantly those educated during the Soviet era
and who either aspired to be human physicians or who dealt primarily with
livestock, do not regard small animals as deserving of medical treatment. These
specialists possess different perspectives on the moral value of animals and can
unreservedly profit from the provision of healthcare services. This allegation
requires further research. One possible explanation for these negative relation-
ships is the challenging triad proposed by R6tzmeier-Keuper et al. (2018), which
occurs when volunteers who bring stray animals prioritise treatment above
veterinarians and put an undue strain on clinic resources due to their frequent
visits.

Eight informants’ narratives revealed a positive attitude toward veterinar-
ians. Volunteers cited their enthusiastic participation in the care of strays and
their readiness to offer discounts on medical treatments as reasons for this
positive attitude. Results indicate that volunteers’ attitude toward veterinarians
is neither positively nor negatively prejudiced; rather, their experiences with
various clinics affect them in diverse ways. Four informants expressed the idea
that veterinarians are forthcoming because they perceive volunteers as allies in
the battle against animal maltreatment. Six informants noted the open-mind-
edness of young doctors, who share their views on the moral value of animals.
These beliefs align with the harmonious triad idea proposed by Rotzmeier-
Keuper et al. (2018), which is founded on shared values between the owner and
the specialist with regard to an animal, as well as a mutual objective of medical
treatment.

This complex relationship highlights wider discussions regarding justice and
power in the context of animal welfare in Latvia. Volunteers expect veterinarians
to serve as allies in the protection of stray animals, demonstrating an under-
standing of social justice based on the moral value of all sentient beings. This
perspective aligns with Nussbaum’s (2006) capabilities approach and Rawlsian
(1971) considerations for marginalised groups. From this perspective, volunteers
perceive inaction or financial barriers as a failure to fulfil ethical obligations to
the most vulnerable animals.

The reluctance or selective engagement of certain veterinarians, particularly
those from previous generations, reflects a more limited understanding of moral
status. Perspectives influenced by biomedical pragmatism and institutional
role boundaries frequently emphasise resource limitations, rather than moral
equality between companion and stray animals. Veterinarians may acknowledge
the concept of shared pain and suffering, but this acknowledgment often remains
limited to clinical reasoning and does not necessarily translate into assertions
regarding legal rights or wider ethical responsibilities.

This contradiction underscores the power asymmetry inherent in volun-
teer-veterinarian relationships. Veterinarians possess the necessary institutional
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and cultural capital to delineate valid care, legitimate treatment pathways and
the boundaries of professional responsibility. Volunteers, who lack formal
authority, depend on symbolic capital that is derived from emotional commit-
ment and public advocacy to contest prevailing norms. This supports thesis
that the discord between volunteers and veterinary professionals is rooted in
the distribution of power in Latvian society by illustrating that it is rooted in
disparities in access to resources, influence and moral authority.

The relationship between volunteers and veterinarians is complex, influenced
by a range of both positive and negative experiences attributable to individual
contacts in veterinary clinics. This interplay reflects wider disputes evident in
parliamentary debates, where divergent views on animal welfare underscore
fundamental problems. These conflicts extend beyond interpersonal dynamics
to encompass ideological dimensions, as demonstrated in the thesis that the con-
flicting views of volunteers and veterinary professionals regarding the moral
status of animals drive animal welfare social movements in Latvia. They stem
from divergent moral frameworks regarding the entitlements of animals and
the implications of justice for them. Volunteers’ frustrations regarding moral
detachment and cost-based care limitations are both emotional and ethical,
stemming from a perspective that advocates for inclusive, rights-based treatment
of all animals, irrespective of ownership.

It is plausible that volunteers’ perceptions of the older generation of vet-
erinarians, who do not share similar emotions or perspectives on the ethical
significance of animals, may contribute to the conflict; this was evident, for
instance, Section 3.6 discussed parliamentary sessions in which senior delegates
represent the veterinary society. Volunteers’ attitudes regarding veterinarians are
not as clear-cut as their attitudes toward veterinarian inspectors. This may result
from volunteers being more inclined to establish personal connections with
veterinarians within either challenging or harmonious triads involving an ani-
mal patient; previous research on social expectations regarding veterinarians
(Rathwell-Deault et al., 2017) indicates that such connections alleviate friction.
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4. CONCLUSIONS

This study has inherent limitations. The individuals who volunteered for
the interviews may possess unique characteristics or experiences that set them
apart from those who chose not to participate. Participants were recruited from
various social networks and NGOs, encompassing diverse cities, age groups and
roles in animal welfare activism, including caregivers, campaigners and catchers.
Interviews included individuals who are formally affiliated with organisations,
as well as those operating independently, thereby ensuring diversity in structure
and experience. Notwithstanding this diversity, they provided similar answers
to the semi-structured interview questions.

The study focuses on urban regions, particularly large city areas, which
may overlook the experiences of volunteers in rural or suburban areas, where
different challenges in the care of homeless animals may exist. However, given
that urban locations demonstrate a greater prevalence of stray animals and
abandoned domesticated animals, this geographical limitation likely did not
exert a substantial influence on the findings.

Volunteers may portray their experiences in socially desirable ways, rather
than expressing their genuine feelings or experiences, particularly in emotion-
ally sensitive contexts; this may impact the veracity and comprehensiveness of
the data gathered. Participants may also encounter recall bias when discuss-
ing events, potentially affecting the precision of their memories, particularly
regarding emotional experiences. In addition, the study may not fully capture
the diversity of ethical challenges that veterinarians face. A deeper investigation
into the ethical frameworks within veterinary practice may yield a more nuanced
understanding of their beliefs.

The snowball sampling method employed in this study presents a potential
bias, as the sample may be more homogenous than the broader population. This
is due to the risk of self-selection bias, where individuals with strong emotional
investments in the topic are more inclined to participate. Although this may have
influenced the prominence of certain beliefs (e.g. viewing companion animals
as family members or arguing that stray animals possess the same rights as
companion animals), the recurrence of such beliefs across interviews suggests
that this bias may be moderate. Future investigations could address this by
combining snowball sampling with techniques like stratified sampling to ensure
a more diverse and representative sample.

The results of the study can be summarised in five key points:

1) The rights of stray animals in Latvia are limited compared withs those
of companion animals due to differing perceptions of their moral status
among those responsible for animal welfare.

2) The contrasting moral frameworks between volunteers and veterinary
inspectors generate strong emotional responses that deepen mutual tension.
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3) Veterinary education, more so than understanding of social justice,
shapes beliefs about moral status.

4) The asymmetries in institutional power between volunteers and
veterinary doctors exacerbates burnout in situations involving moral
dilemmas.

5) Self-perception regarding one’s role in advocating for animal rights and
addressing violence is influenced by symbolic capital.

The results also suggest potential avenues for further research. For example,
for national level studies — do veterinarians, veterinary inspectors and volunteers
have common perspectives on the moral value of companion animals, and are
these perspectives impacted by an individual’s background (e.g. age, higher
education during the Soviet era or prior occupation)? Future study may explore
the sociopolitical dimensions of animal welfare policy development, analysing
how stakeholders’ varied opinions and biases affect law and its execution.
Longitudinal studies can provide insights into how education and professional
practice shape beliefs over time and help to identify interventions to align
differing perspectives. Another direction may include examining how everyday
interactions with animals and their owners in different environments influence
beliefs about animals’ moral and legal status. Alternatively, it may be intriguing
to examine the influence of 20th-century legislation and norms on animal abuse
inside Latvian society. As the findings of this dissertation reveal a strong link
between volunteers’ perceptions and social justice concerns, there are practical
implications for animal welfare policy and stakeholder collaboration in Latvia.
Lawmakers should acknowledge the value of grassroots initiatives and incor-
porate volunteers’ perspectives into legislative updates. This would ensure that
regulations address not only companion animal protection but also empower
frontline social movements. Moreover, the negative perceptions documented here
should motivate policymakers to foster empathy and cooperation between volun-
teers and professionals. One actionable step might include training programs for
veterinary inspectors that emphasise empathy, communication and awareness of
the challenges that volunteers face in rescue contexts. Another promising area
of research is transparency and ethical practices among volunteer organisations
that care for homeless animals, investigating how they raise funds, use imagery
and whether their goals align with broader animal welfare aims. This could
inform the development of standards for ethical conduct within such groups.

Future cross-country studies may benefit from including individuals from
diverse geographical contexts (rural versus urban, Latvia versus other Baltic
states and Northern Europe countries) and including animals beyond cats and
dogs, which are the primary focus here. This would foster a more comprehensive
understanding of the complexities in volunteer—veterinarian and volunteer—
inspector relationships.

By expanding the variety of research methods used, it would also be
necessary to consider quantitative methods. The quantitative methods could
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be applied for topic of charging for medical care provided to stray animals
highlights potential misunderstandings between veterinarians and activists.
Moreover, the perception of volunteering as a business creates mistrust among
veterinarians, raising concerns about donation strategies. Future research could
include an in-depth review of the financial constraints faced by veterinarians
and how these shape decisions related to providing aid to homeless animals.
This might involve a quantitative analysis of veterinary financial burdens and
strategies for securing support.

Integration may be implemented via the formation of participatory policy
committees that formally incorporate both veterinary professionals and volun-
teer representatives in the legislative consultation processes. The establishment
of public funding schemes or grant programs that directly support volunteer-led
animal care initiatives would facilitate a more equitable redistribution of
resources.

Simultaneously, it is important to recognise potential tensions between
various stakeholders. Veterinary professionals may oppose the formal integra-
tion of volunteers due to apprehensions regarding professionalism, liability or
the potential dilution of resources. Moreover, the inclusion of grassroots actors
may lead to normative conflicts regarding moral priorities and definitions
of care. Consequently, any policy change must take the ethical and practical
advantages into account as well as any institutional trade-offs that may result.

These measures would enhance coordination and symbolically acknowl-
edge the emotional and civic contributions of volunteers, thereby reinforcing
the legitimacy of animal welfare governance.
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ANOTACIJA

Saja promocijas darba tiek analizétas veterinaro praktiku (veterinararstu un
veterinaro inspektoru) un brivpratigo klainojoso dzivnieku glabéju pretrunigas
nostajas un attieksmes pret lolojumdzivnieku un klainojoso dzivnieku moralo
statusu, likumigajam tiesibam un labturibu Latvija. Pétijuma izcelta $o uzskatu
ietekme uz attieksmi pret klainojosajiem dzivniekiem, ka ari to nozime lémumu
pienemsana, dzivnieku tiesibu aktivisma un profesionalaja iesaisteé.

Pétijuma, kas veikts no 2022. lidz 2024. gadam, tiek izmantota kvalitativa
metodologija: 30 daléji strukturétas intervijas ar veterinarajiem praktikiem
un brivpratigajiem. Dati tika analizéti, izmantojot programmatiiru NVivo 14.
Rezultati atklaj nozimigu ideologisku un praktisku spriedzi starp $im grupam,
kas rodas no atskirigas izpratnes par socialo taisnigumu, varas dinamiku un
profesionalajam lomam. Turklat pétijuma tiek analizéta socialo kustibu nozime
dzivnieku labturibas veicinasana. Rezultati liecina, ka pasreizéjas nesaskanas
starp brivpratigajiem un veterinarajiem praktikiem atspogulo dzilakus sabied-
ribas uzskatus par dzivnieku moralo statusu.

Atslegvardi: dzivnieku tiesibas, moralais statuss, veterinarija, socialas
kustibas, klainojosie dzivnieki, socialais taisnigums

61



SATURA RADITAJS

N X 0 1 N

TEVADS .

1.

PROMOCIJAS DARBA KONCEPTUALAIS IETVARS ......ccvvvinnnnnnn...

L1. Teortiskais 1etvars. ... .....oeueuvenniniineii i,
L.11. “Simboliskas varas” un “biovaras” koncepti............cocovuen...
1.1.2. Socialo kustibu teorija............oooiiiiiiii

1.1.3. Sociala taisniguma koncepts ...l

1.2. Metodologiskais ietvars............cooiiiiiiiiiiiiiiii

PROMOCIJAS DARBA IEKLAUTO PUBLIKACIJU SATURA UN
REZULTATU ISS APRAKSTS ..ttt e

2.1. Bridging compassion and commerce: Veterinarians’ ethical
dilemmas in providing care for homeless animals.......................
2.1.1. Ka veterinararsti uztver un noverté brivpratigo
organizaciju lomu? ......... ... o i
2.1.2. Kadi ir veterinararstu uzskati par vinu lomu pret
klainojosiem dzivniekiem vérstas vardarbibas mazinasana,

2.1.3. Kadi galvenie faktori ietekmé veterinararstu léemumu
pienemsanu un ricibu, saskaroties ar étiskam dilemmam, kas
saistitas ar klainojosiem dzivniekiem vinu arstniecibas praksés? ....

2.2. Perspectives of Animal Welfare Volunteers Regarding
Veterinarians and Veterinary Inspectors in Latvia.......................

2.2.1. Ka brivpratigie uztver veterinaro inspektoru lomu dzivnieku

2.2.2.Ka brivpratigie uztver veterinararstu lomu klainojoso
dzivnieku labturibas veicinasana? ............. .. ..ol

2.3. Companion or Stray? Conflicting Beliefs of Veterinary
Professionals and Animal Help Volunteers in Latvia.....................

2.3.1. Kadi ir veterinaro praktiku un brivpratigo uzskati par
majdzivnieku un klainojo$o dzivnieku moralo statusu un

2.4. Dzivnieku morala statusa uztvere ka sociala taisniguma
dzingjspeks Latvija ........oouiiuiiiiii i

2.5. Saistiba starp publicétajiem rakstiem un aizstavésanai
IZVIrzitajam t€Z€m. ... ..ottt e

84

87



3. REZULTATI UN DISKUSIJA

3.1

3.2

3.3.
34.

3.5.

3.6.

3.7.

4. SECINAJUMI
PATEICIBAS

IZMANTOTA LITERATURA

Uzskati par majdzivnieku un klainojoso dzivnieku moralo statusu

un juridiskajam tiestbam ......... ... oo

Ka uzskati par moralo un juridisko statusu ietekme vinu uztveri

par majdzivniekiem un klainojosiem dzivniekiem?...................

Veterinararstu loma pret klainojosiem dzivniekiem vérstas

vardarbibas mazina$ana ..ot

Kadi galvenie faktori ietekmé veterinararstu lémumu pienemsanu
un ricibu, saskaroties ar étiskam dilemmam, kas saistitas ar

klainojosiem dzivniekiem vinu arstniecibas praksés? .................

Ka brivpratigie uztver veterinaro inspektoru lomu dzivnieku

Ka brivpratigie uztver veterinararstu lomu klainojoso dzivnieku

labturibas veicinasana? ........ovviir it

63

... 106

111



IEVADS

Klainojosi (bezsaimnieka) dzivnieki (primari kaki un suni) ir butiska
pilsetas socialas dinamikas dala (Shingne & Reese, 2022) un tadeé] klist par
socialo pétijumu objektu. Dzivnieku ietekme uz pilsétas iedzivotaju veselibu
ir nozimiga (Morters et al., 2014a, 2014b; Otranto & Dantas-Torres, 2010),
ta atspogulo socialekonomiskas problémas (Reese, 2015), ar kuram saskaras
dzivnieku Ipasnieki finansialu grutibu dé] (Krcatovich & Reese, 2018), ka ari
atspogulo jautajumus, kas saistiti ar cilvéku un dzivnieku mijiedarbibu (Brasch,
2016; Shingne & Reese, 2022).

Kaki tiek iedaliti kategorijas, nemot véra to mijiedarbibas veidu ar cilvékiem
un parvietosanos pilsétvidé. Pilsétvide ietekmé gan cilvekus, gan dzivniekus, un
konflikti par $o telpu izmantosanu rodas atkariba no ta, vai dzivnieku klatbutni
pienem vai noraida (Holmberg, 2015). Lai gan Griers (Grier) (2006) apgalvo,
ka kaki galvenokart tiek uzskatiti par majas dzivniekiem, konflikts par kaku
ipasSumtiesibam un Jaunpratigu izturésanos pret tiem pilsétvides apstaklos
joprojam ir sarezgits un rada nopietnas problémas (Bjerke & @stdahl, 2004;
Palmer, 2003; Shingne & Reese, 2022). Tas galvenokart saistits ar $o pilsétas
dzivnieku neskaidro statusu, kas pardefiné un maina socialas robezas starp
majsaimniecibam, publisko telpu un savvalas teritorijam (Brighenti & Pavoni,
2020; Holmberg, 2015). Spriedze starp pilsetas publiskajam telpam un savvalas
teritorijam veicina kaku koloniju izplatibu (Brighenti & Pavoni, 2018; Tsing et al.,
2019), kura cilveki ir tikai viena no mijiedarbibas sastavdalam (Brighenti &
Pavoni, 2020). Pilsétas socialaja vidé kaki veido gan savas teritorijas, gan saikni
ar dazadiem cilvekiem, ne tikai saviem ipasniekiem (Arluke & Sanders, 1996;
Philol, 1995). Vini mijiedarbojas un veido sociali telpiskas attiecibas, balstoties
uz konkrétam savstarpéji izdevigam saitém (Haraway, 2008; Van Dooren &
Rose, 2012).

Nianses slepjas fakta, ka viens kakis var ienemt vairakas lomas atkariba no
konkrétajiem socialajiem un dabas apstakliem (Hillier, 2015). Situaciju padara
sarezgitaku pilsétas kaku daudzveidiga attiecibu tipologija, kura kaka klasifi-
kacijas biezi parklajas vai saplust (Brighenti & Pavoni, 2018). Pilsétvide definé
savvalas kakus gan ka savvalas, gan ka majas dzivniekus (Griffiths et al., 2000).
Pilsétas kakis, kuram ir Ipasnieks un kas pieder noteiktai dzives telpai (Fudge,
2008; Johnston et al. 2011), tiek neparprotami klasificéts ka “majas kakis” vai
“istabas kakis” (Jaro$, 2018; Sandge et al., 2018). “Brivi klistoss kakis” ir dziv-
nieks, kas pamata ir saistits ar vienu majvietu, bet atskiriba no istabas kaka
var brivi parvietoties pilsétvidé (Jaro$, 2021). Zaudéjot vienu no $im Ipasibam,
kakis tiek pardefinéts ka klainojoss un var tikt klasificéts ka “parvaldits” vai
“neparvaldits” (Zito et al., 2019). Par koloniju kakiem, kas ieklaujas parvalditaja
kategorija, parasti rupéjas cilveki (Jaros, 2021), tapéc Sos kakus var klasificét arl
ka “dalgji parvalditus” dzivniekus (Hsu et al., 2003; Zito et al., 2015). Savukart
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neparvalditie kaki, par kuriem cilvéki nertipéjas, var tikt klasificéti ka “savvalas”
vai “daléji savvalas” (Davey & Zhao, 2018; Jaro$, 2021; Natoli et al., 2019). Ir
svarigi atzimeét, ka majdzivnieku un savvalas kaku lomas pilsétvidé dazkart
parklajas (Van Patter & Hovorka, 2017), kas apgrutina pilsétas dzivnieku
kategorizésanu.

Sis klasifikacijas nianses biezi izraisa cilvékos negativas emocijas pret
kakiem, ko Ipasi pastiprina uzskats, ka savvalas kolonijas dzivojosie kakiem
ir mazak izteikta individualitate neka majdzivniekiem (Brighenti & Pavoni,
2020), turklat kaku labklajibu nosaka veids, kada tie ir parstavéti konkrétaja
kulttira. Uzskats, ka savvalas kolonijas un atseviski kaki, kurus netur majas
(Holmberg, 2015), ir drauds vai sociala probléma, kas prasa risinajumu (Spotte,
2012), ir novedusi pie pilsétas dzivnieku kontroles pieejas, kura eitanazija un
iecietiga attieksme pret savvalas kaku mirstibu tiek uzskatita par legitimu un
politisku nepiecieSamibu (Johnston, 2019). Ta ka kakiem nav finansialas vértibas
(Holmberg, 2015), probléma ar nevélamiem dzivniekiem (Irvine, 2003) bieZi
vien tiek risinata ar eitanaziju, uzsverot kolektivas labklajibas nozimi cilvéku
un dzivnieku mijiedarbiba (Shingne & Reese, 2022). Tomeér pilsetvideé ir grati
atskirt savvalas kakus no majdzivniekiem, kas rada étiska rakstura bazas par
nevienlidzigu attieksmi pret vienas sugas individiem (Jaros, 2021). Pilsétas kaki
cies gan no dzivnieku labturibu reglamentéjoso likumu parkapumiem, gan no
sabiedribas moraliem (aiz)spriedumiem (Holmberg, 2015).

Tapat ka klainojosie kaki, ari suniem pilsétvidé ir mainiga identitate
vienas sugas ietvaros (Sanders, 1999). Sunu tipologija balstas uz attiecibam,
kuras ietekmé sociali dabiskie apstakli, cilvéku radito resursu pieejamiba un
mainiga mijiedarbiba ar pilsétu teritorijam. Klainojosie un savvalas suni biezi
apdzivo vides, kuru iedalijums sava starpa parklajas; stavokla maina notiek
diezgan bieZi, un ta ir atkariga no konteksta (Nesbitt, 1975). Ekonomiska
lejupslide var izraisit secigu notikumu virkni: gimenes atbrivojas no suniem,
un $ie dzivnieki meklé patvérumu pamestas pilsétas teritorijas, kur péc tam
vairojas (Reese, 2015). Dala sunu dzimst bez Ipasniekiem, dala aizbég vai tiek
pamesti, un daudzi laika gaita zaudé spéju socializéties (Scott, 1967). Pamesana,
nevériba un pilsétas infrastruktira (Baquero et al., 2016; Cohen & Fox, 1976;
Dias et al., 2013; Guilloux et al., 2018; Pongracz et al., 2010; Reese, 2015) butiski
ietekmé sunu eksistenci, pasliktina to dzives apstaklus un samazina iespéjas
izdzivot.

Sunu klasifikacija zinatniskaja literattira (Baquero et al., 2016; Dias et al.,
2015; Spotte, 2012) ietver Cetras kategorijas: “IpaSuma esosi ar ierobezZojumiem”,
“IpaSuma esosi bez ierobeZojumiem”, “klainojosie” un “savvalas”. Ipasuma esosi
suni ar ierobezojumiem dzivo majsaimniecibas, savukart suni bez ierobezoju-
miem brivi klist apkart, vienlaikus saglabjot saikni ar cilvéku un sanemot no
vina apripi. Klainojosiem suniem nav ipasnieku, tacu tie dzivo cilvéku kontro-
leta vide, izradot atskirigu socialo uzvedibu, ko ietekmé iepriekséja mijiedarbiba
ar cilvekiem un resursu (édiens, pajumte) pieejamiba. Savukart savvalas suni
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izvairas no mijiedarbibas ar cilvékiem un dzivo autonomi bez tiesas cilvéku
palidzibas (Gogoleva et al., 2008; Trut, 1999). Sis atskiribas ipasumtiesibas,
socializacija un autonomija ir nenoturigas. Cilvéki klainojosos sunus var nere-
gulari barot vai paciest to klatbitni pie saviem majokliem, nesniedzot suniem
nekadu apriipi; citi suni balansé starp maju, pilsétu un savvalas vidi. Pilsétas
suni (gan klainojosie, gan savvalas), ienem neskaidru socialo un ekologisko
lomu, apgriutinot vienkarsoto dihotomiju starp majdzivniekiem un savvalas
dzivniekiem (Daniels & Bekoft, 1989).

Sis promocijas darbs ir veltits klainojosajiem kakiem un suniem, kas izveido
brivi klistosas kolonijas pilsétvide, izmantojot pilsétas infrastruktaru izdzivo-
$anai, mijiedarbojas ar cilvekiem un ir paklauti pasvaldibu iniciativam, kuru
meérkis ir dzivnieku parapdzivotibas novérsana.

Saja pétijuma tiek analizéti veterinararstu, veterinaro inspektoru un briv-
pratigo klainojoso dzivnieku glabéju (turpmak - brivpratigo) uzskati par kaku
un sunu moralo statusu, vértibu un likumigajam tiesibam. Taja tiek salidzinati
vinu uzskati par dzivniekiem attieciba uz dzivnieku statusu — majdzivnieks vai
klainojoss dzivnieks. ST pétijuma mérkis ir padzilinat izpratni par sareZgitajam
attiecibam starp veterinaro praksi, brivpratigo darbu un dzivnieku labturibu,
rezultata veicinot klainojo$o dzivnieku labbatibu. Padzilinata izpratne var mai-
nit sabiedribas uzskatus par dzivniekiem un veicinat étisko normu un gaidu
transformaciju saistiba ar arstéSanu un labturibu. Izpratne ari var veicinat
efektivakas dzivnieku labturibas politikas un to reglamenté&jo$o normativo aktu
izstradi, nemot véra sarezgijumus, ar kuriem saskaras socialas grupas, kuras
darbojas dzivnieku labturibas joma.

Veterinararsti, veterinarie inspektori un brivpratigie biezi mijiedarbojas ar
klainojosiem dzivniekiem, un vinu uzskati par So dzivnieku moralo vértibu var
ietekmét vinu lémumus $3da mijiedarbiba. So socialo grupu attieksmes, parlie-
cibas un atskiriga motivacija batiski ietekmeé klainojoso dzivnieku labturibu.
Tomér Latvija joprojam triikst visaptverosu pétijumu, kas analizétu veterinaro
praktiku un brivpratigo uzskatus par klainojoSo dzivnieku jautajumiem un to
dinamiku vietéja konteksta. Beks (Beck) (1973) apgalvo, ka pilsétas dzivnieku
izpéte, raugoties caur to statusa prizmu, vienlaikus palidz izprast ari célonus
cilvéku ricibai pret dzivniekiem. Lidzigi es apgalvoju, ka iepriek§ minéto socialo
grupu skatljumu izpéte par moraliem un tiesiskiem jautajumiem varétu izgais-
mot domstarpibu célonus un veicinat saliedétakus dzivnieku tiesibu aizsardzibas
centienus.

Lai atklatu pétljumu jomas, kas lidz $im nav pietiekami izpétitas, tika
veikta recenzétu zinatnisko rakstu analize datu bazés Science Direct un Scopus.
Brivpratigo un veterinararstu attiecibu izpétei izmantoti $adi atslégvardi:
‘volunteer AND veterinarian’; ‘volunteer AND veterinarian AND relationship’;
‘volunteer AND veterinarian AND attitude’; ‘activist AND veterinarian’; ‘acti-
vist AND veterinarian AND relationship’; un ‘activist AND veterinarian AND

» <

attitude’ (“brivpratigais UN veterinararsts”, “brivpratigais UN veterinararsts
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UN attiecibas” “brivpratigais UN veterinararsts UN attieksme”; “aktivists UN
veterinararsts™; “aktivists UN veterinararsts UN attiecibas” un “aktivists UN
veterinararsts UN attieksme”). Brivpratigo un veterinaro inspektoru attiecibu
noteiksanai izmantoti §adi atslégvardi: ‘volunteer AND veterinarian AND
inspector’; ‘volunteer AND veterinarian AND inspector AND relationship’;
‘volunteer AND veterinarian AND inspector AND attitude’; ‘activist AND
veterinarian AND inspector’; ‘activist AND veterinarian AND inspector AND
relationship’; un ‘activist AND veterinarian AND inspector AND attitude’
(“brivpratigais UN veterinararsts UN inspektors™ “brivpratigais UN vete-
rinararsts UN inspektors UN attiecibas™ “brivpratigais UN veterinararsts
UN inspektors UN attieksme”; “aktivists UN veterinararsts UN inspektors”;
“aktivists N veterinararsts UN inspektors UN attiecibas” un “aktivists UN
veterinararsts UN inspektors UN attieksme”). Nemot véra, ka meklésana
nesniedza vélamos rezultatus, tai tika pievienots papildu atsléegvards ‘shelter’
(“patvérsme”).

Esosas literatairas izpéte iepriekSminétajas datubazés atklaja, ka Sobrid
trakst zinatniski recenzétu rakstu par originaliem pétijumiem, kuros tiktu
analizéti brivpratigo uzskati par veterinararstiem. Eso$aja literatira galveno-
kart tiek atspoguloti veterinararstu viedokli, nepievérsot uzmanibu brivpratigo
uztverei un iesaistei mijiedarbiba ar veterinariem praktikiem (Almcrantz et al.,
2024; Biele, 2012; Cobb, 2016; Hearing et al., 2021; Seiko et al., 2024). Netika
identificéti recenzéti raksti, kuros aplikota veterinaro inspektoru un brivpratigo
mijiedarbiba; mekléSanas rezultata tika identificéti tikai pétijumi, kas saistiti ar
lopkopibas fermu kontroli, galas kontroli, partikas kvalitates kontroli un slimibu
profilaksi (Jankuloski et al., 2009; van Kleef et al., 2014; Waldman et al., 2020;
Wojtacka et al., 2020). Tas liek domat, ka brivpratigo perspektivas attieciba uz
vinu mijiedarbibu ar veterinarajiem praktikiem akadémiskaja diskursa tiek liela
meéra ignorétas. Nemot véra, ka masdienu veterinaras profesijas pamatprincips
ir darboties ka dzivnieka aizstavim, veterinaro praktiku iesaiste dzivnieku
tiesibu jautajumos biezi vien tiek veidota, balsoties vinu sazina ar lolojumdziv-
nieku Ipasniekiem (McGlacken et al., 2023). Tomér sociologiska izpratne par
veterinaro praktiku lomu klainojoso dzivnieku tiesibu konteksta joprojam ir
ierobezota.

$i pétijuma mérkis ir izpétit Latvijas veterinaro praktiku un brivpratigo
vértibas, uzskatus un attieksmes par klainojo$o dzivnieku moralo statusu,
likumigajam tiesibam un labturibu, analizéjot, ka $is perspektivas veido vinu
mijiedarbibu, lémumu pienemsanu un lomu dzivnieku tiesibu aizstaviba.

Pétijuma apgalvojums

Klainojoso dzivnieku labturibu ietekmé veterinaro praktiku un brivpra-
tigo vertibas, uzskati un attieksmes attieciba uz dzivnieku moralo stavokli un
likumigajam tiesibam.
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Pétijuma jautajumi

1) Kadi ir veterinaro praktiku un brivpratigo uzskati par majdzivnieku un
klainojoso dzivnieku moralo statusu un likumigajam tiesibam?

2) Ka uzskati par moralo un juridisko statusu ietekmé uztveri par majdzivnie-
kiem un klainojosiem dzivniekiem?

3) Ka veterinararsti uztver un verté brivpratigo organizaciju lomu?
Precizak, vai pastav kadas lidzibas vai atskiribas veterinararstu un briv-
pratigo izpratné par jédzieniem “dzivnieku glabsana” vai “palidzibas
sniegSana”?

4) Kadi ir veterinararstu uzskati par vinu lomu pret klainojosiem dzivniekiem
verstas vardarbibas mazinasana, un ka saskan vinu uzskati saskan ar vinu
darbibam?

5) Kadi galvenie faktori ietekmé veterinararstu lemumu pienems$anu un ricibu,
saskaroties ar étiskam dilemmam, kas saistitas ar klainojosiem dzivniekiem
vinu arstniecibas praksés?

6) Ka brivpratigie uztver veterinaro inspektoru lomu dzivnieku tiesibu
aizsardziba?

7) Ka brivpratigie uztver veterinararstu lomu klainojoso dzivnieku labturibas
veicina$ana?

Dati tika ievakti laika no 2022. lidz 2024. gadam, izmantojot kvalitativo
metodologiju. Kopuma tika veiktas 10 dalgji strukturétas intervijas ar briv-
pratigajiem, 15 — ar veterinararstiem un 5 -ar veterinarajiem inspektoriem.
Datu vaksana notika péc piesatinajuma principa (Saunders et al., 2018).
Interviju transkripti tika kodéti un analizéti, izmantojot programmataru
NVivo 14 talit péc katras intervijas, tadéjadi nodrosinot, ka intervésana
(lauka darbs) tika pabeigta, kad no iegutajiem datiem vairs neradas jaunas
atzinas (Hennink et al., 2017). Dalgji strukturétas intervijas tika veiktas infor-
mantu dzimtaja valoda, proti, latviesu vai krievu. Transkripti tika rakstiti
originalvaloda, un pétijuma autors izmantoja savas bilingvalas prasmes, lai
nodrosinatu precizu terminologiju un samazinatu nepareizas interpretacijas
iespéjamibu.

Aizstavésanai izvirzitas tezes

1) Drzivnieka morala statusa uztvere Latvijas brivpratigo un veterinaro prak-
tiku vida ir saistita ar vinu izpratni par socialo taisnigumu.

2) Nesaskanas starp veterinarajiem praktikiem un brivpratigajiem saknojas
varas sadalljuma Latvijas sabiedriba.

3) Veterinaro praktiku un brivpratigo pretrunigie uzskati par dzivnieku
moralo statusu Latvija stimulé dzivnieku labturibas aizsardzibas socialas
kustibas.
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1. PROMOCIJAS DARBA KONCEPTUALAIS IETVARS

1.1. Teoretiskais ietvars

No cilveku uztveres perspektivas dzivnieki tiek klasificéti ka “pozitivie” vai
“negativie” (Irvine, 2021), ta arl nosakot dzivnieka vietu sociali zoologiskaja
skala (Arluke & Sanders, 1996). Dzivnieka pozicionéSana $aja skala nostiprina
ta vietu cilvéku sabiedriba un ietekmé ta moralo statusu, proti, ka dzivnieki tiek
izmantoti muasdienu kultara, ka tie tiek klasificéti un vai tie tiek uzskatiti par
etisku apsvérumu objektiem (DeMello, 2021).

Morala statusa jédziens ir dzivnieku tiesibu pamata, un to veido moralas un
juridiskas tiesibas, dzivnieku étika, labturiba un dzivnieku pasvertiba (Stucki,
2023; Stucki & Kurki, 2020). Tas ietver dzivnieku tiesibu paradigmu lidzas
jauniem cilvektiesibu konceptiem (Stucki, 2023; von der Decken & Koch, 2020),
paplasinot tas darbibas jomu arpus vienkarsiem juridiskas aizsardzibas pasaku-
miem (Derrida, 2008; Epstein, 2005; Francione, 2007; Wacks, 2024; Wise, 1996).
Morala statusa parveidosana un tas ietekme uz arstéSanas, labturibas un tiesibu
aizstavésanas praksi jauztver ka dinamisks process. Si sarezgita mijiedarbiba
starp biologiskajam, socidlajam un politiskajam sistémam ved pie konkrétam
politiskam izvélém (Leech et al., 2010). Atvertiba pret hierarhiskiem jedzieniem
un parrobezu analizei ir butiska §is transformacijas izpratne.

Dinamiskais morala statusa aizstaveSanas process sakas ar konfliktu, kura
institucionala vara ietekmé iedzivotaju socialas kustibas, kas censas panakt socialo
taisnigumu, mainot moralo statusu. Tilijs (Tilly) apgalvo, ka socialas parmainas
nav viendabigs process, bet drizak plasaks termins, kas aptver vairakus procesus,
kurus saista politiskie konflikti un kuri batiski atSkiras sava savstarpéja mijie-
darbiba (Funes, 2016; Tilly, 1984). Politiskais konflikts rodas bridi, kad batiska
sastavdala - proti, valdibas ietekméta individu grupa, kas darbojas kolektivi, lai
izteiktu kadas sabiedribas prasibas - saskaras ar specifiskiem nosacijumiem,
pieméram iespéju protestét. Konfliktiem, kas versti uz tiesibu iegi$anu, ir batiska
ietekme veicinat parmainas sabiedriba (Tilly, 1975; Tilly, 1998a; Tilly, 1998b). Tapéc
ir vérts pievérsties dazam socialajam teorijam un jédzieniem, kas palidz izprast
$os procesus.

Lai rapigi novértétu dzivnieka morala statusa attistibu un ta ietekmi uz
tiesibu aizstavésanu, ir svarigi izpétit plasakus teorétiskos ietvarus, kas ietekmeé
§is transformacijas. Dinamiskas attiecibas starp institucionalo autoritati un
iedzivotaju pilsoniskajam kustibam parada “simboliskas varas” un “biovaras”
nozimi, veidojot un stiprinot sabiedribas uzskatus par dzivniekiem. Eso$as
institucionalas varas struktiiras nosaka sociali zoologisko hierarhiju, vienlai-
kus nosakot, kuri dzivnieki sanem moralu uzmanibu un aizsardzibu un kuri
tiek izslégti no Sis riipes gan tiesiski, gan étiski. Turklat socialo kustibu teorija
sniedz dzilaku izpratni par to, ka kolektiva riciba parveido pastavoso dzivnieku
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tiesibu diskursu. Brivpratigo kustibas darbojas plasaka sociala taisniguma kon-
teksta, uzsverot saikni starp cilvéktiesibam un citu sugu dzivo bitnu tiesibam
varas, aktivisma un taisniguma mijiedarbibu pastavosaja diskursa par dzivnieku
moralo statusu un dzivnieku lomu étiskajos un tiesiskajos ramjos.

1.1.1. "Simboliskas varas” un “biovaras” koncepti

Varas struktiiras bitiski ietekmé un nostiprina sociali zoologisko hierar-
hiju, ietekméjot dzivnieku kategorizaciju, vértésanu un attieksmi pret tiem
sabiedriba. Dzivnieku moralo statusu nosaka ne tikai étiski apsvérumi, bet
arl statusu reglamentgjosie tiesibu akti un pastavosa institucionala prakse.
Iedzivotaju pilsoniskas kustibas apstrid $is sistémas, censoties panakt lielaku
taisnigumu attieciba pret dzivniekiem. Fuko (Foucault) (1978, 1991) jedziens
“vara” sniedz nozimigu skatijumu $1 procesa analizei, Ipasi tam, ka institacijas
parvalda dzivnieku dzivibu.

Fuko (1991) apgalvo, ka varas mehanismi ir ciesi saistiti ar patiesibas
radiSanu un izplatiSanu sabiedriba. Vina jédziens “biovara” atklaj valdibas
spéju kontrolét dzivibas saglabasanu un partrauksSanu, izgaismojot sarezgito
mijiedarbibu starp regulativo varu, agresiju un valsts suverenitati. Vara darbojas
ne tikai piespiezot, bet ari kontrol&jot un reguléjot pasu dzivibas biitibu. So pro-
cesu raksturo biopolitika — sistéma, kura dziviba klast par parvaldibas subjektu
(Foucault, 2003). Atskiriba no suverénas varas, kas parvalda ar navi, biovara
ipasi fokuséjas uz dzivibu, nosakot normas un definéjot to, kas tiek uzskatits
par pienemamu vai nepienemamu. Biovara neaizstaj suveréno varu; ta vieta
biovara reorganizé autoritati sistéma, kura represijas un atstumtiba pastav lidzas
labklajibai un reguléjumam, radot sarezgitu un dinamisku dzivibas parvaldibas
sistému. Biovara ved pie stratifikacijas, jo katra cilvéka statuss hierarhiskaja
sistéma nosaka metodes, kas tiek izmantotas pret vinu, un attiecigi veidu, ka
vinam tiek piemeérota vara (Foucault, 1978; Kelly, 2013).

Fuko galvenokart attiecinaja biovaras jédzienu uz cilvéku populacijam, nevis
dzivniekiem. Tomeér vina definéto sistému iespé&jams paplasinat, ieklaujot taja
ari tadas dzivibas formas, kas nav cilveki. Ta ka biovara ietekmé normas, kas
regulé dzivibas aizsardzibu, parvaldibu un dzivibas atnemsanu, $o jédzienu var
attiecinat ari uz lémumiem par dzivnieku arsté$anu, sterilizaciju un eitanaziju,
pamatojoties uz dzivnieka vietu sociali ekologiskaja hierarhija.

Veidu, kada dzivnieki tiek uztverti, un dzivnieku moralo statusu veido ne
tikai juridiski un étiski faktori, bet ari visparéjas sabiedribas struktiras un varas
dinamika. Socialas nevienlidzibas analizei iespéjams izmantot Burdje (Bourdieu)
teorétiskos ietvarus (Lee, 2013), tostarp “simboliskas varas” konceptu (Bourdieu,
1989), kas sniedz unikalu perspektivu varas attiecibu izpétei socialajas sfé-
ras. Burdjé jédziens “simboliskais spéks” (Bourdieu, 1989) piedava atskirigu
skatijumu uz varas attiecibu analizi sabiedriskajas jomas, koncentréjoties uz
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sabiedribas dalibnieku ietekmi sabiedribas klasifikaciju veidosana un apstride-
$ana. Simboliska vara veido individu subjektivo prieksstatu par skiru un socialo
hierarhiju. Socialas grupas sacensas par statusu un atzinibu, radot sarezgitas
attiecibas starp personisko identifikaciju un savu poziciju socialaja struktara,
kura poziciju ienemsana ir statistiski nosakama (Bourdieu, 2005, 30. Ipp.).

“Simboliskas varas” koncepts ir cie$i saistits ar “simbolisko kapitalu”.
Burdjé definé simbolisko kapitalu tris veidos: ka goda un prestiza sinonimu, kas
atspogulo kada socialo stavokli citu grupu uztveré; ka ekonomiska un kultaras
kapitala neatziSanu; un ka socialas uzticibas formu. Turklat vins apgalvo, ka
kapitals vienlaikus atspogulo gan definésanas (vai legitimacijas) autoritati, gan
sabiedribas atzinibu, kas saistita ar individa kultaras kapitalu (Quilley & Loyal,
2017). Kultiiras kapitals attiecas uz netiesu izpratni par to, kas tiek uzskatits par
vertigu vai izdevigu (Bourdieu, 1977a; 1980; 1991; Bourdieu & Passeron, 1990),
aptverot zinasanas, prasmes, izglitibu un habitusu - individa sociala statusa
izpausmi caur dzili iesaknotam personibas Ipasibam (Bourdieu, 1977a; 1977b;
1991).

Akadémiskaja literatiira Burdjé kultaras kapitala, sociala kapitala un sim-
boliskas varas jédzieni izmantoti, pétot dazadus brivpratiga darba veidus (Dean,
2016; Dewi et al., 2019; Hayton & Blundell, 2021; Husu & Kumpulainen, 2021;
Thomson & Taheri, 2020) un veterinarijas specialistu darbu (Armitage-Chan &
May, 2018; Hamilton, 2007, 2013; Scholz & Trese, 2023). Tapéc $os jédzienus
var izmantot, lai saprastu, ka §is grupas vérté dzivnieku moralo statusu un ka
vinu socialais stavoklis ietekmeé So skatfjumu. Analizéjot $Is varas dinamikas,
kas veido cilveku uzskatus, un atklajot tajas ietvertos socidlos mehanismus,
iespéjams izprast, ka tiek saglabata hierarhija starp cilvékiem un dzivniekiem,
ka ari novértét potencialas parmainas, ko varétu radit simboliskas varas un
socialas atzi$anas transformacijas.

1.1.2. Socialo kustibu teorija

Vairakos pétijumos tiek aicinats izmantot socialo kustibu teoriju iedzivotaju
aktivisma dzivnieku aizsardziba analizei (Fasel & Butler, 2023; Jacobsson &
Lindblom, 2016; Munro, 2012; Petray & Pendergrast, 2018; Wrenn & Collins,
2012), jo ta sniedz nozimigu ietvaru izpratnei par vietéja aktivisma motivaciju,
ricibu un dinamiku, padarot to teoriju par ipasi butisku pétijjuma par bezsaim-
nieku dzivnieku brivpratigajiem glabéjiem Latvija.

Socialo kustibu pétijumi liecina, ka kustibas rodas, reagéjot uz jaunam
institucionalam iespéjam, kas lauj istenot savus meérkus, ipasi uzsverot prasibu
izvirzisanu vélétam amatpersonam (Tilly, 1986, 1995). Berberogla (Berberoglu)
(2019) apgalvo, ka socialas kustibas var rasties dazadu faktoru dél, pieméram,
rasu vai dzimumu apspiestibas, tiesibu parkapumu, socialo apstaklu vai vides
piesarnojuma dél, ko ietekmé valsts spéja istenot varu. Parlieciba par parmainu
nepiecieSamibu motivé cilvekus iesaistities politiskaja aktivisma. Turklat socialas
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kontroles trilkums no domingjosas $kiras puses ir nepiecieSamais nosacijums
kustibu veidosanai. Simanskis (Szymanski) (1978) uzsver, ka socialo kustibu
rasanas priek$-nosacjjums ir apstakli, kura konfliktam nav iespéjams rast risi-
najumu bez revolucionaram parmainam.

Daliba socialaja kustiba jeb grupas identifikacija izriet no kolektivas iden-
titates, kas ir integréta individu socialaja identitaté un ietekmé vinu emocijas
kolektivas darbibas laika (van Stekelenburg & Klandermans, 2017). Tajfels
(Tajfel) (1978) identitati skaidro ka “individa paskoncepcijas dalu, kas izriet no
vina zinasanam par piederibu socialajai grupai (vai grupam) kopa ar vértibu
un emocionalo nozimi, kas saistita ar $o piederibu” (63. lpp.). Tadejadi daliba
socialaja kustiba ietver skaidri izteiktu kopigu ideju un emociju apzinu, vei-
dojot noteiktu parliecibu par pastavosajam netaisnibam (Gurin et al., 1980;
van Stekelenburg & Klandermans, 2017). Klandermanss (Klandermans) u. c.
(2004) uzskata, ka motivaciju piedalities ietekme iespéja risinat $is netaisnibas,
saiknes sajuta ar citiem dalibniekiem un dusmas par aizskartajam vértibam.
Dusmas var rasties no kolektivas cinas pieredzes, pieméram, péksnas netaisnibas
uzspieSanas rezultata, kas izraisa kolektivu riebumu un “dusmigu empatiju” (van
Stekelenburg & Klandermans, 2017).

Ka norada Langmans un Benskis (Langman & Benski) (2019), neoliberala
globalizacija ir izraisijusi virkni kriZu, kas mudina aizvien vairak progresivu jau-
niesu pretoties varai, kura ir konservativa un apspiez. Globalo sociala taisniguma
kustibu, pieméram, vides aizsardzibas un dzivnieku tiesibu aizstavibas grupu
izaugsmi, var skaidrot ar reakciju, ko var raksturot ka “mobilizésanas cienas
varda”. Sim kustibam parasti ir progresivs raksturs, un daliba 3ajas kustibas vai
vietéja limena NVO ir ari sociala pilsoniskuma izpausme - individu atziSana par
pilntiesigiem kopienas locekliem (Marshall, 1950) -, jo tas mobilizé individus ar
kopigu identitati konkréta mérka varda (Hearn & Hobson, 2020; Jones, 1994).

Sabiedribas pilsoniskuma jédziens dzivnieku aizstavibas kustibas ir attis-
tijies lidz jédzienam “kosmozoopolisa” (cosmozoopolis) (Cochrane, 2020), kas
attiecas uz sabiedribu, kura cilvéki un dzivnieki lidzpastav un kura dzivniekiem
tiek nodrosinatas politiskas tiesibas, kas atskiras atkariba no to sugas, skaidri
nenoskirot savvalas un majas dzivniekus.

Pamatojoties uz to mérkiem, progresivas dzivnieku tiesibu aizstavju kustibas
var jedalit divas grupas: mérenie reformatori, kas iestajas par labaku labturibu,
un ekstrémas atbrivosanas istenotaji. Saskana ar Demelo (DeMello) (2021),
dzivnieku tiesibu kustiba paslaik ir globala kustiba, kuru visparigi var iedalit
tris virzienos: intelektualas diskusijas par dzivnieku moralo statusu, juridiskas
iniciativas un praktisks aktivisms (pieméram, dzivnieku baro$ana vai glabsana).
Latvija brivpratigos lielakoties var klasificét ka praktiska aktivisma parstavjus,
kuru darba pamata ir labakas labturibas nodrosinasana. Ta ka lielaka dala
brivpratigo dzivo pilsétas, vini galvenokart pievérsas majdzivniekiem, piemeé-
ram, kakiem un suniem, un sadarbojas ar vietéjam iestadém, lai klainojosiem
dzivniekiem izveidotu patversmes (Posluszna, 2015).
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Dzivnieku labturibas pieeja prioritate ir dzivnieku fiziska un emocionala
labklajiba, un tas mérkis ir novérst nevajadzigas cieSanas cilvéku un dzivnieku
mijiedarbiba. S1 pieeja ir antropocentriska, jo taja tiek uzsvérta cilveku lidzjitiba
pret dzivniekiem, kritiski nevértejot dzilak esoso prieksstatu, ka dzivnieki tiek
uzskatiti par IpaSumu un galvenokart tiek vértéti péc to lietderiguma cilvekiem
(Muller, 2020; Nakayama & Krizek, 1995). Sada koncentrésanas uz dzivnieku
labturibas uzlabo$anu, nevis uz plasakas dzivnieku ekspluatacijas sistémas
apstridésanu, atbilst socialo kustibu kolektivas ricibas konceptam, kur individi
drizak iesaistas pakapeniskas, reformistiskas iniciativas, nevis tiesa aktivisma vai
protesta akcijas. Brivpratigie, kuri sniedz palidzibu bezsaimnieka dzivniekiem,
veido decentralizétu, tomér koordinétu tiklu, kas mobilizé resursus, ietekmé
politiku un veicina sabiedribas informétibu - §is ir batiskas socialas kustibas
pazimes.

1.1.3. Sociala taisniguma koncepts

Ka norada Teilore (Taylor) (2000), dzivnieku tiesibu aizsardzibas kustibas
ir saistitas ar to pasu paradigmu, kas vides aizsardzibas kustibas saista ar rases,
socialekonomiskas $kiras, dzimuma un sociala taisniguma jautajumiem, lai
panaktu taisnigumu vides jautajumos. Sociala taisniguma jédziens ir sarezgits,
jo ietver dazadas idejas un principus, tadéjadi klastot par subjektivu un elastigu
dazadas akademiskajas jomas, tostarp socialpolitikas un vides studijas (Kuehn,
2000; Sze & London, 2008; Wood-Donnelly, 2023). To plasi apraksta ka ideju
un praksi, kas nodrosina taisnigu un vienlidzigu labumu un slogu sadali starp
individiem, majsaimniecibam un kopienam neatkarigi no socialekonomiskas
klases, vecuma, dzimuma, rases vai citiem raksturlielumiem (Apraku et al., 2025;
Brian, 2005; Miller, 2001).

Kempbels (Campbell) (2024) identificéja nozimigas problémas sociala tais-
niguma definésana, argumentéjot, ka misdienu sociala taisniguma aktivisms,
ipasi institucionalaja konteksta, biezi balstas kritiskaja teorija, vienlaikus ignore-
jot citas sociologijas teorétiskas koncepcijas, kas piedava citu skatijumu. St $aura
pieeja ietekmé socialo parmainu iniciativas, ignoréjot visaptverosas stratégijas
un ieskatus cilvéku uzvediba un sabiedribas progresa. Kontekstualizgjot dziv-
nieku labturibu sociala taisniguma ietvara, zinatnieki un aktivisti uzsver cilvéku
un dzivnieku mijiedarbibas moralos, politiskos un strukturalos aspektus, tai
skaita akcentéjot nepiecieSamibu péc taisnigas likumdosanas, étiskas atbildibas
un kolektivas ricibas.

Dzivnieku tiesibu aizsardzibas kustibas formulé un Isteno taisniguma idejas
no kustibu kodola (Schlosberg, 2004), izmantojot tris pieejas: taisnigums, kas
versts uz cilvéku labklajibu, ekologiskais taisnigums ekosistémam un sugu tais-
nigums pret citu sugu dzivam butném (White, 2013; White & Heckenberg, 2014).
Lai veicinatu socialo taisnigumu, $adas grupas formulé savas interpretacijas un
vertibas (Agyeman & Evans, 2004), galvenokart koncentrejoties uz taisniguma
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jédzienu (Capeheart & Milovanovic, 2020). Sociala taisniguma temati saglaba
savu nozimibu un problematiku vides parvaldiba (Apraku et al., 2025).

Freizers (Fraser) (2009) apgalvo, ka “normala taisniguma” sistéma nav
pietiekama, lai risinatu misdienu taisniguma jautajumus “nenormalas netais-
nibas” konteksta. Marginalizétas kopienas aizstav neekonomiskos resursus,
tostarp kultiiras atziSanu un politisko parstavniecibu. Nemot véra universala
risinajuma triakumu, lai panaktu lidzdalibas taisnigumu, nepiecieSama “tris-
dimensiju” taisniguma teorija, kas atzist tris atskirigas, bet savstarpéji saistitas
netaisniguma formas, proti, sadales, statusa un politisko netaisnigumu, tadéjadi
panakot patiesu lidzdalibas paritati (Fraser, 2009; Warriner, 2013).

Lidzigi vides taisniguma teorijas izklastiti tris galvenie taisniguma un vien-
lidzibas aspekti: sadales, proceduralais un atzi$anas taisnigums (Burnham et al.,
2013; Grasso, 2007; Martin, 2013; Popke et al., 2016). Sadales taisnigums jo
ipasi koncentréjas uz resursu un slogu taisnigu sadali, tostarp tiem, kas ietekmé
marginalizétas grupas bez tiesibam, pieméram, klainojosus dzivniekus.

Roulsa The Theory of Justice (“Taisniguma teorija”) (1971) sniedz batisku
pamatu, lai izprastu sadales taisnigumu, apgalvojot, ka taisniga sabiedriba nodro-
§ina socialo un ekonomisko labumu taisnigu sadali, vienlaikus ievérojot individa
brivibas. Vina koncepcija par racionaliem individiem nozimé, ka taisniguma
normas ieglist nozimi tikai plasaka konteksta, ko veido étiskas perspektivas
un individa riciba. Péc Roulsa (1971, p. 528) domam, cilveki vélas izpaust savu
bitibu ka brivas un vienlidzigas moralas personas, un moralo individu raksturo
divas spéjas: viena — izpratne par labo, otra - taisniguma izjata (Rawls, 1971,
p. 561). Turklat individa morala izglitiba ir taisniguma un tiesiskuma principos
balstita. Sadu morili godpratigu individu uzvediba ir nepiecie$ama taisniguma
principu Isteno$anai (Surovtsev & Syrov, 2015; Titelbaum, 2008). Vins norada, ka
pamattiesibas vienmeér ir vienlidzigas, tomeér galvenas socialas vértibas, ka vara
vai privilégijas, tiek sadalitas atskirigi, tadejadi veidojot neaizsargatas grupas.
Roulss (1971, p. 93) neieklauj dzivniekus sava taisniguma teorija, jo, vinaprat,
tiem tritkst moralas personibas, proti, spéjas izprast labo un izjust taisnigumu.
Tapat tie nav spéjigi efektivi darboties sabiedriba, jo nevar klat par sabiedriska
liguma batném ar agenci (Rowlands, 1997, p. 236). Tomér vairaku iemeslu dél
pilniba atteikties no Roulsa teorijas dzivnieku tiesibu pétijumos nav iespéjams.
Pirmkart, Roulends (Rowlands) (1997) apgalvo, ka nepastav tada prasiba, lai
sabiedriskais ligums tiktu noslégts tikai starp racionalam batném, kam piemit
agence, ilustréjot to ar vienoSanas pieméru starp fermeri un dzivnieku. Otrkart,
Vekss (Wacks) (2024, p, 130) atzimé, ka, neskatoties uz to, ka Roulsa sabiedris-
kais ligums tiek uztverts reali, patiesiba tas ir hipotétiska, ideals instruments
taisniguma principu noteik$anai. Treskart, Boldvins (Baldwin) (2023) piedava
pienemt, ka dazi dzivnieki parvar moralas personibas slieksni un tadéjadi tie
jaatzist par moralam personam ar attiecigi izrietosam tiesibam uz taisnigumu.
Un visbeidzot, nemot véra, ka brivpratigie aktivisti pozicioné sevi ka klainojoso
dzivnieku aizstavjus, de facto sledzot sabiedrisko ligumu $o atstumto dzivnieku
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varda, Roulsa koncepciju var interpretét, apliikojot taisniguma istenosanu, jo
ipasi konteksta ar dzivnieku apripi, tiesisko atbildibu un labturibas politikas
veido$anu.

Sena (Sen) (1999) izstradata spéju pieeja (capability approach) raksturo
spé&jas ka darbibas un sasniegumus, uz ko individi tiecas, lai dzivotu tadu dzivi,
kura bitu vértiba. Atskiriba no kategorizéta spéju saraksta pieejas, vin$ iestajas
par kontekstuali pielagotu taisniguma izpratni, kura butiska loma ir sabiedriskai
apspriesanai (public reasoning) — dazadu sabiedribas grupu viedoklu lidzdalibai
un sadzirdésanai. Taisnigums javérté péc ta, cik liela méra individiem piemit
realas spéjas sasniegt funkcionalos stavoklus (functionings) (Wacks, 2024, p.129).
Turklat vin$ apgalvo, ka cilvéka apsvérumi, izvéles un riciba sniedzas talak par
personigajam interesém, ietverot sevi socialo atbildibu un moralos apsvérumus
(Sen, 2009; Demals & Hyard, 2014). Cilvéka ievérojama ietekme par citam
sugam ietver sevi arl moralu pienakumu, un tiem, kas sp&j mazinat netaisni-
gumu, ir pienakums to darit (Sen, 1999). Ka atzimé Vekss, Sens ir izveidojis
nozimigu un pamatigu ietvaru taisniguma veicinasanai socialo kustibu limeni
(Wacks, 2024, p.130). Tas lauj analizét dzivnieku aizstavju darbibu ka lokalu
taisniguma praksi, kas balstita atbildé uz konkrétam socialam vajadzibam.
Pamatojoties uz $o koncepciju, vairaki miasdienu zinatnieki (Bauhn, 2023; Best,
2014; Donaldson & Kymlicka, 2011; Stucki, 2023; Wacks, 2024) pieméro spéju
pieeju ka dalu no plasakas taisniguma sistémas, lai aizstavétu dzivnieku tiesibas
eksistét bez cieSanam.

Nusbauma (Nussbaum) (2013) sistémiski izvér§ un paplasina So pieeju,
uzsverot, ka katram cilvekam ir raksturiga pasvértiba un vins ir pelnijis
dzivi, kas to atspogulo. Vina apgalvo, ka morala atbildiba attiecas ne tikai uz
cilvéku kopienu, bet ari uz dzivniekiem. Tadéjadi vina izstrada dzivniekiem
piemeérotu taisniguma koncepciju, kuras centra ir ciena, pasveértiba un spéja
realizét butiskas dzivibas funkcijas, ka ari visiem dzivniekiem nodrosinata
piekluve labveligiem dzives apstakliem, kas lautu tiem attistities (Nussbaum,
2006; Wacks, 2024). Atskiriba no Sena, kurs koncentréjas uz cilvéku brivibu
realizét vertigu dzivi, Nusbauma ieklauj dzivniekus ka taisniguma subjektus,
uzskatot, ka katrai jatosai batnei piemit pasvértiba un nevienam justspéjigam
dzivniekam nevajadzétu liegt iesp&ju dzivot pilnvértigu dzivi, kas atbilstu ta
sugai raksturigajai pasvértibai. Tapat vinas darba “Tiesiskuma robezas: inva-
liditate, pilsoniba, piederiba sugai” (Frontiers of Justice: Disability, Nationality,
Species Membership) (Nussbaum, 2006) ir ipadi uzsvérta kritika Roulsa teorijai,
jo ta izslédz dzivniekus no taisniguma diskursa tadeél, ka tie nav spéjigi noslégt
sabiedrisko ligumu. Nusbauma sadu skatijumu apzimé ka nepilnigu un piedava
alternativu - tadu taisniguma modeli, kura dzivnieki ir pilntiesigi moralie sub-
jekti, kuriem nepiecieSams gan juridiskas, gan politiskas aizsardzibas ietvars.
Vina arl izvirza desmit pamata spéjas (central capabilities), kas nepiecieSamas,
lai biitne spétu dzivot pilnvértigu dzivi. Noradot, ka viena no desmit centralajam
spéjam ir spéja veidot emocionalas saites (Nussbaum, 2013, p.33), vina akcenté
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to, ka individa emocionalajai attistibai nedrikst kaitét bailes vai trauksme, jo
tas grauj spéju pilnvértigi dzivot. ST pieeja paredz, ka vienkarsas resursu pie-
skirSanas vieta visam dzivam batném, tostarp majdzivniekiem un klainojosiem
dzivniekiem, tiek nodrosinata briviba un iespéjas, kas nepiecieSamas labakai
dzivei.

1.2. Metodologiskais ietvars

Dzonstone (Johnston) (2014) norada, ka socialo kustibu pétijumu metodo-
logija ir atkariga no pétnieka pieejas. Plejers (Pleyers) (2024) apgalvo, ka fokusa
saSaurinasana tikai uz etnografisko pétjjumu ir maldinosa, savukart Delaporta
(Della Porta) (2024) argumenté, ka metodologijas pluralisms lauj pétniekiem
izpétit, ka tiek veidota sociala realitate, integréjot induktivo un deduktivo pieeju,
ka ari kvalitativas un kvantitativas metodes.

Cita pieeja, kas balstas strukturalisma, uzsver varas lomu, veidojot iespéjas
veikt izmainas un ietekméjot cilvéku uztveri attieciba uz netaisnibu un kolektivo
efektivitati, tadejadi motivéjot vinus rikoties (Jenkins & Perrow, 1977; McAdam,
1999). Varu var analizét, izvértéjot pieejamas politiskas iespéjas, konkréti, to, cik
liela meéra valsts iestades vai citas organizétas struktiras (ta saukta “sistéma”)
atbalsta vai pretojas kustibai, kas censas panakt politiskas parmainas (McAdam,
1996; Tilly, 1978). Kad individi zaudé ticibu sistémas uzticamibai un piedzivo
to, ko Makadams (McAdam) (1982) sauc par “kognitivo atbrivosanos”, vini
apvienojas, lai veidotu socialu kustibu, kas balstas uz kopigu ticibu kolektivajai
efektivitatei. Saja konteksta biitiska nozime ir aktivistu mijiedarbibai nozimes
konstruésana (Costain, 1992; McAdam, 1999).

Kultiras pieeja uzsver emociju nozimigo ietekmi, to stratégisko dimensiju
un potencialu mobilizét dalibniekus (Flam & King, 2005; Goodwin et al., 2001;
Hercus, 1999; Taylor, 2000). Narativi, simboli, ramésana un emocijas ir ciesi
saistiti ar kolektivo identitati, veicinot kopigas ricibas un motivacijas izjiatu
(Rohlinger & Gentile, 2017). Sis process var noradit uz grupas mérkiem un
virzienu (Clemens, 1996) vai darboties ka socialo dalibnieku raksturiga iezime,
kas vérsta uz neapmierinatibas mazinasanu (Gamson, 1995; Snow, 2001). Tiek
konstruétas kolektivas identitates(Snow, 2001), un kolektivas diferenciacijas
robeZas nosaka solidaritates un kopigu emociju radi$anu (Eyerman & Jamison,
1998; Hunt & Benford, 1994; Taylor & Whittier, 1992).

Saja pétijuma, kas tika veikts no 2022. lidz 2024. gadam, tika izmanto-
tas kvalitativas pétniecibas metodes, konkréti, daléji strukturétas intervijas.
Pamatojoties uz Fontanas un Freja (Fontana & Frey) (2008), Kinga un Horoka
(King & Horrocks) (2010), Gubriuma (Gubrium) u. c. (2012) un Morisa (Morris)
(2015) noradijumiem, tika izstradatas interviju vadlinijas (2. pielikums). So jau-
tajumu meérkis bija izpétit pétijuma dalibnieku pamata motivaciju iesaistities
brivpratigaja darba un/vai veidot karjeru veterinarija, ka ari vinu agrinas pie-
redzes saistiba ar majdzivnieku aprapi. Jautajumi tika izstradati ta, lai intervijas
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laika mazinatu emocionalo diskomfortu. Intervijas gaita tika uzdoti jautajumi
par majdzivnieku moralo statusu, juridiskajam tiesibam, étiskajaim dilemmam
un to uztverto vértibu salidzinajuma ar klainojosiem dzivniekiem.

Par sakotngjo informantu kalpoja viens no personigajiem kontaktiem. Péc
tam, izmantojot sniega pikas metodi, tika atlasiti papildu informanti, kopuma
sasniedzot 10 informantus brivpratigo grupa. Katrs pétijuma iesaistitais brivpra-
tigais vismaz 3 gadus bijis iesaistits dzivnieku glabsana dazadas Latvijas pilsétas

(1. tabula).

1. tabula. Brivpratigo socialie profili

Informanta Dzi- Dzives- | Nodarbojas | Aktivismu |y oioma | Veterinara
- . ar iniciéjosais . i
segvards mums vieta e . veids izglitiba
aktivismu... | notikums
Cita Vélme péc {lzé(ersana
Brivpratiga 1l | Sieviete | valsts- | 6-10 gadus | parmainam adoptétaia Nav
pilséta sabiedriba picta
meklésana
Ievainots, Dzivnieku
Brivpratiga 2 | Sieviete | Riga | 11-20 gadus | klainojoss izkers Nav
dzivnieks 1zkersana
Cita Pazinu Pagaidu
Brivpratiga 3 | Sieviete | valsts- | 6-10 gadus |. I '8 Nav
pilséta ietekme majas
- Cita Pazinu Pagaidu
Brivpratiga 4 | Sieviete | valsts- | 6-10 gadus | . K '8 Nav
pilséta ietekme majas
Ievainots, Koloniiu
Brivpratiga 5 | Sieviete | Riga 3-5 gadus | klainojoss on) Nav
dzivnieks aprupe
Ievainots LzkerSana
R, s - Y un
Brivpratiga 6 | Sieviete | Riga 3-5 gadus lglzaiir}llc;écl)(sss adoptétaja Nav
meklésana
Ievainots, Pagaidu
Brivpratiga 7 | Sieviete | Riga 6-10 gadus | klainojoss még'as Nav
dzivnieks )
Cita Vélme péc Pacaidu
Brivpratiga 8 | Sieviete | valstspil- | 11-20 gadus | parmainam 2 Nav
_ 93 | majas
séta sabiedriba
Ievainots LzkerSana
Brivpratiga 9 | Sieviete Riga 6-10 gadus | klainojoss uno Nav
pratie & & dziv’ni{eks adoptétaja
meklésana
Vélme péc Pacaidu
Brivpratiga 10 | Sieviete Riga 6-10 gadus | parmainam mz‘?‘as Nav
sabiedriba )
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Tris Riga stradajosi veterinararsti, kuri aktivi iesaistas diskusijas ar
veterinariju saistitas Facebook grupas, kluva par pirmajiem informantiem.
Ceturtais dalibnieks, kur$ kalpoja ka koordinators, informéja par pétijumu
Latvijas Veterinararstu asociaciju un mudinaja piedalities pétjjuma ari citus
veterinararstus. Tas ]ava atlasit paréjos pétijuma dalibniekus - veterinararstus.
Kopuma tika veiktas 15 daléji strukturétas intervijas. Informanti zinoja, ka
strada dazadas klinikas vairakas Latvijas pilsétas un ir ar at$kirigu pieredzi:
pieci no viniem ar darba stazu lidz 5 gadiem, astoni ar 5-10 gadu darba stazu,
bet diviem ir vairak neka 20 gadu darba pieredze (2. tabula).

2. tabula. Veterinararstu socialie profili

Karjeras | Velgjas
Darba - Karjeras izveli klat
Informanta . 1ea = Medicinas . . >
= Dzimums | Pilséta stais . izveéles ietek- par
segvards (gadi joma =, N -
gadi) vecums meja | cilveku
gimene | arstu
Vet 1 Sieviete Riga 6-10 Terapija Agra Nezina Ne
& Py bérniba
- . " Agra . _
Vet 2 Sieviete Riga 6-10 Terapija bér%ﬁbé Nezina Ne
I - . Agra = _
Vet 3 Sieviete Riga 6-10 Terapija bérniba Ja Ne
Vet 4 Sieviete | Riga | >20 | Terapija |V idussolas | e Ne
aika
Vet 5 Sieviete Cita 6-10 Terapija b{%gr_é - Nezina Ne
érniba
Vet 6 Virietis Cita 6-10 | Kirurgija Vld{ls.“‘_"las Ja Né
’ aika
Vet 7 Sieviete Riga 3-5 Terapija Vldﬂlsiil?las Ne Ne
- - Labora- Agra . 5
Vet 8 Sieviete Riga 1-2 torija bérniba Ja Ne
- . . Agra = _
Vet 9 Sieviete Riga >20 Cita béraiba Ja Ne
Vet 10 Sieviete Riga 3-5 Terapija Vldgsiil;olas Ne Ne
L - . Agra - _
Vet 11 Sieviete Riga 6-10 Terapija bér%ﬁbé Ne Ne
Vet 12 Sieviete Cita 3-5 Cita Vldil s.sk_olas Ja Ne
aika
Neatlie- .
Vet 13 Virietis | Riga 12 | kama | Vidusskolas| oy Ja
Ny aika
palidziba
Vet 14 Sieviete Riga 6-10 Terapija Vldﬁl siilzolas Nezina Ne
Velak
Vet 15 Virietis Cita 6-10 | Kirurgija | parkvalifi- Ne Ja
cejas
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3. tabula. Veterinaro inspektoru socialie profili

Karjeras | Vélejas
Informanta Darba Karjeras | izveli klat
- Dzimums | Pilséta | stazs | Medicinas joma | izveles ietek- par
segvards ; pe R
(gadi) vecums méja | cilveku
gimene | arstu
Inspektors 1 | Virietis | Riga | > 20 Lauksaimnieci- Agrd Ja Né
P 8 bas dzivnieki | bérniba
- : Lauksaimnieci- | Karjeras 2 -
Inspektors 2 | Sieviete Cita | 6-10 bas dzivnieki laika Ne Ja
T . Lauksaimnieci- | Agra _ _
Inspektors 3 | Virietis Cita | 16-20 bas dzivnieki | béraiba Ne Ne
Pirms
Inspektors 4 | Sieviete | Cita 1-2 Lauksaimniecl- sko.lavs Ja Ja
bas dzivnieki | pabeigSa-
nas
Pirms
Inspektors 5 | Virietis Cita 1-2 Terapija sko'l as Ne Ne
pabeigsa-
nas

Vél viens personigais kontakts, kurs strada Partikas un veterinaraja dienesta
(PVD) par partikas inspektoru, kalpoja par koordinatoru, veicinot piecu savu
kolégu iesaistiSanos pétjjuma. Informantu profesionala pieredze veterinarijas
joma, tostarp veterinararstu un vélak inspektoru amata, bija loti at$kiriga: divu
informantu darba stazs bija mazaks par 5 gadiem, vienam - 6-10 gadi, vienam —
16-20 gadi, un vienam ir vairak neka 20 gadu darba pieredze (3. tabula).

Dalibnieki tika informéti par pétijuma mérkiem un pétnieciskajiem jautaju-
miem (Brinkmann & Kvale, 2018; Sarantakos, 2005), un viniem tika apliecinats,
ka vinu daliba pétijuma ir brivpratiga. Informantiem tika izsniegta ar1 piekri-
$anas veidlapa. Intervijas tika veiktas tikai ar Zoom un MsTeams palidzibu, un
dalibnieku piekri$ana tika iegtita mutiski. Lai saglabatu konfidencialitati, visi
transkripti tika anonimizéti (Brinkmann & Kvale, 2018). Etikas apsvérumi §im
pétljumam tika formuléti saskana ar Kimmela (Kimmel) (1988) un Kresvelu
(Creswell & Creswell) (2018) izstradatajam vadlinijam.

Izmantojot programmatiiru NVivo 14 un ievérojot Mailza un Hubermana
(Miles & Huberman) (1994), Mailza u. c. (2014) un Gibsa (Gibbs) (2018) ieteiktas
vadlinijas, tika veikta kodésana ciklos. Transkripti uzreiz péc intervijam tika
kodeéti un analizéti, laujot izdarit secindjumus, tiklidz tika sasniegta piesatina-
tiba (Hennink et al., 2017; Saunders et al., 2018).

Fokusejoties uz raksta “Bridging compassion and commerce: Veterinarians’
ethical dilemmas in providing care for homeless animals” izstradi, kodi tika
veidoti, izmantojot afektivas un izpétes kodésanas metodes (Miles et al., 2014).
Pirma cikla kodésanas procesa tika izveidoti 89 atvertie kodi; otraja cikla tie
tika organizéti 19 kategorijas: attieksme, klainojosie dzivnieki, brivpratigie, citi
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dzivnieki, eitanazija, emocijas, rutina, izglitiba, likumi un sodi, loma, majdziv-
nieki, narativs, finanses, profesija, partikas un veterinarais dienests, sapes un
nave, uzskati, vardarbiba un Ipasnieks.

Gatavojot rakstu “Perspectives of animal welfare volunteers regarding
veterinarians and veterinary inspectors in Latvia” (“Dzivnieku labturibas
joma stradajoso brivpratigo skatijums uz veterinararstiem un veterinarajiem
inspektoriem Latvija”), kodésana tika organizéta tris ciklos. Tika izstradata
pirma cikla kodésanas gramata, kura bija ieklauti 100 aprakstosie kodi, katram
intervijas jautajumam pieskirot cetrus kodus. Aprakstosie kodi tika izmantoti, lai
atspogulotu satura batibu, izceltu svarigakas témas un vienkarsotu rezultatus,
grupéjot tos tematos. Otrais cikls sastavéja no attieksmju un uzskatu, ka ari
emociju kodésanas. Brivpratigo attieksme pret veterinararstiem un inspektoriem
tika iedalita kategorija “Attieksme”, bet brivpratigo individualas zinasanas,
pieredze un interpretéjama uztvere par veterinararstiem un inspektoriem tika
iedalitas kategorija “Uzskati”. Lai izpétitu pieredzi starp personam, otraja cikla
tika ieklauti pozitivo un negativo emociju kodi. TreSais cikls tika paredzéts, lai
skaidrotu attiecibas starp brivpratigajiem, veterinararstiem un veterinarajiem
inspektoriem. Sis cikls sastavéja no Cetriem attiecibu modelu kodiem, no kuriem
divi kodi bija paredzéti veterinarajiem inspektoriem (Attiecibas nelegalas pavai-
ro$anas joma un Attiecibas dzivnieku glabsanas joma) un divi - veterinararstiem
(Finansialas attiecibas un Moralo vértibu attiecibas).

Ari izstradajot rakstu “Companion or stray? Conflicting beliefs of veterinary
professionals and animal help volunteers in Latvia” (“Kompanjons vai klaidonis?
Veterinarijas profesionalu un dzivnieku atbalsta joma stradajoso brivpratigo
pretrunigie viedokli”), kodésana tika strukturéta tris ciklos. Pirma cikla kodu
gramata sastavéja no 100 aprakstoSiem kodiem, katram intervijas jautajumam
pieskirot Cetrus kodus. Aprakstosie kodi tika izmantoti, lai apkopotu galvenas
témas un atvieglotu rezultatu organizéSanu tematiski. Otrais cikls sastavéja
no vértibu un uzskatu kodiem. Respondentu uztvere par moralo statusu un
juridiskajam tiesibam tika klasificeta ka “Uzskati”, savukart vinu izjatas par
majdzivnieku vai klainojos$u dzivnieku vértibu tika klasificétas ka “Veértibas”.
Tresa cikla mérkis bija izprast saikni starp uzskatiem un vértibam, vienlaikus
izpétot célonus nesakritibam vai lidzibam respondentu viedoklos. Tresais cikls
sastavéja no Cetram teorétiskam kodu kopam: uzskatos balstita morala statusa
uztvere; uzskatos balstita majdzivnieku juridisko tiesibu uztvere; uzskatos
balstita klainojoso dzivnieku juridisko tiesibu uztvere; un vértibas balstita
dzivnieku moralas vértibas uztvere.

Raksta “Dzivnieku morala statusa uztvere ka sociala taisniguma dzingj-
spéks Latvija” izstradé kodésana tika organizéta divos ciklos. Tapat ka raksta
“Companion or stray? Conflicting beliefs of veterinary professionals and ani-
mal help volunteers in Latvia” gadfjuma pirma cikla kodu gramata saturéja
100 aprakstosos kodus, katram intervijas jautajumam pieskirot cetrus kodus.
Aprakstosie kodi tika izmantoti lai atspogulotu satura batibu, izceltu svarigakas
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témas un vienkarsotu rezultatu interpretaciju, grupéjot tos tematiski. Otraja
kodésanas cikla tika izveidotas 4 teorétiskas kodu kopas: moralo vértibu kodi,
taisniguma kodi, varas attiecibu kodi un socialo parmainu kodi. Si cikla mérkis
bija atklat, ka brivpratigie interpreté klainojoso dzivnieku moralo statusu un
etisko attieksmi pret tiem un ka Sie uzskati veido vinu izpratni par taisnigumu
institucionalas biovaras ietvaros. Moralo vértibu kodi atspogulo brivpratigo
individualas étiskas vértibas un uztveri par klainojo$o dzivnieku pasvertibu,
savukart taisniguma kodi koncentréjas uz to, ka informanti izprot plasakus
socialas taisniguma jédzienus. Varas attiecibu kodi identifice, ka brivpratigie
veido savstarpéjas attiecibas ar institucionalajiem dalibniekiem (pieméram,
veterinararstiem, inspektoriem un politikas veidotajiem), uzsverot uztvertas
hierarhijas un klainojoso dzivnieku sistematisku noraidiSanu. Socialo parmainu
kodi lava analizét, ka informanti sevi pozicioné ka pilsoniskos aktivistus, kas
atbalsta moralas un strukturalas parmainas Latvijas sabiedriba. Sis kodésanas
cikls uzsver étisko parliecibu nozimi brivpratigo centienos apstridét domine-
josas paradigmas un veicinat dzivnieku ieklausanu sociala taisniguma sistéma.
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2. PROMOCIJAS DARBA IEKLAUTO PUBLIKACIJU
SATURA UN REZULTATU ISS APRAKSTS

2.1. Bridging compassion and commerce: Veterinarians’
ethical dilemmas in providing care for homeless
animals

Raksts “Bridging Compassion and Commerce: Veterinarians’ Ethical
Dilemmas in Providing Care for Homeless Animals” (“Starp lidzjitibu un
komerciju: veterinararstu étikas dilemmas, nodrosinot aprapi pamestiem dziv-
niekiem”) (Seiko et al., 2024) publicéts zurnala “Rural Sustainability Research”
un taja aprakstits veterinararstu skatijums uz savu lomu pret klainojosiem
dzivniekiem vérstas vardarbibas novérsana, ka ari étiskas dilemmas, ar kuram
veterinararsti saskaras, arstéjot klainojosus dzivniekus. Taja uzsveérta sarezgita
dinamika starp veterinararstiem un brivpratigajiem, tostarp brivpratigo altruis-
tisko nodomu pozitivais vértéjums, ka ari bazas par finansialajiem jautajumiem
arstésanas laika un dzivnieku arstésanai paredzéto ziedojumu komercializaciju.
Galvena novérota probléma ir maksa par klainojoso dzivnieku arstésanu, jo ta
norada uz iespéjamu nesaprasanos starp veterinararstiem un brivpratigajiem.

Sis pétijuma centra ir uzskatos balstiti étiski lémumi (kas saknojas dzivnieku
tiesibu ideja), kurus veterinararsti pienem étiski sarezgitas situacijas vai nonakot
kontakta ar klainojosiem dzivniekiem, kurus brivpratigie ir atnesusi uz veteri-
narajam klinikam. Analize izgaismo sarezgitas, emociju vaditas attiecibas starp
veterinararstiem un brivpratigajiem, ka ari norada uz faktoriem, kas ietekme vete-
rinararsta lemumu pienemsanas procesu attieciba uz klainojosiem dzivniekiem.

Saja raksta izvirziti tris pétnieciskie jautajumi:

1) Ka veterinararsti uztver un noverté brivpratigo organizaciju lomu?
Precizak, vai ir kadas lidzibas vai atSkiribas veterinararstu izpratné par
jédzieniem “dzivnieku glabsana” vai “palidzibas sniegSana” salidzinajuma
ar brivpratigajiem?

2) Kadiirveterinararstuuzskatiparvinulomu pretklainojosiem dzivniekiem vérstas
vardarbibas mazinasana, un cik ciesi vinu uzskati saskan ar vinu darbibam?

3) Kadi galvenie faktori ietekmé veterinararstu léemumu pienemsanu un ricibu,
saskaroties ar étiskam dilemmam, kas saistitas ar klainojosiem dzivniekiem
vinu arstniecibas praksés?

2.1.1. Ka veterinararsti uztver un noveéerté brivpratigo organizaciju
lomu?

Veterinararsti lielakoties pozitivi vérté brivpratigo organizacijas un atzist briv-
pratigo motivaciju un ieguldijumu palidzibas sniegsana klainojosiem dzivniekiem.
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Tomeér vinu vértéjumos pastav ari ievérojamas pretrunas. Veterinararsti pauz
bazas par brivpratigo pieeju lidzeklu vaksanali, jo ipasi par emocionali piesati-
natu attélu izmantoSanu vai uzmanibas fokuséSanu uz dzivniekiem, kuriem ir
stipri ierobeZzotas adopcijas iespéjas. Dala veterinararstu uzskata, ka brivpratigo
centieni batu efektivaki, ja tie buitu vérsti uz jauniem, vieglak adoptéjamiem
dzivniekiem. Vienlaikus veterinararsti atzist, ka, neraugoties uz praktiskam
domstarpibam, vinu parlieciba par klainojoso dzivnieku tiesibam vai brivibam
ir tada pati. Atskiribas paradas ari profesijas uztveré, jo veterinararsti biezi
jutas netaisnigi kritizéti no brivpratigo puses, uzskatot, ka brivpratigie pilniba
neizprot veterinaras prakses sarezgitibu, emocionalo slogu un finansialos
ierobezojumus.

2.1.2. Kadi ir veterinararstu uzskati par vinu lomu pret klainojoSiem
dzivniekiem vérstas vardarbibas mazinasana, un cik ciesi
vinu uzskati saskan ar vinu darbibam?

Veterinararsti uzskata, ka vinu iesaistiSanas cina pret vardarbibu, kas vérsta
pret klainojosiem dzivniekiem, ir cie$i saistita ar vinu galvenajiem profesio-
nalajiem pienakumiem. Vini uzskata, ka dzivnieku Ipasnieku un sabiedribas
izglitosana, dzivnieku tiesibu aizstavé$ana un dzivnieku cieSanu mazinasana ir
bittiski pasakumi vardarbibas mazinasanai. Sie uzskati kopuma atbilst ari vinu
ricibai, jo vini censas sniegt medicinisko palidzibu klainojosiem dzivniekiem,
pat ja saskaras ar finansialiem ierobeZojumiem, pieméram, kad klients nevar
samaksat par klainojosa dzivnieka arstésanu. Finansialie ierobezojumi var
ietekmeét sniegtas arstésanas veidu, bet tie neattur veterinararstus no palidzibas
sniegSanas ievainotiem dzivniekiem vai dzivniekiem, kas izjit cieSanas. Uzskats
par klainojoSo un majdzivnieku vienlidzigo vértibu vél vairak nostiprina vinu
apnemsanos palidzét klainojosiem dzivniekiem pieejamo resursu robezas.

2.1.3. Kadi galvenie faktori ietekmé veterinararstu lemumu
pienemsanu un ricibu, saskaroties ar étiskam dilemmam,
kas saistitas ar klainojoSiem dzivniekiem vinu arstniecibas
praksés?

Kad veterinararsti saskaras ar étiskam problémam saistiba ar klainojosiem
dzivniekiem, lémumu pienemsanu un ricibu ietekmé vairaki galvenie faktori.
Primarais faktors ir dzivnieka sapju limenis, kas nosaka mediciniskas iejauk-
$anas steidzamibu un apjomu. Nozimiga loma ir ari veterinararstu uzskatiem
par majdzivnieku un klainojoso dzivnieku tiesibam un moralo vértibu. Turklat
vinu léemumus ietekmé ari praktiski ierobezojumi, pieméram, finansialie resursi,
emocionala slodze un profesionalais stress. Etikas dilemmas izraisa spécigas
negativas emocijas, atspogulojot spriedzi starp veterinararstu vélmi rikoties
dzivnieka interesés un ierobeZojumiem. Neraugoties uz $iem sarezgljumiem,
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veterinararstu ricibu vada vinu appemsanas ripéties par dzivnieku labturibu
un vinu loma ka dzivnieku tiesibu aizstavjiem.

Raksta uzsvérta veterinararstu nozime majdzivnieku ipasnieku, ka ari
plasakas sabiedribas izglitosana, akcentéjot veterinararstu atbildibu ne tikai aiz-
sargat dzivnieku labturibu, bet ari plasak uzlabot vides labklajibu. Veterinararsti
uzskata, ka vinu galvenais pienakums ir izplatit zinasanas, veicinat dzivnieku
tiesibu ievéroSanu un mazinat dzivnieku ciesanas. Sabiedribas gaidas ievérojami
ietekmeé veterinararstu izpratni par savu lomu. Visi informanti atzist klainojoso
dzivnieku tiesibu (vai brivibu) parkapumus, it ipasi augsto arsté$anas izmaksu
del.

2.2. Perspectives of Animal Welfare Volunteers Regarding
Veterinarians and Veterinary Inspectors in Latvia

Raksts “Perspectives of animal welfare volunteers regarding veterinarians
and veterinary inspectors in Latvia” (“Dzivnieku labturibas joma stradajoso briv-
pratigo skatijums uz veterinararstiem un veterinarajiem inspektoriem Latvija”)
(Seiko & Nikisins, 2025) publicéts zurnala “Rural Sustainability Research” un
izklasta brivpratigo uzskatus un attieksmes pret veterinararstiem un veterinara-
jiem inspektoriem, izgaismojot So attiecibu sarezgito dinamiku. Raksta mérkis
ir izpétit un izprast brivpratigo dzivnieku glabéju uzskatus par veterinararstiem
un veterinarajiem inspektoriem Latvija, ipasi fokuséjoties uz So specialistu
lomu dzivnieku labturibas veicinasana un dzivnieku tiesibu aizsardziba.

Pétijums par attiecibam starp $Im trim grupam ir strukturéts ap pozitiva-
jam un negativajam attieksmém un uzskatiem, kadas piemit brivpratigajiem
dzivnieku glabéjiem Latvija un kuras veido vinu ikdienas saskarsme ar veterina-
rarstiem un veterinarajiem inspektoriem. Analize atklaj, ka brivpratigo uztvere
par veterinararstiem un veterinarajiem inspektoriem ir sarezgita un veidojas,
balstoties uz emocijam, pienémumiem un personigajam pieredzém. Saja raksta
izvirziti divi pétnieciskie jautajumi:

1) Ka brivpratigie uztver veterinaro inspektoru lomu dzivnieku tiesibu
aizsardziba?

2) Ka brivpratigie uztver veterinararstu lomu klainojoSo dzivnieku labturibas
veicinasana?

2.2.1. Ka brivpratigie uztver veterinaro inspektoru lomu dzivnieku
tiesibu aizsardziba?

Negativa attieksme un moralais saSutums pret inspektoriem ir ciesi saistits
ar brivpratigo uzskatiem. DZaspers un Poulsens (Jasper ¢ Poulsen) (1995)
apraksta ta saucamo “moralo $oku”, t. i., iemeslu iesaistities jebkura darbiba
tapéc, ka kads notikums vai situacija izraisijusi saSutumu. Ozorio (Osdrio) (2016)
novéroja, ka dzivnieku tiesibu aktivistiem ir raksturigs moralais sasutums, ko
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" Attiecibas nelegalas pavairo$anas joma I Attiecibas dzivnieku glabsanas joma

Negativi
uzskati

Nspektor iesarstas tkar
Inspektori ir neaktivi, jo gadijumos, kad ir iespéja Inspektori ir Inspektori necies brivpratigos, Inspektoriem trikst
likumi ir neefektivi uzlikt ievérojamu stinki jo tie regulari sadzas empatijas
Inspektori nereaé uz
brivpratigo siidzibam

Inspektori liek
brivpratigajiem
naudas sodus

Negativas
attieksmes

1. attels. Brivpratigo attiecibas ar veterinarajiem inspektoriem

izraisa politiska netaisniba. Ta ka palidziba klainojosiem dzivniekiem ir saistita
ar socialo taisnigumu, pétnieki ir aprakstijusi aktivistu emocionalo ieguldijumu
darbiba, kas rada parmainas (Barry & Dordevié, 2007; Effler, 2010). Sis péti-
jums arl apstiprinaja iepriek§minéto novérojumu. Attiecibu modelis liecina, ka
saskarsme ar veterinarajiem inspektoriem (piemeéram, kad tie veic parbaudes
brivpratigo majas, kuras tiek turéti izglabtie dzivnieki, vai sniedz atbildes uz
brivpratigo stdzibam par sunu audzétavam) ir negativu emociju piesatinata,
kas novérojams visu respondentu atbildés. Ar PVD inspektoriem netiek saistitas
pozitivas izjatas. Brivpratigie bieZi vien izturas negativi pret veterinarajiem
inspektoriem, uztverot tos par neiecietigiem birokratiem. So uztveri ietekmé
savstarpéjas mijiedarbibas. Ikdiena piedzivota spriedze, uz ko norada brivpra-
tigie, liecina par strukturalu problému, kad uzraugosas iestades un sabiedriskas
kustibas pieejas dzivnieku labturibai atskiras. Rezultata izveidojusies neuzticibas
atmosféra, kas saknojas uztveré par institucionalo stagnaciju un neobjektivitati
un kavé sadarbibu normativo aktu pilnveidosana.

Brivpratigo attieksmi un uzskatus par veterinarajiem inspektoriem iespé-
jams attelot shematiski (1. attels).

2.2.2. Ka brivpratigie uztver veterinararstu lomu klainojo$o
dzivnieku labturibas veicinasana?

Veterinararstu un brivpratigo attiecibas ir sarezgitakas, jo tas ietekmé gan
pozitiva, gan negativa pieredze, ko veido individuala saskarsme veterinarajas
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| Finansialas attiecibas

Atlaides
arstasanai

Augstas cenas
par arstésanu

Pozitiva
attieksme

Negativa
attieksme

Klainojoso
dzivnieku
arstesana

Nevélesanas
arstét
Klainojosos
dzivniekus

lesaistisanas
arstésana

. Moralo vertibu attiecibas

2. attels. Brivpratigo attiecibas ar veterinararstiem

klinikas. Si mijiedarbiba atspogulo plasikas domstarpibas, kas izpauzas par-
lamentarajas debateés, kur atskirigie viedokli par dzivnieku labturibu izgaismo
fundamentalas problémas. Iespejams, ka brivpratigo uztvere par vecakas paau-
dzes veterinararstiem, kuri neizjit lidzigas emocijas vai viedoklus par dzivnieku
etisko nozimi, var veicinat konfliktu; to var novérot, pieméram, parlamentarajas
sédeés, kad gados vecaki delegati parstav Veterinararstu asociaciju. Apstaklis, ka
brivpratigo attieksme pret veterinararstiem nav tik skaidri izteikta ka attieksme
pret veterinarajiem inspektoriem, var but saistits ar to, ka brivpratigie ar veteri-
nararstiem sliecas veidot personiskas attiecibas sarezgitas vai harmoniskas tri-
adés, kuras jesaistits dzivnieks—pacients. Tas saskana ar ieprieksejo Ratvela-Do
(Rathwell-Deault) u. c. (2017) pétjjumu par socialajam gaidam attieciba pret
veterinararstiem veicina nesaskanu mazinasanos.

Brivpratigo attieksmes un uzskati par veterinararstiem shematiski attéloti
2. attéla.

Pétijuma rezultati liecina, ka brivpratigo uzskati ir ciesi saistiti ar sociala
taisniguma jautajumiem, un tam ir nozimigas praktiskas sekas, it Ipasi dzivnieku
labturibas politikas veido$ana un sadarbibas veicinasana starp galvenajam
ieinteresétajam pusém Latvija. Likumdevéjiem ir jaatzist vietéjo brivpratigo ini-
ciativu nozime un jaieklauj to viedoklis normativo aktu pilnveidosanas procesa,
garantéjot, ka dzivnieku labturibas noteikumi ne tikai censas glabt majdziv-
niekus, bet ari stiprina socialas kustibas. Turklat atklati negativiem uzskatiem
bitu jamotivé likumdevéjs izveidot empatiskaku un sadarbibai labveligaku
sistému starp brivpratigajiem un veterinarajiem profesionaliem. Tas var ietvert
macibu programmu izveidi veterinarajiem inspektoriem, kuras tiek prioritizéta
empatija, komunikacijas prasmes un izpratne par atskirigajam probléemam, ar
kuram saskaras brivpratigie, glabjot klainojosos dzivniekus.

Pétjjums liecina, ka mijiedarbiba starp brivpratigajiem un veterinarajiem
inspektoriem ir galvenokart negativa, ko raksturo brivpratigo moralais sasu-
tums un neapmierinatiba. Brivpratigie uzskata inspektorus par pasiviem un
neempatiskiem, un pamata ieinteresétiem sodit brivpratigos, nevis cinities pret
nelegalajiem pavairotajiem, vai ari ieinteresétiem sodit, nevis noveérst labturibas
problémas. Veterinararstus brivpratigie uztver dazadi, ietverot gan pozitivas, gan
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negativas pieredzes. Pozitivi tiek vértéti veterinararsti, kuri sniedz medicinisko
palidzibu un piedava atlaides klainojoSo dzivnieku apripei. Gados jaunaki
veterinararsti parasti tiek uztverti pozitivak. Neapmierinatiba rodas, kad briv-
pratigie izjat veterinararstu neieinteresétibu un saskaras ar augstajam arstésanas
izmaksam. Batiska loma ir arl personigajam attiecibam ar veterinararstu.

2.3. Companion or Stray? Conflicting Beliefs of Veterinary
Professionals and Animal Help Volunteers in Latvia

Raksts “Companion or stray? Conflicting beliefs of veterinary professionals
and animal help volunteers in Latvia” (“Kompanjons vai klaidonis? Veterinarijas
profesionalu un dzivnieku atbalsta joma stradajoSo brivpratigo pretrunigie
viedokli”) (Seiko & Mozarova, 2025) ir publicéts zurnala “Italian Sociological
Review”, un taja petiti faktori, kas veicina domstarpibas starp brivpratigajiem
un veterinarajiem praktikiem par majdzivnieku un klainojoso dzivnieku moralo
statusu, vértibu un juridiskajam tiesibam. 30 daléji strukturétas intervijas sniedz
detalizétu analizi par atskiribam starp veterinarajiem praktikiem un brivprati-
gajiem klainojoSo dzivnieku glabéjiem.

Saja raksta izvirziti divi pétnieciskie jautajumi:

1) Kadi ir veterinaro praktiku un brivpratigo uzskati par majdzivnieku un
klainojoso dzivnieku moralo statusu un likumigajam tiesibam?

2) Ka uzskati par moralo un juridisko statusu ietekmeé vinu uztveri par maj-
dzivniekiem un klainojosiem dzivniekiem?

2.3.1. Kadi ir veterinaro praktiku un brivpratigo uzskati par
majdzivnieku un klainojoso dzivnieku moralo statusu un
juridiskajam tiesibam?

Informantu atbildes uz $o pétniecisko jautajumu liecina, ka brivpratigie gal-
venokart uzskata majdzivniekus par gimenes locekliem, draugiem vai bérniem,
uzsverot parliecibu, ka $iem dzivniekiem tiek piedévéta pasvértiba un moralais
statuss. Savukart veterinarie praktiki biezi vien pauz utilitaru (praktiski pielie-
tojamu) viedokli, kas uzsver atskiribas starp cilvekiem un dzivniekiem, uzskatot
majdzivniekus galvenokart par biitném ar noteiktam lomam, nevis par gimenes
locekliem. Brivpratigie aizstav vienlidzigas juridiskas tiesibas gan majdzivnie-
kiem, gan klainojosiem dzivniekiem, pamatojoties kopiga parlieciba par moralo
pienakumu aizsargat visus dzivniekus neatkarigi no to ipasumtiesibu statusa.
Veterinarie praktiki pauz divéjadu viedokli: lai gan dala atzist abu dzivnieku
kategoriju specifiskas juridiskas tiesibas, vairakums uzskata, ka klainojosiem
dzivniekiem praksé ir ierobeZotas tiesibas, jo veterinaraja apriipé pastav vairaki
skeérsli to arstésanai. Brivpratigo parliecibas biezi veido emocionala saikne ar
dzivniekiem, kas izpauzas ka morala cina par to tiesibam. Savukart veterinarie
praktiki savu parliecibu pamato ar piecu brivibu sistému (Five freedoms) (Farm
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Animal Welfare Council, 2009) un praktiskiem apsvérumiem par dzivnieku lab-
turibu, kas var nonakt pretruna ar brivpratigo emocijas balstitajiem motiviem.

2.3.2. Ka uzskati par moralo un juridisko statusu ietekmé vinu
uztveri par majdzivniekiem un klainojosiem dzivniekiem?

Otrais pétnieciskais jautajums ir par to, vai veterinaro praktiku un brivpra-
tigo uzskati par dzivnieku moralo un juridisko statusu ietekmé vinu attieksmes
pret majdzivniekiem un klainojosiem dzivniekiem. Brivpratigo spriedums par
majdzivnieku pasveértibu liek viniem uzskatit, ka Sie dzivnieki ir pelnijusi cienu
un tiesibas, kas ir lidzigas cilvéktiesibam. Si emocionala saikne veicina aizsar-
gajosu attieksmi gan pret majdzivniekiem, gan pret klainojosiem dzivniekiem.
Turpretim veterinaro praktiku utilitarais skatijums veido vinu izpratni par
dzivniekiem, galvenokart caur lomas un atbildibas prizmu. Rezultata vini biezi
vien par prioritati izvirza praktiskas labturibas vajadzibas, nevis emocionalos
faktorus. Sie pretrunigie skatijumi uz juridiskajam tiesibam rada atskirigas
interpretacijas par étisku attieksmi pret dzivniekiem un to apriipi. Brivpratigie,
balstoties morala perspektiva, veicina pastiprinatu juridisko aizsardzibu, savu-
kart veterinarie praktiki uzsver piecu brivibu sistémas nozimi. Sida parlieciba
liek veterinarajiem praktikiem galvenokart koncentréties uz dzivnieku pamat-
vajadzibu apmierinaganu, nevis to tiesibam. Sis pretrunas dazkart rada spriedzi
starp brivpratigajiem un praktikiem dzivnieku labturibas konteksta. Pieméram,
brivpratigie var uzskatit veterinararstu lemumus par parak pragmatiskiem vai
emocionali norobezotiem, savukart veterinararsti uzskata, ka brivpratigie nav
pietiekami informéti par dzivnieku aprapes praktiskajiem aspektiem.

Pétljuma rezultati parada ievérojamas atskiribas starp veterinarajiem prak-
tikiem un brivpratigajiem, ka ar1 skaidro, ka $is atSkiribas ietekmé dzivnieku
parvaldibas un labturibas politikas istenosanu. Atskirigie uzskati ietekmé
klainojoso dzivnieku populaciju parvaldibu, potenciali izraisot savstarpéjus kon-
fliktus un neefektivu parvaldibas politiku; $adi konflikti ietekmé arl izmainas
tiesibu aktos. Tadejadi $is atSkirigas perspektivas rada skérslus saskanotas un
veiksmigas politikas attistibai, kurai bitu jaatbilst gan étiskiem, gan praktiskiem
meérkiem.

2.4. Dzivnieku morala statusa uztvere ka sociala
taisniguma dzinéjspéks Latvija

Raksta “Dzivnieku morala statusa uztvere ka sociala taisniguma dzinéjspéks
Latvija”, kas ir publicéts izdevuma “Akadémiska dzive” (Seiko, 2025), anali-
zéta klainojoSo dzivnieku - ipasi kaku un sunu - morala statusa uztvere un
§is perspektivas ieklauSanu sociala taisniguma kustiba. Tika veiktas 10 dalgji
strukturétas intervijas ar brivpratigajiem glabéjiem, lai izprastu, ka vinu uztvere
par dzivnieka moralo statusu ietekmé mijiedarbibu ar institucionalo varu un
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3. attels. Sociala taisniguma teoriju sasaiste ar dzivnieka moralo statusu

ieklaujas sociala taisniguma teoriju ramjos. Papildus tam analizéts, ka brivpra-
tigo centieni attiecinat sociala taisniguma jédzienu un panakt ta piemérosanu
attieciba uz klainojosiem dzivniekiem ietekmé dzivnieku tiesibu diskursa
attistibu Latvija.

Raksta novitate slépjas starpdisciplinaraja pieeja — apvienojot dzivnieku
aizsardzibas aktivismu ar masdienu sociala taisniguma teorijam (Sena (1999),
Roulsa (1971) un Nusbaumas (2006) skatijuma). 3. attéls ilustré, ka §is teorijas
cita citu papildina.

Si shéma parada, ka brivpratigie aktivisti formulé savu moralo nostaju,
subjektivi interpretéjot socialo taisnigumu. Tapat shéma redzams, ka brivpra-
tigie klast par socialo parmainu katalizatoriem, saskanojot ricibu ar saviem
etiskajiem uzskatiem.

Secinams, ka brivpratigo darbiba dzivnieku aizsardzibas joma Latvija ir
ciesi saistita ar taisniguma principu praktisku istenosanu. Informantu skati-
juma taisnigums neattiecas tikai uz cilvékiem, bet ari uz dzivniekiem ka morali
nozimigam batném. Sada morala statusa pieskirsana dzivniekiem veido pamatu
brivpratigo étiskajai un pilsoniskajai ricibai - vinu skatljuma klainojosie dziv-
nieki ir lidzvertigi kopienas locekli, subjekti ar pasvértibu, kuriem pienakas
aizsardziba, ciena un kvalitativa dzive. Brivpratigie apstrid institucionalas varas
(veterinaro inspektoru, veterinararstu, valsts un pasvaldibas limena politiku)
attieksmi, kas prieksroku dod dzivniekiem, kuri ir kadam Ipaguma, atstajot
klainojoSos dzivniekus bez aizstavibas. Tapat brivpratigie interpreté o atskirigo
attieksmi ka netaisnigumu, kas balstas nevis objektiva vajadzibu izvértéjuma,
bet morala statusa hierarhizacija, kur klainojosie dzivnieki tiek sistematiski
noniecinati.
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2.5. Saistiba starp publicétajiem rakstiem un aizstavésanai
izvirzitajam tézém

Cetri ieprieks aprakstitie zinatniskie raksti sniedz empiriskus pieradijumus
un teorétisko pamatojumu trim galvenajam tézém, kas izklastitas $aja promoci-
jas darba. Katra raksta aplikots konkréts aspekts attiecibas starp veterinarajiem
praktikiem un brivpratigajiem, padzilinot izpratni par vinu moralo, socialo un
institucionalo dinamiku. Galvenie secinajumi apkopoti talak, saistot tos ar
attiecigajam tézem.

1. teze: Dzivnieka morala statusa uztvere Latvijas veterinaro praktiku un
brivpratigo vida ir saistita ar vinu izpratni par socialo taisnigumu

So tézi pamato raksts “Dzivnieku morala statusa uztvere ka sociila tais-
niguma dzinéjspéks Latvija’, kas ilustré, ka brivpratigo uztvere par klainojoso
dzivnieku moralo statusu ir integréta plasaka sociala taisniguma konteksta.
Pétijums liecina, ka brivpratigie uztver dzivniekus ka moralas vértibas neséjus,
kam ir tiesibas un kuri ir jaciena, un ka brivpratigo ricibu motivé étiska piena-
kuma apzina aizstavét taisnigumu gan pret cilvékiem, gan pret citu sugu bitném.

So argumentu apstiprina ari raksts “Companion or stray? Conflicting beliefs
of veterinary professionals and animal help volunteers in Latvia”, kura vértéti
veterinaro praktiku un brivpratigo uzskati par moralam un juridiskam tiesibam.
Brivpratigo emocionali motivétais skatijums, kas dzivniekiem pieskir gimenes
locekla statusu, kontrasté ar praktiku pieeju, kuras centra ir labklajiba. Sis
atskirigas moralas sistémas atspogulo atskirigas interpretacijas par taisnigumu
un atbildibu attieciba pret dzivniekiem, kas ietekmé gan ricibu, gan politikas
veidoSanu.

2. teze: Latvijas sabiedriba nesaskanas starp veterinarajiem praktikiem un
brivpratigajiem saknojas varas sadalijuma

Raksta “Perspectives of animal welfare volunteers regarding veterinarians
and veterinary inspectors in Latvia” tiek aplukots brivpratigo moralais sasutums
un neuzticé$anas institucionalajam iestadém. Brivpratigie jo Ipasi neuzticas
veterinarajiem inspektoriem un uzskata vinus par pasiviem un bez empatijas.
Rezultati liecina, ka konflikts parsniedz starppersonu attiecibu problémas, jo
tas saknojas plasakas strukturalas nevienlidzibas un varas dinamikas starp
sabiedribas parstavjiem un valsts iestadém.

Raksts “Bridging compassion and commerce: Veterinarians’ ethical dilem-
mas in providing care for homeless animals” papildina So diskusiju, ilustréjot
to, ka veterinararsti uztver brivpratigo nepietiekamo izpratni par dzivnieku
vajadzibam, un spiedienu, ko brivpratigie rada tapéc, ka, iespgjams, pilniba
neizprot veterinaras prakses finansialas un emocionalas griitibas. S1 profesio-
nala spriedze ilustre sistémiskas asimetrijas un konfliktéjosas varas struktaras
dzivnieku labturibas joma.
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3. téze: Veterinaro praktiku un brivpratigo pretrunigie uzskati par
dzivnieku moralo statusu stimulé dzivnieku labturibas aizsardzibas socialas
kustibas Latvija

Raksta “Companion or stray? Conflicting beliefs of veterinary professionals
and animal help volunteers in Latvia” pétijuma rezultati liecina, ka atskirigas
etiskas perspektivas par dzivnieku moralo vértibu veterinaro praktiku un briv-
pratigo starpa rada butiskas nesaskanas par dzivnieku arstéSanu, apripi un
juridisko aizsardzibu. Sis at$kiribas ietekmé ikdienas mijiedarbibu un kalpo par
ideologisku pamatu dzivnieku tiesibu aizstavibai un aktivismam.

Raksts “Dzivnieku morala statusa uztvere ka sociala taisniguma dzingj-
spéks Latvija” pamato $o tézi, pozicionéjot dzivnieku tiesibu aizsardzibu sociala
taisniguma kustibu konteksta. Brivpratigie uzskata savus centienus par moralu
pienakumu, un brivpratigo uztverta institucionala netaisniba, par kuras upuri
klast klainojosie dzivnieki, veicina kolektivu ricibu, kas vérsta uz sistémiskam
reformam.

Sis publikaciju apkopojums demonstré, ki katras publikacijas empiriskie
secinajumi tie$i pamato promocijas darba tris galvenas tézes. Analize izgaismo
sarezgito saikni starp étiskajiem uzskatiem, institucionalo atbildibu un sociala-
jam struktaram, kas ietekmé dzivnieku labturibas praksi un aktivismu Latvija.
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3. REZULTATI UN DISKUSIJA

Tresaja nodala izklastiti §1 promocijas darba empiriskie secinajumi, un tie
analizéti, izmantojot teorijas nodala izklastitas sociologijas teorijas un koncep-
tualos modelus. Nodala strukturéta ta, lai sistematiski sniegtu atbildes uz sep-
tiniem iepriekSminétajiem pétnieciskajiem jautajumiem, no kuriem katrs versts
uz konkrétu aspektu veterinaro praktiku un brivpratigo parliecibas, attieksmés
un praksés Latvija. Sie jautajumi ir bitiski analizei, jo tie veido pamatu morala
statusa, juridisko tiesibu, institucionalo lomu un personigo emociju savstarpéjas
saistibas izpétei klainojoSo dzivnieku labturibas konteksta.

Lai noveérstu rezultatu sadrumstalotibu, nodala sadalita septinas analitis-
kajas sadalas, no kuram katra atbilst vienam no pétnieciskajiem jautajumiem.
Izmantojot 1. nodala ieviestos konceptualos modelus, tostarp sociala taisni-
guma teorijas (Nusbauma, Rouls, Sens), biovaras (Fuko), simboliskas varas
un simboliska kapitala (Burdjé), ka ari socialo kustibu teoriju, katra sadala
apkopoti pétijumu rezultati. Katra pétnieciska jautajuma apspriesana ilustre,
ka empiriskie dati pamato $aja promocijas darba aizstavésanai izvirzitas
tezes:

1) Dzivnieka morala statusa uztvere Latvijas veterinaro praktiku un

brivpratigo vida ir saistita ar vinu izpratni par socialo taisnigumu.

2) Latvijas sabiedriba nesaskanas starp veterinarajiem praktikiem un
brivpratigajiemsaknojas varas sadalijuma.

3) Brivpratigo un veterinaro praktiku pretrunigie uzskati par dzivnieku
moralo statusu stimulé dzivnieku labturibas aizsardzibas socialo kus-
tibu darbibu Latvija.

Ta vieta, lai katru no tézém izklastitu atseviska nodala vai sadala, tas
ir ieklautas turpmakaja diskusija. Katras analitiskas sadalas secinajumos ir
uzsvérta rezultatu nozime saistiba ar vienu vai vairakim tézém. Sada struktiira
nodrosina, ka pétnieciskie jautajumi tiek aplikoti, vienlaikus izveidojot visap-
tverosu argumentaciju, kas pamato promocijas darba centralos apgalvojumus.
Nodala noslédzas ar kopsavilkumu, kas saista visu septinu sadalu empiriskas
atzinas ar trim aizstavéSanai izvirzitajam tézém.

3.1. Uzskati par majdzivnieku un klainojoSo dzivnieku
moralo statusu un juridiskajam tiesibam

Si pétijuma pirmais pétnieciskais jautajums ir: “Kadi ir veterinaro praktiku
un brivpratigo uzskati par majdzivnieku un klainojoso dzivnieku moralo statusu
un likumigajam tiesibam?” Balstoties kvalitativajos datos, kas iegiiti no daléji
strukturétam intervijam un publicétiem rakstiem, Saja sadala izcelti kontraste-
josie moralie principi un juridisko tiesibu interpretacijas, kas veido dzivnieku
tiesibu aizsardziba iesaistito pusu uzskatus.
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Pirmais kodésanas cikls sastav no 100 aprakstosiem kodiem, otrais kodésa-
nas cikls sastav no vértibu un uzskatu kodiem. Informantu uzskati par moralo
statusu un juridiskajam tiestbam tika klasificeti ka “Uzskati”, savukart uzskati
par majdzivniekiem un klainojoSajiem dzivniekiem - ka “Veértibas”. Tresa
cikla mérkis bija paradit saikni starp uzskatiem un vértibam, vienlaikus pétot
neatbilstibu vai lidzibu célonus informantu viedoklos. Tresais cikls sastavéja no
Cetram teorétiskajam kodu kopam: “Uzskatos balstita morala statusa uztvere”;
“Uzskatos balstita majdzivnieku juridisko tiesibu uztvere”; “Uzskatos balstita
klainojoso dzivnieku juridisko tiesibu uztvere”; un “Veértibas balstita dzivnieku
moralas vertibas uztvere”.

Analizgjot $os viedoklus caur maisdienu sociala taisniguma teoriju prizmu -
jo ipasi caur Freizera (2009), Sena (1999), Roulsa (1971) un Nusbaumas (2006)
izstradatajiem modeliem -, atklajas, ka sie atSkirigie skatpunkti atspogulo
plasakas ideologiskas atikiribas taisniguma diskursa. Sie teorétiskie modeli
parada, ka veterinarie praktiki un brivpratigie piekopj atskirigas taisniguma
interpretacijas. Konkrétak, brivpratigie médz par prioritati uzskatit emocionalo
un moralo atbildibu, savukart veterinarie praktiki uzsver institucionalos un
pragmatiskos apsvérumus.

Roulsa (1971) taisniguma teorija uzsver objektivitati, étisko atbildibu
un neaizsargato grupu aizsardzibu. Lai gan sakotnéji Roulsa koncepcija tika
izstradata cilvéku sabiedribam, to var attiecinat ari uz dzivnieku labturibu, it
ipasi saistiba ar nevienlidzigu attieksmi pret majdzivniekiem un klainojosiem
dzivniekiem. Informantu atbildes liecina, ka brivpratigie galvenokart redz
majdzivniekus ka gimenes loceklus, draugus vai bérnus, kas savukart atbilst
vinu uzskatiem, ka Siem dzivniekiem piemit ievérojama pasvértiba un moralais
statuss. Tads viedoklis atbilst koncepcijai par hibrido morali (Abbate, 2023), kas
uzsver majdzivnieku pasvertibu salidzinajuma ar citu dzivnieku klasifikaciju
sociali zoologiskaja skala (DeMello, 2021). Saja gadijuma brivpratigo uzskati
par pasvertibu atbilst Nusbaumas (2006) spéju pieejai, kas paplasina taisniguma
jédzienu, ieklaujot ari visu justspéjigo biitnu pasvértibu. Vina ir argumentéjusi,
ka taisnigums ietver ne tikai cieSanu novérsanu, bet ari tadu apstaklu radisanu,
kas lauj dzivniekiem dzivot pilnvértigu dzivi.

Veterinarajiem praktikiem biezZi ir utilitara, praktiski pielietojama perspek-
tiva, kas uzsver atskiribas starp cilvékiem un dzivniekiem, uzskatot majdzivnie-
kus galvenokart par bitném ar noteiktam lomam, nevis par gimenes locekliem.
Ka izpétijusi Plumvude (Plumwood) (2002), Sesadri (Seshadri) (2012) un Toreze
(Torrez) (2013), uzskats, ka majdzivnieks ir dzivnieks, nevis personiba, atspogulo
kulturalo dihotomiju starp cilvékiem un citsugu dzivam bitném, vienlaikus vei-
cinot sistémiskas dehumanizacijas tendences. ST fundamentala uztveres atskiriba
ilustré sociali zoologiskas skalas hierarhiju. Sens (1999) apgalvo, ka dazadas
grupas saskaras ar unikaliem apstakliem, kas prasa atbilstosus risindjumus. Sis
jédziens ir ipasi attiecinams uz majdzivnieku un klainojoso dzivnieku atskiriga-
jiem apstakliem, kas balstas uzskatos par to moralo statusu. Majdzivnieki parasti
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sanem atbilsto$u apripi, majvietu un veterinaro aprapi, kas lauj apmierinat
sugas specifiskas vajadzibas. Veterinaro praktiku strukturéta pieeja dzivnieku
labturibai ievérojami uzlabo $o dzivnieku iespéjas. Pretstata tam klainojosie
dzivnieki piedzivo arkartéju neaizsargatibu, atstumtibu un cieSanas. Neregulara
piekluve partikai, pajumtei un mediciniskajai aprapei bitiski ierobezo to spé&ju
sasniegt pamatlimena labbiitibu.

Pétot informantu uzskatus par majdzivnieku juridiskajam tiesibam, analize
liecinaja, ka tikai viens brivpratigais uzskata, ka dzivniekiem ir tiesibas, bet
tie joprojam ir paklauti cilvekam. Visi citi informanti apgalvoja, ka klaino-
josiem dzivniekiem (kakiem un suniem) ir tadas pasas juridiskas tiesibas ka
majdzivniekiem. Brivpratigo uzskatus bieZi vien veido emocionala saikne ar
dzivniekiem, kas izpauzas ka dzivnieku morala aizstaviba. Aizstavot klainojoso
dzivnieku tiesibas un veicinot to adopciju, brivpratigie kalpo ka piemérs Roulsa
(1971) koncepcijai par étiski motivétiem individiem. Vinu centieni veicinat
izpratni sabiedriba, vakt materialos resursus un uzlabot klainojoso dzivnieku
labklajibu atbilst Roulsa pienémumam, ka marginalizétam grupam ($aja gadi-
juma klainojosiem dzivniekiem) javelta Ipasa uzmaniba. Brivpratigie aizstav
vienadas juridiskas tiesibas gan majdzivniekiem, gan klainojosiem dzivniekiem,
pamatojot to ar kopigu parliecibu par moralo pienakumu aizsargat visas dzivas
butnes neatkarigi no to ipasuma statusa; pretstata tam veterinarie praktiki
bieZi vien saskata $o juridisko tiesibu ierobezojumus. Tas atbilst Veksa (2024)
novérojumam, ka dzivnieku tiesibas salidzinajuma ar cilvéku tiesibam biezi vien
$kiet sekundaras, tadel pastavigam diskusijam par dzivnieku tiesibu apjomu un
nozimi ir batiska loma. Uzskatu kodi gan par majdzivnieku, gan par klainojoso
dzivnieku juridiskajam tiesibam, izgaismo atikiribas So tiesibu uztveré. So
uzskatu atskiribas daleji var saistit ar informantu akadémiskajam zinaganam
un profesionalo pieredzi. Brivpratigo parlieciba, ka klainojosiem dzivniekiem
pienakas tadas pasas tiesibas ka majdzivniekiem, visticamak izriet no moralo
tiesibu skatpunkta, jo tas paredz noteiktu tiesibu universalu piemérosanu.

Rezultati liecina, ka emocijas - ipasi dusmas, empatija un frustracija - ir
butiskas brivpratigo motivacijai un stiprina vinu apnémibu uzlabot dzivnieku
labturibu Latvija. Spriedze starp veterinarajiem inspektoriem un brivpratiga-
jiem ilustré, ka dusmas un netaisniguma izjita stiprina brivpratigo kustibu.
Brivpratigie uzskata, ka veterinarie inspektori nenem véra vinu bazas par neli-
kumigu dzivnieku pavairosanu, un informantu neapmierinatiba ar birokratisko
inertumu, nerisinot brivpratigo pieteiktas problémas, ir veidojusi kolektivu
“dusmu empatiju”. S emocionala reakcija ir stiprinajusi brivpritigo apnémibu
glabt klainojoSos dzivniekus un nostiprinajusi vinu parliecibu, ka esosa sistéma
ir netaisniga. Emocionala solidaritate brivpratigo vida kalpo ka ilustracija van
Stekelenburga un Klandermansa (van Stekelenburg ¢ Klandermans) (2017)
koncepcijai par socialo kustibu dalibnieku kolektivo identitati. Brivpratigie ir
izveidojusi spécigu grupas identitati, balstoties kopiga parlieciba, ka klainojo-
$iem dzivniekiem, tapat ka majdzivniekiem, ir tiesibas uz vienlidzigu attieksmi
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un apripi. Neapmierinatiba, ko izraisa parlieciba par sistémisko netaisnibu,
stiprina motivaciju protestét, it ipasi, ja individi uzskata, ka ar kolektivu ricibu
var atrisinat problémas (Klandermans et al., 2004).

Veterinarie praktiki pauz divéjadu viedokli: lai gan dala atzist abu dzivnieku
kategoriju juridiskas tiesibas, vairakums uzskata, ka veterinaraja apripé pasta-
voso sistémisko problému dél realitaté klainojosiem dzivniekiem ir ierobeZotas
tiesibas. Secinajums, ka veterinarie profesionali biezi vien dod prieksroku
majdzivniekiem, nevis klainojosiem dzivniekiem, liecina par konfliktu $aja
jautajuma. Interpretéjot Roulsa (1971) skatpunktu, secinams, ka sistémiska
klainojoso dzivnieku ignoréSana ir taisniguma parkapums, kas sociali zoolo-
giskaja hierarhija veicina sociilo nevienlidzibu. Si pétjjuma rezultati liecina,
ka veterinarie inspektori darbojas ka procesuala taisniguma agenti, uzraugot
dzivnieku aizsardzibu reglamentéjosos Latvijas Republikas normativos aktus
un novérsot cietsirdigu izturéSanos un nolaidibu. Vinu loma iemieso institu-
cionalo atbildibu par taisniguma jevéros$anu publiskaja parvaldiba. Tadéjadi
vini iemieso Roulsa taisnigumu, nodrosinot, ka visiem dzivniekiem ir taisniga
piekluve mediciniskajai apripei neatkarigi no to Ipasumtiesibu statusa. Lai
gan tika novérots, ka dala veterinaro praktiku prieksroku dod majdzivniekiem
(praktisku ierobezojumu dél), daudzi no viniem apzinas savu pienakumu sniegt
nepiecieSamo medicinisko aprupi klainojosiem dzivniekiem.

Veterinarie praktiki balsta savus uzskatus piecu brivibu principos un
praktiskajos apsverumos par dzivnieku labturibu, kas nonak pretruna ar
brivpratigo emocijas balstitajiem uzskatiem. Veterinaro praktiku izpratne par
piecam brivibam, kas veidojusies vinu formalas izglitibas rezultata, biezi vien
liek koncentréties uz dzivnieku pamatvajadzibu apmierinasanu, nevis pienemt
plasaku skatijumu par juridiskajam tiesibam. Lai gan veterinararsti sniedz
nepiecieS$amo medicinisko apriipi, vinu pieeja var nesaskanét ar Nusbaumas
(2006, 2013) cienas jédzienu, ja veterinararsti nenem véra dzivnieku emocionalo
labklajibu. Lidzigi ari veterinarie inspektori, istenojot Dzivnieku aizsardzibas
likuma uzraudzibu, nodrosina minimalos labturibas standartus, tomér vinu
loma neietver proaktivus pasakumus, kas uzlabotu klainojoso dzivnieku vis-
paréjo labturibu. Nusbaumas koncepcija uzsver étiskos ierobezojumus taisni-
guma modeliem, kas koncentréjas vienigi uz izdzivoSanu. Dala veterinararstu
uzskata, ka klainojosie dzivnieki ir “mazak pelnijusi” medicinisko aprapi vai ka
brivpratigie ir “emocionali motivéti”, un tas atspogulo nespéju atzit dzivnieku
emocionalds un socialas vajadzibas. Si morala novértéjuma nepietiekamiba
ipasi izcelas dzivnieku moralas vértibas uztveres kodos - tie atklaja ievérojamo
neatbilstibu starp profesionalo pragmatismu un brivpratigo empatiju.

Skiet, ka veterinarie praktiki darbojas ierobeZoto juridisko tiesibu ramjos,
kas liecina par nepiecieSsamibu uzlabot dzivnieku tiesibu atzianu un formalize-
$anu tiesiskaja reguléjuma. Veterinaro praktiku uzsvars uz labturibas ietvariem
(pieméram, piecam brivibam) atspogulo pragmatisku, tacu ierobezotu taisni-
guma interpretaciju. Lai gan labturibas pamatvajadzibu nodros$inasana ir loti
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svariga, $1 pieeja pilniba neatzist plasaku étisko atbildibu par dzivnieku spé&ju
uzlabosanu. Brivpratigo morala aizstaviba mégina parvarét So plaisu, uzsverot
emocionalo labklajibu un socialo mijiedarbibu un veicinot izdzivosanas iespéjas
klainojosiem dzivniekiem. Veterinaro praktiku aicinajums ievérot piecu brivibu
pamatnostadnes uzsver dzivnieku labklajibas tiesibu pasreizéjo stavokli. Lai gan
§is brivibas var uzskatit par labturibas pamatprincipiem, nevis juridiskajam
tiesibam, So brivibu aizstavésanu un ar tam saistito diskursu var interpretet ka
dalu no plasakas kustibas, kuras mérkis ir formalizét jaunas tiesibas.

Analizgjot brivpratigo un veterinaro praktiku uzskatus par moralo statusu
un juridiskajam tiesibam, redzams, ka vinu pozicijas saknojas atskirigas filo-
zofiskas parliecibas par taisnigumu, kas parsniedz individualas perspektivas.
Otrais un tresais kodésanas cikls palidzéja izsekot, ka uzskati un vértibas apvie-
nojas, veidojot $is filozofiskas nostadnes. Sis atskiribas bija sistematiskas, nevis
nejausas: brivpratigajiem bija raksturigi moralo un emocionalo vértibu kodi, bet
veterinarajiem praktikiem - tadu uzskatu kodi, kas saknojas pragmatiska vai
normativa domasana. Sis atskiribas nav vienkarsi étiskas domstarpibas, bet gan
atskirigas interpretacijas par neaizsargatibu, atbildibu un legitimitati Latvijas
sabiedriba. Brivpratigie darbojas étiski politiska sistéma, kas uzsver, cik svarigi ir
atzit un atbalstit visvairak marginalizéto grupu vajadzibas. Vinu darbiba tiesibu
aizsardziba parsniedz emocionalu aicinajumu; ta iemieso pardomatu moralu
nostaju, kas pretstatita institucionalajai vienaldzibai. Sis nostajas mérkis ir no
jauna definét, kuras butnes ir pelnijusas socialu un juridisku atzisanu.

Lai gan veterinarie praktiki nav vienaldzigi pret dzivnieku cieSanam, vini
darbojas saskana ar taisniguma modeli, ko ierobezo institucionalas lomas,
likumu ievérosana un kliniskais pragmatisms. Tadéjadi $is modelis sasaurina
taisnigumu lidz praktiskai un juridiskai lietderibai, biezi vien nenemot véra
plasakus savstarpéjo attiecibu un emociju aspektus. Rezultata rodas strukturali
konservativa taisniguma interpretacija, kas nostiprina eso$as juridiskas klasifi-
kacijas un dod prieksroku stabilitatei, nevis pardalei.

Si fundamentala pretruna tiesiskuma sistémas norada uz moralu un insti-
tucionalu plaisu, kura viena puse cen$as paplasinat moralos apsvérumus arpus
esosajam normam, bet otra puse ir atbildiga par esoso tiesisko un birokratisko
sistému veidoto normu ievéro$anu. Sis konflikts attiecas ne tikai uz to, ka cilvéki
izturas pret dzivniekiem, bet ari uz sabiedribas nostaju, vértéjot, vai prasiba par
tiesiskumu ir pamatota. Brivpratigo parlieciba ir pretruna uzskatu, ka juridiskas
ipasumtiesibas ir batiskas moralas pozicijas veidosanai, savukart veterinarie
praktiki joprojam stingri ievéro $o pienémumu par Ipasumtiesibam.

Tadeéjadi téze, ka Latvijas brivpratigo un veterinaro praktiku uzskati par
dzivnieku moralo statusu ir saistiti ar vinu izpratni par socialo taisnigumu,
tiek pamatota gan ar $o divu grupu uzskatu kontrastu, gan ar Siem uzskatiem
raksturigajam dzilajam strukturalajam iezimém. Vértibu un uzskatu kodésanas
principu piemérosana skaidri parada, cik dzili iesaknojusas ir $Is atskirigas ideo-
logijas un ka tas mijiedarbojas ar institucionalajam lomam un pilsonisko ricibu.
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Brivpratigo un veterinaro praktiku atskirigas taisniguma interpretacijas ilustré
plasaku socialo spriedzi starp taisniguma subjektiem un agentiem Latvija; §i
spriedze ir Ipasi izteikta dzivnieku labturibas joma.

3.2. Ka uzskati par moralo un juridisko statusu ietekmé
vinu uztveri par majdzivniekiem un klainojosiem
dzivniekiem?

Saja sadala veikta analize ari apliecina, ka Latvija brivpratigo un veterinaro
praktiku uztvere par dzivnieku moralo statusu ir saistita ar vinu izpratni par
socialo taisnigumu. Proti, uzskati par dzivnieku moralo un juridisko statusu ne
tikai ietekmé to, ka brivpratigie un veterinarie praktiki uztver majdzivniekus un
klainojosos dzivniekus, bet ari veido vinu gaidas par apriipes, aizsardzibas un
institucionalo resursu taisnigu sadali. Iepriek§ minéto socialo grupu atskirigas
taisniguma sistémas rada pretrunigus uzskatus par to, kuri dzivnieki (un kapéc)
ir aprupes vérti. Lai izpétitu Sos modelus, analizes otraja cikla tika piemérota
vértibu un uzskatu kodésana, kur uzskati par moralo statusu un juridiskajam
tiesibam tika klasificéti ka “Uzskati”, bet izjutas par majdzivnieku vai klainojosu
dzivnieku vértibu tika grupétas ka “Vertibas”.

Uzskatos balstitas parliecibas par majdzivniekiem vai klainojosiem dziv-
niekiem brivpratigo un veterinaro praktiku starpa ir atskirigas. Atbildes par
dzivnieku vértibas izjatu atklaj komplicétu izpratni par dzivnieku - to ietekmé
uzskati par dzivnieka moralo statusu un juridiskajam tiesibam. Tresa cikla kodi
(pieméram, “Uzskatos balstita morala statusa uztvere” un “Vertibas balstita
dzivnieku moralas vértibas uztvere”) paradija, ka brivpratigie veido moralo
hierarhiju, balstoties uz emocionalo saikni un izjatam, savukart veterinarie
praktiki ievéro profesionalaja étika balstitas labturibas prasibas. Brivpratigie
parasti pieskir dzivniekiem individualitati un jatas, uztverot tos ka sev lidz-
vértigus vai ki partnerus. Sis viniem passaprotamais vértéjums saknojas tada
moralaja sistéma, kura uzsver dzivnieku atskirigas emocionalas spéjas. Tas
atbilst Nusbaumas (2006) spéju pieejai un citam visaptvero$am ekofeministu
teorijam, kuru centra ir étika, kas balstita uz ripém un moralo attieksmi pret
citsugu batném (Donovan & Adams, 2007).

Brivpratigo uzskati par majdzivnieku pasvértibu vinu acis pieskir dziv-
niekiem tadu pasu cienu un tiesibas, kadas ir cilvékiem. ST emocionala saikne
veicina aizsargajosu attieksmi gan pret majdzivniekiem, gan klainojosiem dziv-
niekiem. Turpretim veterinaro profesionalu praktiska perspektiva veido vinu
izpratni par dzivniekiem galvenokart caur lomu un atbildibas prizmu. Tapéc
vini bieZi vien praktiskas labturibas vajadzibas izvirza par prioritati salidzina-
juma ar emocionalajiem faktoriem. Sis atskirigas nostadnes paradas tresa cikla
kodos “Uzskatos balstita izpratne par majdzivnieku juridiskajam tiesibam” un
“Uzskatos balstita izpratne par klainojoso dzivnieku juridiskajam tiesibam”.
Pretrunigas nostadnes par juridiskajam tiesibam rada atskirigas interpretacijas
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par to, kas ir étiska attieksme pret dzivniekiem, un to apripi. Brivpratigie savas
moralas nostajas dé] rosina uzlabot juridisko aizsardzibu, savukart veterinarie
praktiki uzsver piecu brivibu sistémas nozimi. Sis uzskats liek praktikiem gal-
venokart koncentréties uz dzivnieku pamatvajadzibu apmierinasanu, nevis to
tiesibu nodrosinasanu. Sis pretrunas dazkart rada spriedzi starp brivpratigajiem
un veterinarajiem praktikiem saistiba ar dzivnieku labturibu. Brivpratigie var
uzskatit veterinaro praktiku lémumus par parak pragmatiskiem un pasus vete-
rinaros praktikus par emocionali atsvesinatiem. Savukart praktiki uzskata, ka
brivpratigo viedoklim iztritkst informétibas par dzivnieku aprapes praktiskajiem
aspektiem.

Ka jau ieprieks izklastits promocijas darba, Sens (1999) uzskata, ka taisnigums
prasa pielagotas stratégijas, lai risinatu nevienlidzibas problémas. Informantu
uzskati par moralo statusu ietekmé ari to nostaju par majdzivniekiem un klai-
nojosiem dzivniekiem ka resursu (pieméram, partikas, pajumtes un zalu) sadales
objektiem. Kodésanas procesa $is perspektivas tika atspogulotas, savstarpéji
izmantojot vértibu un uzskatu kodus, jo Ipasi gadijumos, kad respondenti savu
moralo nostaju saistija ar praktiskam bazam par sadales taisnigumu. Rezultati
liecina, ka uzskatu konflikti butiba saknojas sadales taisniguma jautajumos.
Pamatojoties uz Freizera trisdimensiju taisniguma modeli un vides taisniguma
sistému (Burnham et al., 2013; Grasso, 2007; Martin, 2013; Popke et al., 2016),
sadales taisnigums uzsver resursu, atbildibas un pienakumu taisnigu sadali.
Saja pétijuma identificéta galvena pretruna izriet no nevienlidzigas veterinaro
resursu un valsts atbalsta sadales. Tas rada sistému, kura majdzivnieki, kuriem ir
ipasnieki, sanem labaku aprapi un aizsardzibu neka klainojosie dzivnieki. Tresa
kodésanas cikla rezultati apstiprinaja So sadales struktaru, sasaistot moralos
uzskatus ar at$kiribam gan juridisko tiesibu uztveré, gan vértibu skala. Sis
atskiribas uzsver pastavigo netaisnibu, jo klainojosiem dzivniekiem, kuriem
nav likumigu Ipasnieku vai aizstavju, sistematiski tiek atnemti resursi, kas ir
vitali svarigi to labturibai.

Konflikts starp brivpratigajiem un veterinarajiem praktikiem atspogulo
dzilaku ideologisko plaisu starp moralo atbildibu un pragmatisku resursu
parvaldibu. Brivpratigo uzskati liek viniem uztvert klainojosos dzivniekus par
marginalizétu grupu, kas ir izslégta no taisnigas resursu sadales (jo tiem nav
juridiska statusa un tie netiek tiesiski parstavéti). ST nostadne skaidri paradas
fragmentos, kas kodéti ka “Veértibas balstita uztvere par dzivnieku moralo vér-
tibu” un parklajas ar kodu “Uzskatos balstitie klainojoso dzivnieku juridisko
tiesibu ierobezojumi”. Atskiribas uzskatos par moralo statusu paradas ari
piemeéros, kad veterinararsti sava kliniskaja praksé prioritizé majdzivniekus,
nevis klainojosos dzivniekus. So prioritizaciju ietekmé institucionalie regulé-
jumi, pieméram, piecas brivibas, kas izteiktak koncentréjas uz ipasuma esosa
dzivnieka labturibu. Dazi veterinararsti uzskata klainojosSos dzivniekus par
“mazak pelnijusiem” pacientiem, jo to prognoze ir neskaidra, tie ir neparedzami
un sekmigas arstéSanas varbutiba ir mazaka. Lai gan $ada pragmatiska nostaja ir
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racionala kliniska konteksta, ta pastiprina sistémisko nevienlidzibu, ierobezojot
klainojoso dzivnieku piekluvi mediciniskajai palidzibai.

Pétljums par brivpratigo un veterinaro praktiku uzskatiem atklaj ievéro-
jamas atskiribas vinu starpa; §is atSkiribas batiski ietekmé dzivnieku parval-
dibas un labturibas politikas istenoSanu. Atskirigie uzskati ievérojami ietekmé
klainojoSo dzivnieku populaciju parvaldibu. Parvaldibas nekorektas realizacijas
gadijuma rodas konflikti, netiek sasniegti izvirzitie mérki, ka ari tiek negativi
ietekmeétas normativo aktu pilnveidosanas reformas, kuru mérkis batu uzlabot
majdzivnieku un klainojoso dzivnieku labturibu. Sis ideologiskas atskiribas
regulari identificétas tresaja kodésanas cikla, kad tika kartétas saiknes uzskatu
un vertibu starpa, proti, tika atklatas sistematiskas atskiribas starp gaidam
no pasreizéjas politikas un taisniguma interpretaciju. Sis plaisas rada skérslus
saskanotas un veiksmigas politikas izstradei, kas atbilstu gan étiskiem, gan prak-
tiskiem mérkiem. Brivpratigie apgalvo, ka veterinarie inspektori, kuri ir atbildigi
par valsts politikas Isteno$anu un Dzivnieku aizsardzibas likuma ievérosanas
uzraudzibu, pastiprina nevienlidzibu resursu sadalé. Inspektori galvenokart
koncentréjas uz juridisko ierobezojumu piemérosanu, lai nodrosinatu atbilstosu
apriapi majdzivniekiem, vienlaikus parvaldot klainojoso dzivnieku populacijas
ar programmam, kas vérstas uz sterilizaciju, eitanaziju vai slimibu profilaksi.
Sis uzsvars uz riska mazina$anu, nevis dzivnieku labturibas uzlabo$anu,
saskan ar Freizera (2009) viedokli, ka marginalizétas grupas tiek sistematiski
izslégtas no vienlidzigas piekluves resursiem. Reaggjot uz §im nevienlidzibam,
brivpratigie ir kluvusi par galvenajiem pardales taisniguma aizstavjiem. Vinu
centieni nodrosinat klainojosiem dzivniekiem partiku, medicinisko aprapi un
patversmi tiesi apstrid sistémisko nevienlidzibu resursu sadalé. Vinu uzskati, ka
visiem dzivniekiem neatkarigi no ta, vai tiem ir vai nav ipasnieks, ir tiesibas uz
vienlidzigu apripi, liecina par vinu apnemsanos pardalit resursu lidzsvaru par
labu marginalizétiem klainojosiem dzivniekiem.

Brivpratigo palidziba klainojosiem dzivniekiem iemieso socialas pilsonibas
pamatprincipus, ka tos formuléjis Mar$als (Marshal) (1950) un sikak izklas-
tijis Listers (Lister) (2003). Brivpratigie savu lidzdalibu dzivnieku labturibas
nodro$inasana uzskata ne tikai par Zélastibas izpausmi, bet ari par pilsonisku
piendkumu - moralu pienakumu, kas izriet no vinu parliecibas, ka dzivniekiem
piemit pasvértiba un tas ir pelnijis aizsardzibu. Vinu neatlaidigie centieni glabt,
barot un aizsargat klainojosus dzivniekus ir iesaiste sabiedriska iniciativa,
ko virza kolektiva étiska parlieciba. ST étiska nostja konsekventi paradas
vértibu kodos, kuri iezimé klainojoso dzivnieku moralo stavokli un emocio-
nalo vértibu, un bieZi vien kontrasté ar veterinaro praktiku pragmatiskajiem
uzskatiem.

Socialas pilsonibas jédziens parsniedz juridiskas tiesibas un ietver lidzdalibu
pilsoniskaja sabiedriba, veicot kolektivas darbibas (Hearn & Hobson, 2020).
Saja konteksta Latvijas brivpratigie darbojas ka socialo parmainu katalizatori,
apstridot tadas institucionalas normas, kas cilvéku intereses izvirza par prioritati
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salidzinajuma ar dzivnieku labturibu. Brivpratigo pretestiba pret veterinaro
praktiku pragmatisko pieeju atspogulo vinu uzskatus, ka klainojosie dzivnieki
ir jaatzist par moralam bitném ar Ipasam tiesibam uz aizsardzibu. Tas saskan
ar izpratni par kosmozoopoli - sabiedribu, kura dzivnieki un cilvéki pastav
kopa ka kolektivas politiskas kopienas locekli (Cochrane, 2020). Brivpratigo
sarligtinajums par to, ka veterinarie praktiki koncentréjas uz praktisko labtu-
ribu, nevis moralo aizstavibu, saskan ar Klandermansa u. c. (2004) aprakstito
diskriminacija balstito mobilizaciju, proti, situaciju kad individi jutas spiesti
rikoties netaisnibas dél. Kodésana izgaismoja, ka sis stdzibas par diskriminaciju
konsekventi paradas uzskatu un vértibu kodu krustpunkta, atklajot, ka emocio-
nali uzladeti uzskati par dzivnieku cienu partop kolektiva riciba, kuras meérkis
ir noverst sistémiskas nevienlidzibas.

3.3. Ka veterinararsti uztver un novérté brivpratigo
organizaciju lomu?

Kodu kategorija “Brivpratigie” ietver Cetrus kodus: “Attiecibas ar briv-
pratigajiem”, “Kopigais ar brivpratigajiem”, “Pretrunas ar brivpratigajiem” un
“Brivpratiga darba uztvere par biznesu”. Pétot veterinararstu uztveri par briv-
pratigo lomu un tas novértéjumu, koncentréjoties uz savstarpéji saistitu kodu
hierarhiju un analizéjot kodétos elementus “Attiecibas ar brivpratigajiem”, seci-
nams, ka tie ir sasaistiti arl ar diviem emociju kodiem - “Uzskati par vardarbibu”
un “Finansialie jautajumi”. Informanti galvenokart runaja par savu pozitivo
attieksmi pret brivpratigo motivaciju un dalijas ar stastiem par brivpratigajiem,
kuri ir atvedusi klainojosus dzivniekus informantu klinikas. Veterinararsti
atzist, ka finansialie apsvérumi ievérojami ietekmeé gan veterinarmedicinas jomu
kopuma, gan konkréti vinu spéju palidzét klainojosiem dzivniekiem. Taja pasa
laika veterinararsti noraida brivpratigo kritiku par to, ka vini atsakas sniegt
medicinisko apriipi klainojosiem dzivniekiem bez atlidzibas. Sis jautajums klis
par galveno tému diskusijas par domstarpibam ar aktivistiem, un tas saskan ar
Kipermana (Kipperman) u. c. (2021) secinajumiem par to, ka veterinararsti tiek
uztverti ka profesionali, kuri finansialajam ieguvumam pieskir lielaku nozimi
neka dzivnieku labturibai.

Veterinararstu un brivpratigo domstarpibas novérotas galvenokart kodos,
kas ir saistiti ar tadam témam ka “Negativas emocijas”, “Viedoklis par vardar-
bibu”, “Sapes”, “Finansialie jautajumi” un “Klainojoso dzivnieku tiesibas”. Tapat
kodos paradas ari eitanazijas temats. Veterinararstu viedokli par So tému ir
diezgan kategoriski — vini uzskata, ka brivpratigo uzskati par finansialo labumu
ka vienigo motivaciju veterinararsta darba ir nekorekti. Informanti norada, ka
savas profesijas apguvei velti 6 studiju gadus un péc absolvésanas turpina ieguldit
ieverojamu darbu sava profesija. Papildus informanti atzimé, ka emocionala
stresa del (pieméram, ko izraisa eitanazijas un pacientu naves) $aja profesija
ir arl augsts pasnavibu skaits. Veterinararstu paaugstinatais stresa limenis un
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emocionala slodze atbilst Ratvela-Do u. c. (2017) secinajumiem, ka veterinararsti
saskaras ar butiskam étiskam probléemam, jo Ipasi saistiba ar eitanaziju.

Savstarpéjas domstarpibas paplasina ari skatijums uz brivpratigo darbu ka
uz sava veida biznesu. Saja konteksta dominé tadi kodi ki “Negativas emoci-
jas”, “Sapes”, “Vardarbiba”, “Finansialie jautajumi”, “Likumi” un “Eitanazija”.
Veterinararsti apgalvo, ka brivpratigie izmanto vecus vai hroniski slimus
dzivniekus, lai sanemtu ziedojumus no lidzjatigiem cilvékiem. Veterinararstu
ieskata nav veérts pielikt lielas pules, lai pagarinatu hroniski slima dzivnieka
dzivi, jo Ipasi, ja ir maz ticams, ka kads So dzivnieku adoptés. Ta vieta sanemtos
ziedojumus butu labak novirzit jaunu dzivnieku (kurus var viegli socializét)
sterilizacijai un arstésanai.

Vienlaikus veterinararsti pret brivpratigajiem izjat cienu. To ilustré tadi
kodi ka “Pozitivas emocijas”, “Loma dzivnieku tiesibu aizsardziba” un “Uzskati
par klainojoSo dzivnieku tiesibam”. Tapat ka brivpratigie, ari arsti uzskata, ka
klainojosiem dzivniekiem ir iedzimtas tiesibas (lai gan dazi no informantiem
apgalvo, ka korektak batu runat par “brivibam”, nevis “tiesibam”), kuras biezi
tiek ierobeZotas vai parkaptas cilvéku ricibas rezultata. Salidzinot majdzivnieku
un klainojoso dzivnieku tiesibas, vairaki veterinararsti apgalvoja, ka majdziv-
niekiem ari trakst noteiktu tiesibu, kas piemit klainojosiem dzivniekiem, piemé-
ram, briviba medit un doties garas pastaigas. Uzskati par klainojoso dzivnieku
iedzimtajam tiesibam vai brivibam klist par pamatu plasakam étiskajam ietva-
ram, kura darbojas veterinararsti, ka to ir skaidrojusi gan Graafs (Graaf) (2005),
gan Makglakens (McGlacken) u. c. (2023). Sis ietvars izgaismo veterinararstu
lomu ne tikai majdzivnieku, bet ari klainojoso dzivnieku aizstaviba, sasaistot
vinu profesionalos pienakumus ar plasakiem dzivnieku labturibas mérkiem.

4. attéla ir shematiski attélotas veterinararstu attieksmes un uzskati par
brivpratigajiem.

Sie secinajumi pamato manu otro tézi: nesaskanas starp brivpratigajiem un
veterinarajiem praktikiem saknojas varas sadalijjuma Latvijas sabiedriba. Lai
gan abas grupas ir vienotas sava apnémiba ripéties par dzivnieku labturibu,
konflikti starp tam rodas ne tikai atSkirigo praktisko pieeju dél, bet ari tadél,
ka simboliskaja, kultaras un institucionalaja vara pastav dzilaka strukturala
nevienlidziba.

| Finansialas attiecibas
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4. attels. Attieksmes un uzskati par brivpratigajiem
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Burdjé simboliskas varas koncepcija palidz izskaidrot nesaskanas starp
brivpratigajiem un veterinarajiem praktikiem. Veterinarajiem praktikiem pie-
mit institucionala autoritate, kas dod viniem tiesibas noteikt, kas ir atbilstosa
dzivnieku labturiba, un nostiprina vinu dominéjoso lomu socialaja sféra. Vinu
pieredze, kas balstas uz mediciniskajam zinasanam un ir nostiprinata ar profe-
sionalo licenci, padara vinus par galvenajiem léemumu pienémeéjiem dzivnieku
apriipes joma. Sis institucionalais prestizs lauj veterinarajiem praktikiem ieviest
standartus, kas nosaka, kuri dzivnieki ir pelnijusi resursus, uzmanibu un dzi-
vibas glabsanas pasakumus.

Spriedzi vél vairak pastiprina atskiribas kulttiras kapitala, kas ietekmeé to,
ka brivpratigie un veterinarie praktiki uztver savu lomu dzivnieku labturibas
veicina$ana. Veterinarie praktiki ir ieguvusi specializétu izglitibu, akadémiskas
zinasanas un piekluvi normativajiem aktiem - batiskiem kultiiras kapitala
komponentiem, kas ari pieskir praktikiem autoritati. Sis zinaganas legitimé
vinu spé&jas noteikt dzivnieku mediciniskas vajadzibas un pozicioné veterinaros
praktikus ka informéto léemumu racionalus pienéméjus.

Spriedze pieaug, kad Sie simboliskie ietvari saduras. Veterinaro praktiku
simboliska autoritate, kas balstas vinu mediciniskaja pieredzé un kvalifikacija
noteikt labturibas prasibas, biezi nonak konflikta ar brivpratigo emocionali
piesatinato dzivnieku tiesibu aizsardzibu, kas var tikt uztverta ka nepamatota vai
naiva. Savukart brivpratigo morala apnemsanas ripéties par klainojosiem dziv-
niekiem liek viniem apSaubit to, ko veterinarie praktiki uzskata par objektivu
un pragmatisku veterinaro sistému. ST diskusija atspogulo Burdjé argumentu,
ka konkuréjosas socialas grupas sacensas, lai izveidotu savas moralas kartibas
simboliskas interpretacijas, jo ipasi institucionalas varas struktiras.

3.4. Veterinararstu loma pret klainojosiem dzivniekiem
vérstas vardarbibas mazinasana

Pétot veterinararstu uzskatus par savu lomu vardarbibas pret klainojosiem
dzivniekiem mazinasana, datu apstrades programmatira NVivo izveidoja vizu-
alizaciju, kas atspogulo veterinararstu galveno lomu - majdzivnieku ipasnieku
un sabiedribas izglitosanu. Saskana ar informantu pausto veterinararsta funk-
ciju definé profesionala pieredze, jo dzivnieku ipasniekiem trukst zinasanu par
dzivniekiem (vai tas ir minimalas). Sis aspekts ir aktuals ne tikai mediciniskas
aprupes un dzivnieku labturibas konteksta, bet arl no vides veselibas perspek-
tivas. Atsevisku pacientu veselibas problému risinasana veicina sabiedribas
vispargjo labklajibu, pieméram, novérsot zoonozes.

Si izglitojosa un reguléjosa loma ari pozicioné veterinararstus ka biopoliti-
kas agentus plasaka simboliskas un institucionalas varas sistéma, kura viniem ir
uzdots parvaldit ne tikai dzivnieku veselibu, bet ari riskus sabiedribas veselibai.
Ka liecina Fuko biovaras teorija, vara darbojas ne tikai ar piespieSanu, bet ari
ar dzivibas saglabasanas prakses normalizé$anu. Veterinararstiem $o normu
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nostiprinasana ir izskirosa loma, nosakot, kuras dzivibas tiek arstétas un kuras
tiek izslégtas no apriipes. S dubulta loma ir loti svariga, ka uzsver Dolbija un
Litstere (Dolby & Litster) (2015), argumentéjot, ka veterinararsti ir jauzskata ne
tikai par medicinas specialistiem, bet arl par izglitotajiem, kuri var ietekmét
sabiedribas uzskatus un uzvedibu saistiba ar dzivnieku labturibu. Tomeér $1
loma satur ari pretrunas brizos, kad biopolitiska autoritate nonak konflikta
ar sabiedribas moralajam prasibam, kas aizstav étisku attieksmi pret visiem
dzivniekiem neatkarigi no to tiesiskas piederibas formas. Si dubulta loma var
palidzét parvarét plaisu starp veterinaro praksi un dzivnieku tiesibu aizstavibu.

Daléji strukturétas intervijas lava veidot uzticiba balstitu saikni ar infor-
mantiem, ka ari palidzgja izpetit sarezgitas savstarpéjas saistibas starp skatijumu
uz klainojoso dzivnieku tiesibam un informantu izvélém mediciniskas realitates
konteksta. Visi informanti atzina klainojo$o dzivnieku tiesibu (vai brivibu) pasta-
vesanu un noradija, ka no cilvéku (tostarp bijuso 1pasnieku) puses tas daudzos
veidos tiek parkaptas. Empatija balstitas rapes par dzivniekiem, kam nepiecie-
$ama mediciniska palidziba, kopa ar izpratni par veterinararstu lomu sapju mazi-
nasana, saduras ar veterinaras medicinas finansialo izmaksu faktisko patiesibu.

Seit izgaismojas mediciniskas apriipes robezas — ne tikai finansialas, bet ari
étiskas, institucionalas varas veidotas. Si pieaugosa veterinararstu mentala slodze
un no tas izrietosa izdeggana ir tie kritiskie brizi, kas atspogulo plasakas étiskas
dilemmas. To iepriek$ detalizéti aprakstijusi arl Mozess (Moses) u. c. (2018).
Lai gan veterinararsta galvenais uzdevums ir dzivnieku labturibas veicinasana,
nevis finansialo problému risinasana, pétijuma rezultati parada, ka informanti
piedzivo pieaugo$u mentalo slodzi, saskaroties ar étikas izaicinajumiem gadi-
jumos, kad mediciniska aprape ir ierobeZota. Tomér Sie ierobezojumi nav tikai
resursu trikuma dél; ierobezojumus nosaka ari biopolitiskas struktiras, kas
lemj, kuras biitnes sapes tiek arstétas un kuras — normalizétas vai pat ignorétas.
Pétijums par izdegSanu saistiba ar $Im emocijam var biit potenciali interesants
temats nakotne.

Parbaudot brivpratigo un veterinaro praktiku viedoklu parklasanos par
savu lomu vardarbibas mazinasana, tika apspriestas tadas témas ka profesijas
galvenais pienakums, profesijas izvéles dzinéjspéks un butiski soli vardarbibas
mazinasana. Turklat analizé tika ieklauts sapju kods, jo tas izgaismoja nara-
tivu par veterinararsta lomu sapju mazinasana - tematu, kas biezi tika skarts
intervijas.

5. attéla shematiski attéloti veterinararstu uzskati par savu lomu pret klai-
nojosiem dzivniekiem vérstas vardarbibas mazinasana.

Iegiitie rezultati ari apstiprina tézi, ka brivpratigo un veterinararstu kon-
fliktéjoso uzskatu atskiribas par dzivnieku moralo statusu stiprina dzivnieku
tiesibu aizsardzibas socialas kustibas Latvija. Brivpratigie biezi apstrid So
biopolitisko sistému, apSaubot veterinararstu autoritati lemt, kuras dzivibas ir
vértigas un kuras tiek ignorétas. Pretojoties eitanazijas praksém un atbalstot
klainojo$o dzivnieku tiesisko aizsardzibu, brivpratigie apstrid standartus, ko
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5. attels. Veterinararstu uzskati par savu lomu vardarbibas mazinasana

ievéro veterinarie praktiki. ST morala nostaja saskan ar socialo kustibu pretestibu
pret biopolitisko kontroli, kura marginalizétas grupas (Saja gadijuma klainojo-
$ie dzivnieki) tiek uztverti nevis ka vienkarsi objekti, kas jaregulé, bet gan ka
subjekti, kas ir pelnijusi étisku attieksmi.

3.5. Kadi galvenie faktori ietekmé veterinararstu lemumu
pienemsanu un ricibu, saskaroties ar etiskam
dilemmam, kas saistitas ar klainojoSiem dzivniekiem
vinu arstniecibas praksés?

Matricas kodésanas (Matrix Coding Query) rezultati liecina, ka veterinararsti
uzskata dzivnieku Ipasnieku izglitoSanu, dzivnieku tiesibu aizstavibu un sapju
mazinasanu par vinu galvenajiem profesionalajiem pienakumiem. Pamatojoties
uz ieprieks veiktiem pétijumiem, $aja pétijuma dala veterinararsti pamata ska-
titi ka dzivnieku tiesibu parstavji. Tapat uzmaniba pievérsta arl uzskatam, ka
“dzivnieks ir pacients”. Dzivnieku uzskati$ana par pacientiem ietekmé to, ka
veterinararsti pret tiem izturas. Tas arl atspogulo dzivnieka statusu ka lidzigu
pacienta-cilvéka statusam. Sads uzskats atbilst biocentriskajam modelim (Rollin,
2006), kura dzivnieki tiek skatiti ka moralas butnes, kas ir cilvékiem lidzigas
etiskas attieksmes veértas.

Vardu biezuma pieprasijums (Word Frequency Query) tika izmantots, lai
pétitu saistibu starp veterinararstu uzskatiem par savu lomu un vinu reala-
jam darbibam klainojoso dzivnieku arsteSana. Tapat tika pétiti faktori (t. sk.
etiskas dilemmas), kas ietekmé lémumu pienemsanas procesus. Vardu makonis
(6. attéls) vizualize, ka visbiezak tiek izmantots vards “protams”.
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6. attels. Vardu makonis ka vizualizacija vardu bieZuma pieprasijumam (intervijas
latviesu un krievu valoda)

Teksta meklesanas pieprasijums (Text Search Query) atklaja, ka $1 varda
lietojuma konteksts ir saistits ar palidzibas snieg$anu klainojosiem dzivnie-
kiem neatkarigi no materialo resursu pieejamibas. Kad veterinararsti saskaras
ar finansialam griaitibam, vini var vérsties pie brivpratigo organizacijam, lai
sanemtu materialu palidzibu, vai ari izvéléties vispieejamakos medikamentus.
Vini norada, ka nekad neatteiks palidzibu ievainotam dzivniekam. Matricas
kodésana (Matrix Coding Query) atklaja, ka galvenais faktors, kas ietekmé
léemumu arstét vai nearstét ievainoto vai slimo klainojoso dzivnieku, ir sapju
limenis, ko $is dzivnieks izjiit. Analize ar1 parada respondentu uzskatus, ka starp
majdzivniekiem un klainojosiem dzivniekiem nepastav atskiribas. Respondenti
uzskata, ka abam dzivnieku kategorijam jasanem vienada mediciniska apriipe.

Pétot étiskas dilemmas, klast skaidrs, ka pastav nozimiga saistiba ar
emociju kodiem, jo Ipasi negativajam emocijam. Tapéc var piepemt, ka étiskas
problémas, kas saistitas ar klainojosiem dzivniekiem, veterinararstiem izraisa
negativas emocijas. Tomer, risinot $is dilemmas, arsti vadas péc savam vértibam
attieciba uz majdzivnieku un klainojoso dzivnieku tiesibam; §is vértibas veido
vinu uzskatus par dzivnieku moralo vértibu. Turklat ricibu ietekmé ari vinu
uzskati par veterinararsta lomu dzivnieku tiesibu aizstaviba un §is profesijas
galveno meérki.

Sis sadalas secinajumi pastiprina un paplasina 3.1. un 3.2. sadalas secina-
jumus, paradot, ka veterinararstu étiskie léemumi balstas vinu uztveré par dziv-
niekiem ka pacientiem un vinu centienos mazinat dzivnieku ciesanas. Uzskati,
ka gan klainojosie dzivnieki, gan majdzivnieki izjut sapes lidzigi, kopa ar
apgalvojumu, ka visiem dzivniekiem ir tiesibas uz vienadu medicinisko apripi,
atspogulo $aja promocijas darba ieprieks apspriestos fundamentalos utilitaros
un biocentriskos principus. Lai gan 3.1. sadala tika uzsveérts juridisko tiesibu
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institucionalais un pragmatiskais ietvars veterinaro praktiku vidd, $aja sadala
tiek paradits, ka praksé étiska motivacija bieZi vien ir prioritara salidzinajuma ar
tiesiskajiem vai ekonomiskajiem ierobeZojumiem, jo Ipasi situacijas, kas saistitas
ar ak{itim sapém. Si Skietami egalitara pieeja neatbilst brivpratigo pladakajai
taisniguma sistémai (3.2. sadala), kas uzsver emocionalo saikni, iek$éjo pasveér-
tibu un socialo aizstavibu. Brivpratigie dod prieksroku sadales taisnigumam un
moralajai atbildibai, bet veterinararsti koncentréjas uz funkcionalo aprapi un
savam institucionalajaim lomam. Spriedze starp ieintereséto pusu prioritatém
izgaismo sarezgitos un savstarpéji saistitos moralos ietvarus, kuros darbojas
abi subjekti; tas liecina, ka, lai gan pastav kopigas iezimes, Ipasi attieciba uz
nepiecieSamibu mazinat cieSanas, abu socialo grupu parstavju visparéjie narativi
par taisnigumu un vinu uzskati par moralo statusu ievérojami atskiras.

Veterinararstu uztvere par sapju ekvivalenci klainojosiem dzivniekiem un
majdzivniekiem galvenokart balstas uz vinu medicinisko pieredzi. Lai gan tas
ietekmeé kliniskos lémumus akatas aprapes situacijas, tas butiski nemaina vinu
visparéjo viedokli par dzivnieku tiesibam vai moralo pasvértibu. Saja konteksta
sapes kalpo ka klinisks raditajs, nevis morals izlidzinatajs, un ne vienmér izraisa
centienus uzlabot klainojoso dzivnieku tiesisko aizsardzibu. Veterinararstu
léemumus ietekmé vinu lidzjatiba un profesionala étika, ka ari strukturalas
normas, kas ierobezo vinu moralo ricibspéju, pastiprinot ieprieksejas sadalas
apspriestas sistémiskas un parliecibas balstitas atskiribas.

3.6. Ka brivpratigie uztver veterinaro inspektoru lomu
dzivnieku tiesibu aizsardziba?

Sis analizes kodésanas otraja cikla tika izmantoti attieksmju-uzskatu kodi
un emociju kodi. Respondentu negativas emocijas (pieméram, dusmas, vil§anas
un frustracija) tika fiksétas, izmantojot negativo emociju kodus, savukart vinu
individualie vértéjumi par inspektoru kompetenci un nodomiem tika kodéti
ka “Uzskati”. Attieksmes tika kodeétas, lai atspogulotu respondentu vispargjos
negativos vértéjumus par institucionalajam lomam, tadéjadi pastiprinot moralas
neuzticéSanas modelus. TreSais cikls |ava izpétit starppersonu un institucionalo
attiecibu modelus. Tadi kodi ka “Attiecibas nelegalas pavairoSanas joma” un
“Attiecibas dzivnieku glabsanas joma” bija Ipasi nozimigi, lai atspogulotu briv-
pratigo uztverto netaisnibu. Sie attiecibu kodi atklaja brivpratigo uzskatus par
to, ka inspektori vairak rlip&jas par audzétajiem un birokratiskam prioritatém,
nevis par ikdienas ripju étiku, kas glabsanas darba ir centrala.

Attiecibu modelis liecina, ka saskarsme ar veterinarajiem inspektoriem
(pieméram, kad tie veic parbaudes brivpratigo majas, kuras tiek turéti izglabtie
dzivnieki, vai sniedz atbildes uz brivpratigo sadzibam par sunu audzétavam),
visu respondentu atbildés ir ar negativu emocionalu nokrasu. Pozitivas izjitas
par PVD inspektoriem nav identificetas. Negativa attieksme rodas situacijas,
kad inspektori ta vieta, lai cInitos pret nelegaliem pavairotajiem, izvélas sodit
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brivpratigos, kuri ir nogurusi, méginot risinat problémas, kas bitu jaatrisina
PVD. Sis secinajums ari apstiprina tézi, ka nesaskanas starp brivpratigajiem
un veterinarajiem praktikiem saknojas nevienlidzigas varas attiecibas Latvijas
sabiedriba - brivpratigie uzskata, ka inspektoru riciba ir institucionalas domi-
nances uzturéSana, nenemot véra nevalstisko organizaciju centienus ripéties
par dzivniekiem.

Fuko biovaras teorija sniedz vértigu ieskatu institucionalajas sistémas, kas
nosaka dzivnieku arstéSanu un étisko novértéjumu. Veterinarie praktiki, jo ipasi
veterinarie inspektori, darbojas normativaja ietvara, kas saskan ar biopolitisko
kontroli. Ieviesot tadas ricibas vadlinijas ka Piecas brivibas, vakcinacijas prasibas
un eitanazijas protokolus, veterinarie praktiki stiprina savu autoritati par dziv-
nieku dzivibu un navi un tadéjadi pozicioneé sevi ka dzivnieku labturibas arbitrus.

Tas atspogulo Fuko tézi, ka biovara darbojas ne tikai caur atklatu pie-
spieSanu, bet ari caur konkrétu noteikumu normalizaciju, kas regulé dzivibu.
Ievérojot iedibinatas normas, veterinarie praktiki ir nostiprinajusi savu autori-
tativo lomu $aja biopolitiskaja struktiira, nosakot, kuri dzivnieki sanem apriipi
un kuri tiek izslégti, un tadéjadi ilustréjot Fuko skirumu starp “normalu” un
“nenormalu” dzivibu. Klainojosie dzivnieki, kurus veterinarie praktiki biezi
uzskata par slimibu parnésatajiem vai par mazak vértigiem neka majdzivnieki,
tiek izslégti no resursu sadales (pieméram, tiek ierobeZota mediciniska apriipe,
lietota eitanazija vai tiek ierobezotas juridiskas tiesibas). Si izslégsana pastiprina
stratificétu sociali zoologisko hierarhiju, kura prioritate tiek dota majdzivnie-
kiem, bet klainojosie dzivnieki paliek marginalizéti. Si klainojoo dzivnieku
izslégsana no juridiska ietvara ari ilustré to, ka vara tiek Istenota ar tiesisko
reguléjumu, pastiprinot manu apgalvojumu, ka nesaskanas rodas no ta, ka vara
tiek sadalita un Istenota ar veterinaro institiiciju starpniecibu.

Sis pétijums saskan ar Anebergas (Anneberg) u. c. (2012) secinajumiem, jo
atklaj lidzigu brivpratigo skatijumu uz veterinarajiem inspektoriem. Aneberga
u. c. pétija lopkopju pieredzi veterinaro parbauzu laika un atklaja, ka lopkopji
biezi uztver §is parbaudes ka netaisnigas, jo par tam netiek ieprieks pazinots,
dazadas saimniecibas piemeéro atskirigus standartus, inspektori atskirigi inter-
preté normativos aktus un $is parbaudes butiski apdraud dzivnieku labturibu.
Inspektori tika uztverti ka stni no aréjas pasaules, kas nespéj precizi noveértét
situaciju. Tapat ka lopkopji, kuri uzskata parbaudes par netaisnigam un talam
no realitates, arl Latvijas brivpratigie izsaka lidzigas stidzibas par inspektoru
acimredzamo empatijas trakumu, ka ari izpratnes trikumu par dzivnieku
glabsanas darba raksturigajiem Skérsliem.

Lai labak izprastu $o konfliktu, analizi papildina Burdjé simboliskas
varas un kultaras kapitala jedzieni. Rezultati liecina, ka $1 spriedze nav tikai
ideologiska, bet gan dzili iesaknojusies socialajas struktaras, institucionalaja
autoritaté un varas lidzsvara, kas regulé cilvéku un dzivnieku attiecibas. Tas
atkal apstiprina iepriekséjo tézi, paradot, ka institucionalas lomas un sociala
kapitala atskiribas veido pastavigu nesaskanu.
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Brivpratigie, kam trikst institucionalas varas, iesaistas simboliska pretes-
tiba, popularizéjot alternativus moralos ietvarus. Vinu parlieciba, ka klainojo-
$iem dzivniekiem pienakas vienlidzigas tiesibas un aizsardziba, ir méginajums
parveidot sociali zoologisko hierarhiju. Poziciongjot sevi ka étikas aizstavjus,
brivpratigie uzkraj simbolisko kapitalu - socialo atzinibu, kas apstrid veterinaro
praktiku autoritati. Sis simboliskais kapitals izriet no vinu emocionalas iesais-
tiSanas, publiskajam kampanam un pilsoniskajam aktivitatém, kuru mérkis ir
mainit sabiedribas uztveri par klainojosiem dzivniekiem un apstridét institu-
cionalas normas. Si dinamika apstiprina vél vienu tézi, ka veterinaro praktiku
un brivpratigo pretéjas moralas pasaulizjiitas veicina dzivnieku labturibas
aktivisma rasanos un attistibu Latvija.

Brivpratigo apgalvojumi, ka veterinarie inspektori ir “slinki” vai “nevélas
palidzét”, atspogulo vinu uzskatus, ka iestades dod prieksroku sodiSanas
pasakumiem (pieméram, sankcijam brivpratigajiem par parmériga kaku skaita
turéSanu), nevis proaktivi risina plasakas sistémiskas problémas, pieméram,
nelegalu vaislas kaku pavairosanu. ST dusmu vadita aizstaviba saskan ar
iepriekséjos pétijumos izvirzito argumentu, ka dusmas var stiprinat aktivistus,
palielinat vigu izturibu un spécinat kolektivo identitati (Drury & Reicher,
2009). Brivpratigo noraidosa attieksme pret galvenajam veterinarajam iestadém
atspogulo ari Simanska (Szymanski) (1978) tézi, ka socialas kustibas rodas, kad
individi nesaskata nerevolucionaru veidu, ka risinat savas pretenzijas. Uztverama
institucionala atbalsta tritkums klainojosiem dzivniekiem vél vairak pastiprina
brivpratigo apnemsanos veikt sistémiskas izmainas, ieraméjot vinu centienus
ka progresivu reformismu.

Brivpratigajiem parasti trikst formalas veterinaras izglitibas, un vini palau-
jas uz emocionalo kapitalu, kas izriet no empatijas, moralajam parliecibam un
personigas pieredzes ar dzivniekiem. Lai gan §1 emocionala iesaistiSanas stiprina
vinu aktivitates dzivnieku glabsanas joma, veterinarie praktiki to biezi vien
uztver ka subjektivu vai naivu. Konflikts starp sim kapitala formam pastiprina
Burdjé argumentu, ka dominéjosas grupas uztur socialo kartibu, devalvéjot
alternativus ietekmes avotus. Brivpratigo ierobezota piekluve kultaras kapitalam
liek viniem atrasties neizdeviga situacija, kad vini mégina apSaubit dzivnieku
labturibas politiku un praksi. Si emocionala un simboliska kapitala parvérsana
politiska aktivisma saskan ar tézi par pretéjiem moraliem pasaules uzskatiem,
apliecinot, ka $ie pretrunigie uzskati veicina kolektivu ricibu.

Negativi iekrasotas attiecibas starp brivpratigajiem un veterinarajiem
inspektoriem ir ciesi saistitas ar plasakam bazam, ko Latvijas parlamentam
izteikusas vairakas NVO un dzivnieku labturibas organizacijas. 2019. gada
marta divdesmit ¢etru NVO un dzivnieku labturibas labdaribas organizaciju
konsorcijs Latvija iesniedza peticiju Saeimai, prezidentam, Tiesibsargam un
dazadam ministrijam. Sis peticijas autori noradija uz ta briza dramatisko
situaciju dzivnieku labturibas joma, par ko liecina vairaki vardarbibas gadijumi
un nereguléta kakénu un kakenes tirdznieciba — peticijas iesniedz&ji saistija to
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ar audzetaju lobiju un PVD bezdarbibu (Dzivnieku policija, 2019). Diskusijas
Saeimas Ekonomikas, lauksaimniecibas, vides un regionalas politikas komisijas
sédeés, kuras tika izvértétas NVO ierosinatas idejas par izmainam normativajos
aktos, var raksturot ka intensivas debates starp brivpratigajiem viena pusé un
Latvijas veterinararstu asociacijas parstavjiem, ka ari PVD amatpersonam - otra.

Institucionalas varas kritika parada brivpratigo neapmierinatibu un
izgaismo strukturalu varas nelidzsvarotibu. Sis debates atspoguloja brivpratigo
ikdiena piedzivoto spriedzi un lika uzsvaru uz pastavoso strukturalo problemu,
kad dzivnieku labturibu uzraugosajam iestadém un vietéjiem aktivistiem ir
atskirigas dzivnieku glabsanas metodes. NeuzticéSanas gaisotne, kas veido
brivpratigo naidigo attieksmi pret PVD un saknojas uzskatos par institucionalo
inertumu un neobjektivitati, kavé sadarbibu likumdosanas joma. Sie secina-
jumi tiesi atbalsta tézi, ka nesaskanas saknojas varas sadalijuma, ilustréjot, ka
institucionalas varas asimetrija kavé dialogu un politikas reformu un padzilina
eso$o konfliktu.

3.7. Ka brivpratigie uztver veterinararstu lomu klainojoso
dzivnieku labturibas veicinasana?

Attiecibas starp brivpratigajiem un veterinararstiem skiet sarezgitakas
neka attiecibas ar veterinarajiem inspektoriem. Ka noradits 3.6. sadala, infor-
mantu emociju veterinararstu individuala novértéjuma, ka ari lomu analizei
tika izmantoti attieksmes-uzskatu kodi un emociju kodi. Attiecibu modelu
kodi “Finansialas attiecibas” un “Moralo vértibu attiecibas” tika izmantoti, lai
izpétitu saikni starp brivpratigo uzskatiem par klainojoso dzivnieku glabsanas
finansialo pusi un vinu izpratni par to, kadi, vinuprat, ir veterinararstu uzskati
par klainojoso dzivnieku moralo vértibu.

Brivpratigo attieksmes un uzskatus ietekmeé klainojoso dzivnieku arstésana
veterinarajas klinikas. Pieci respondenti savu negativo viedokli par veterina-
rarstiem saistija ar arstu nepietieckamo iesaistiSanos terapija, savukart tris
informanti ka vienu no iemesliem minéja nesameérigas arsté$anas izmaksas.

Brivpratigie veterinararstu nevéléSanos aktivi piedalities klainojoso
dzivnieku arstéSana saistija ar arstu personigajam Ipasibam. Sesi informanti
apgalvoja, ka veterinararstiem ir negativs viedoklis par brivpratigajiem: vai
nu tapéc, ka arsti uzskata brivpratigos par nevajadzigiem un nedraudzigiem,
vai ari tapéc, ka uzskata, ka brivpratigo méginajumi glabt visus klainojosos
dzivniekus traucé dabiskas atlases principiem. Tris no iepriek§ minétajiem
informantiem apgalvoja, ka, vinuprat, pastav noteikta veterinararstu kategorija,
galvenokart tie, kuri veterinaro izglitibu ir ieguvusi padomju laikos un kuri vai
nu veélgjas klat par cilvéku arstiem, vai galvenokart nodarbojas ar majlopiem -
§1s kategorijas parstavji neuzskata, ka mazie dzivnieki (tadi ka kaki vai suni)
ir pelnijusi pienacigu medicinisko apriipi. Siem specialistiem ir citadi uzskati
par dzivnieku moralo vértibu, un tie spéj neierobezoti gut pelnu no veselibas
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apriipes pakalpojumu snieganas. Sis informantu apgalvojums prasa turpmaku
izpéti. Viens no iesp&jamajiem So negativo attiecibu skaidrojumiem ir t. s.
izaicinosa triade (Rotzmeier-Keuper et al., 2018), kas rodas, kad brivpratigie,
atvedot ievainotos klainojosos dzivniekus, dod prieksroku tiesi arstéSanai, nevis
komunikacijai un sadarbibai ar veterinararstiem, un rada parmérigu slogu
klinikas resursiem ar saviem bieZajiem apmekléjumiem.

Astonu informantu narativi liecinaja par pozitivu attieksmi pret veterinarar-
stiem. Brivpratigie ka iemeslus $ai pozitivajai attieksmei mingja arstu entuziasmu,
ar kadu vini piedalas klainojoSo dzivnieku apriipé, un vinu gatavibu piedavat
atlaides mediciniskajai apripei. Rezultati liecina, ka brivpratigo attieksmés pret
veterinararstiem nepastav ne pozitivi, ne negativi aizspriedumi; drizak vinu
attieksmi dazados veidos ietekmé vinu pieredze ar dazadam klinikam. Cetri
informanti pauda viedokli, ka veterinararsti ir atsaucigi, jo vini uztver brivpratigos
ka sabiedrotos cina pret cietsirdibu. Sesi informanti atziméja gados jaunu arstu
atvérto domasanu, pieméram, uzskatos par dzivnieku moralo vértibu. Sie uzskati
saskan ar harmoniskas triades ideju (R6tzmeier-Keuper et al., 2018). Harmoniska
triade balstas kopigas vértibas, ko dzivnieka ipasnieks un veterinararsts pieskir
dzivniekam, ka ari kopiga mérki, ko nepiecieSams sasniegt arstéSanas laika.

Sis sarezgitas attiecibas izcel plasakas diskusijas par taisnigumu un varu
saistiba ar dzivnieku labturibu Latvija. Brivpratigie sagaida, ka veterinararsti
biis sabiedrotie klainojoso dzivnieku aizsardziba, tadéjadi demonstréjot izpratni
par socialo taisnigumu, kas balstas visu justspéjigo bitnu moralaja vértiba. St
perspektiva saskan ar Nusbaumas (2006) spéju pieeju un Roulsa (1971) apsve-
rumiem par marginalizétam grupam. No $T skatpunkta brivpratigie bezdarbibu
vai finansialos $kérslus uztver ka nespéju pildit étiskas saistibas pret visneaiz-
sargatakajiem dzivniekiem.

Dazu veterinararstu, Ipasi vecaku paaudzu parstavju, nevélésanas vai selek-
tiva iesaistiSanas dzivnieku glabsana atspogulo vinu ierobezotaku izpratni par
moralo statusu. Biomediciniska pragmatisma un institucionalo lomu robezas
balstitas perspektivas biezi vien uzsver resursu ierobezojumus, nevis moralo
lidztiesibu starp majdzivniekiem un klainojosiem dzivniekiem. Veterinararsti
var atzit kopigas sapes un ciesanas, bet $I atziSana bieZi vien paliek ierobezota
kliniskaja argumentacija un ne vienmeér izpauzas diskursa par juridiskajam
tiesibam vai plasakiem étiskiem pienakumiem.

Si pretruna izgaismo varas asimetriju, kas raksturiga attiecibam stap
brivpratigajiem un veterinararstiem. Veterinararsti ir apveltiti ar nepiecieSamo
institucionalo un kultaras kapitalu, kas lauj viniem noteikt atbilstosu apripi,
legitimus arstéSanas veidus un profesionalas atbildibas robezas. Brivpratigie,
kuriem trukst formalas autoritates, lai apstridétu dominéjosas normas, palaujas
uz simbolisko kapitalu, kas izriet no emocionalas iesaisti$anas un sabiedribas
atbalsta. Tas apstiprina tézi, ka nesaskanas starp brivpratigajiem un veterinara-
jiem praktikiem saknojas varas sadalijuma Latvijas sabiedriba, ilustréjot, ka tas
izriet no atskirigas piekluves, ietekmes un moralajas autoritates.
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Brivpratigo un veterinararstu attiecibas ir sarezgitas, un tas ietekmeé daza-
das pozitivas un negativas pieredzes, kas saistitas ar individualiem kontaktiem
veterinarajas klinikas. ST mijiedarbiba atspogulo plasikas domstarpibas, kas
izpauzas parlamentarajas debatés, kur atSkirigie viedokli par dzivnieku labtu-
ribu aktualizé fundamentalas problémas. Sie konflikti parsniedz starppersonu
dinamiku un aptver ideologiskas dimensijas, ka tas ir noradits tézé par to, ka
brivpratigo un veterinaro praktiku pretrunigie viedokli par dzivnieku moralo
statusu stimulé dzivnieku aizsardzibas kustibas Latvija. Sie konflikti izriet no
atskirigam moralajam sistémam attieciba uz dzivnieku tiesibam un taisniguma
nozimi dzivnieku labklajiba. Brivpratigo neapmierinatiba ar praktiku moralo
atsvesinatibu un nesamérigajam izmaksam veterinaraja aprapé ir gan emocio-
nala, gan étiska un izriet no ietvara, kas paredz ieklaujosu, uz tiesibam balstitu
attieksmi pret visiem dzivniekiem neatkarigi no to ipasumformas.

Iespéjams, ka brivpratigo uztvere par vecakas paaudzes veterinararstiem,
kuri neizjat 11dzigas emocijas vai nepauz lidzigu viedokli par dzivnieku étisko
nozimi, var veicinat konfliktu; tas redzams, pieméram, 3.6. sadala, kura
apspriestas parlamentaras komisijas sédes, kuras Latvijas veterinararstus par-
stavéja tiesi gados vecaki delegati. Brivpratigo attieksme pret veterinararstiem
nav tik viennozimiga ka attieksme pret veterinarajiem inspektoriem. Tas var
bat saistits ar to, ka brivpratigie vairak sliecas veidot personiskas attiecibas ar
veterinararstiem sarezgitas vai harmoniskas triades ramjos, kur dzivnieks tiek
uztverts ka pacients. Iepriekséjie pétijumi par sabiedribas gaidam attieciba uz
veterinararstiem (Rathwell-Deault et al., 2017) liecina, ka $adas attiecibas formas
mikstina savstarpéjas nesaskanas.
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4. SECINAJUMI

Sim pétijumam ir noteikti ierobeZojumi un nepilnibas. Personam, kas
brivpratigi piedalijas intervijas, var bit unikalas Ipasibas vai pieredze, kas tas
at$kir no personam, kuras atteicas no dalibas pétijuma. Dalibnieki tika atlasiti
ar vairaku NVO un socialo tiklu starpniecibu, aptverot dazadas pilsétas, vecuma
grupas un lomas dzivnieku labturibas aktivisma joma. Intervijas piedalijas
personas, kas ir oficiali saistitas ar organizacijam, ka ari personas, kas darbojas
neatkarigi, tadéjadi nodrosinot pieredzes daudzveidibu. Neskatoties uz infor-
mantu daudzveidibu, vini sniedza lidzigas atbildes.

Pétljuma galvena uzmaniba pievérsta urbaniem regioniem, jo ipasi valst-
spilsétam. Tas nozimé, ka rezultatos netiek atseviski nemta véra brivpratigo
pieredze lauku vai piepilsétu apgabalos, kur, iespéjams, pastav atskirigas prob-
lémas klainojoso dzivnieku aprape. Tomér, nemot véra, ka pilsétas dzivo vairak
klainojosu dzivnieku un pamestu majdzivnieku,, sis geografiskais ierobezojums,
visticamak, nav batiski ietekméjis pétijuma rezultatus.

Vel viens arguments ir brivpratigo iespéja izklastit savu pieredzi sociali
velama veida, jo Ipasi emocionali piesatinatos kontekstos; tas var ietekmeét ieguto
datu patiesumu un pilnigumu. Pétjjuma dalibnieki, apspriezot konkrétus piedzi-
votos notikumus, var netiesi klat neobjektivi. Tas saistits ar atminu precizitati,
jo Ipasi saistiba ar emocionalam pieredzém. Turklat pétijuma var nebat pilniba
atspogulota étisko problému daudzveidiba veterinararstu vida.

Saja pétijuma izmantota sniega pikas izlases metode rada potencialu neob-
jektivitati, jo izlase ir viendabigaka neka visparéja populacija. Tas saistits ar
pasizvéles neobjektivitates risku, kad personas, kuram ir spéciga emocionala
saistiba ar tému, ir vairak noskanotas piedalities. Lai gan tas varétu but veicinajis
lielaku fokusu uz noteiktiem uzskatiem (pieméram, uzskati, ka majdzivnieki
ir gimenes locekli, vai arguments, ka klainojosiem dzivniekiem ir tadas pasas
tiesibas ka majdzivniekiem), Sadu uzskatu atkartosanas intervijas liecina, ka $1
neobjektivitate varétu bat mérena. Turpmakajos pétijumos $o jautajumu varétu
risinat, apvienojot sniega pikas informantu rekrutacijas metodi ar tadam meto-
dém ka stratificéta informantu rekrutésana, lai nodrosinatu daudzveidigaku un
reprezentativaku izlasi.

Pétijuma rezultatus var apkopot piecos galvenajos punktos:

1) KlainojoSo dzivnieku tiesibas Latvija ir ierobeZotas salidzinajuma ar
majdzivnieku tiesibam, jo dzivnieku labturibas joma atbildigo per-
sonu vidii pastav atskirigas uzskatu sistémas par $o dzivnieku moralo
statusu.

2) Brivpratigo un veterinaro inspektoru atskirigas moralas sistémas rada
spécigas emocionalas reakcijas, kas padzilina savstarpéjo spriedzi.

3) Moralo uzskatu veido$ana lielaka nozime ir veterinarajai izglitibai neka
izpratnei par socialo taisnigumu.
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4) Asimetrija institucionalaja vara starp brivpratigajiem un veterina-
rarstiem pastiprina izdegSanu situacijas, kas saistitas ar moralam
dilemmam.

5) Passajuta par savu lomu dzivnieku tiesibu aizsardziba un vardarbibas
noveérsana ir atkariga no simboliska kapitala.

Rezultati sniedz pamatu turpmaku pétijumu virzienu izstradei. Pieméram,
nacionalaja méroga: vai veterinararsti, veterinarie inspektori un brivpratigie ir
vienispratis par majdzivnieku moralo vértibu un vai $o viedokli ietekmé individa
socialdemografiskie raksturlielumi (pieméram, vecums, augstaka izglitiba, kas
ieguta sen, vai iepriekséjais darbs)? Garengriezuma pétijumi var sniegt ieskatu
taja, ka iegatas izglitibas limenis un profesionala prakse laika gaita ietekmeé
uzskatus. Sada tipa pétijumi palidz identificét risinajumus dazadu sociilo grupu
atskirigo uzskatu saskano$anai. Cits virziens varétu ietvert izpéti par to, ka
ikdienas mijiedarbiba ar dzivniekiem un to ipasniekiem dazadas vidés (pie-
méram, artelpa, veterinaraja klinika, majas) ietekmé informantu uzskatus par
dzivnieka moralo un juridisko statusu. Alternativs pétijums varétu fokuséties uz
20. gadsimta normativo aktu ietekmi pret vardarbigu izturésanos pret dzivnie-
kiem Latvijas sabiedriba. Turpmakajos pétijumos nepiecieSams izpétit aridzan
dzivnieku labturibas politikas izstrades sociopolitiskos aspektus, analizé&jot, ka
ieintereséto pusu atskirigie viedokli un aizspriedumi ietekmé likumdosanu un
likumu izpildi. Vél viena daudzsolo$a pétijumu joma ir parredzamiba un étiska
prakse brivpratigo organizacijas, proti, pétijums par dzivnieku attélu lietojumu
lidzek]u vaksana, ka ari statiitos noradito mérku atbilstibu plasakiem dzivnieku
labturibas mérkiem. Tas varétu veicinat &étiskas ricibas standartu izstradi $adam
aktivistu grupam.

Turpmakajos starpvalstu pétijumos bitu lietderigi ieklaut personas no
dazadiem geografiskajiem kontekstiem (griezuma lauki pret pilsétam, Latvija
pret citam Baltijas valstim un Ziemelvalstim). Pétijuma temata paplasinasanai
nepiecieSams par pétijuma objektu definét ari tadus dzivniekus, kas nav kaki un
suni. Tas veicinatu visaptvero$aku izpratni par veterinararstu un brivpratigo,
ka arl inspektoru un brivpratigo attiecibu sarezgitibu.

Paplasinot izmantoto pétniecisko metozu klastu, nepieciesams izpété ieklaut
ar1 kvantitativos rezultatus, pieméram, kvantitativu analizi par finansu slogu
veterinararstiem, ka ari stratégijam atbalsta nodrosinasanai. Téma par klaino-
joSo dzivnieku mediciniskas apriipes izmaksam izgaismo nesaprasanos starp
veterinararstiem un aktivistiem. Turklat veterinararstu uzskati par brivpratigo
darbu ka biznesa formu rada neuzticibu brivpratigajiem, raisot bazas ari par
ziedojumu vaksanas stratégijam. Turpmakajos pétijumos jaieklauj padzilinats
parskats par veterinaro kliniku finansialajiem ierobeZojumiem un to, ka tie
ietekmé lemumus par palidzibas sniegSanu.

Nemot véra pétijuma gaita izdaritos secinajumus par cieSo saikni starp
brivpratigo uztveri un sociala taisniguma jautajumiem, darbs sniedz praktiskus
ieteikumus dzivnieku labturibas politikas pilnveido$anai un ieintereséto pusu

115



sadarbibas veicinasanai Latvija. Likumdevéjam jaatzist kopienas iniciativu
nozime un jaieklauj brivpratigo viedoklis izstradatajos normativajos aktos. Tas
nodrosinatu, ka juridiskais reguléjums ne tikai risina majdzivnieku aizsardzibas
jautajumus, bet ari palielina socialo kustibu skaitu un stiprina to spéku ietek-
mét politiskus procesus. Turklat $aja pétjjuma dokumentétajam negativajam
uztverém bitu jamotivé politikas veidotaji veicinat empatiju un sadarbibu
starp veterinarajiem praktikiem un brivpratigajiem. Viens no praktiskiem
pasakumiem varétu bit veterinaro inspektoru macibu programmas, kuras tiktu
uzsvérta empatija, komunikacija un izpratne par gratibam, ar kuram saskaras
brivpratigie, veicot klainojoso dzivnieku glabsanu.

Socialo kustibu iesaisti var istenot, izveidojot lidzdalibas politikas komitejas,
kuras ar likumdevéja [émumu tiktu ieklauti gan veterinararsti, gan brivpratigo
parstavji. Tapat ieguldijumu sniegtu atseviska valsts finanséjuma vai dotaciju
programmu izveide, kas paredzéta tikai brivpratigo vaditas dzivnieku apripes
iniciativu atbalstam, tadéjadi veicinot resursu taisnigaku pardali.

Vienlaikus svarigi apzinaties iespéjamas nesaskanas starp dazadam ieinte-
resétajam pusém. Veterinararsti var iebilst pret brivpratigo oficialu ieklausanu
darba grupas, jo pastav bazas par to profesionalitati, atbildibu vai resursu
izlietojumu. Turklat vietéjo brivpratigo ieklausana var izraisit konfliktus par
moralajam prioritatém un apripes definicijam, kadas Sobrid ieklautas juridiskaja
reguléjuma. Tapéc, rosinot jebkadas politikas izmainas, janem véra gan étiska,
gan praktiska izmainu puse, ka ari jabtt gataviem jebkadiem institucionaliem
kompromisiem. Sie pasakumi uzlabotu koordinaciju un simboliski atzitu briv-
pratigo emocionalo un pilsonisko ieguldijumu, tadéjadi stiprinot dzivnieku
labturibas parvaldibas legitimitati.
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PATEICIBAS

Pateiciba darba vaditajam, docentam Jurijam Niki$inam, par vienmér node-
rigajiem akadémiskajiem padomiem, ieteikumiem un atsaucibu $1 promocijas
darba tapsanas laika.

Paldies doktorantiiras programmas vaditajam, profesoram Daunim Aueram,
par lielo pretimnaksanu un atbalstu.

Paldies profesorei Ivetai Reinholdei un profesoram Talim Tisenkopfam
par sniegtajiem noderigajiem padomiem promocijas darba izstrades nosléguma
posma.

Izsaku pateicibu asociétajam profesoram Marekam Niklasam un citiem
Sociologijas katedras docétajiem par vértigajiem padomiem un jeteikumiem.

Paldies recenzentiem par veltito laiku un kritisko vértéjumu.

Paldies visiem pétijuma dalibniekiem par Jusu laiku un godigajam atbildém.

Paldies Marijai Cesnokovai, Arnitai Kalninai un Andrejam Aronovam par
atbalstu manai iecerei uzsakt sis studijas.

Vélos pateikties Oksanai Zabko par loti laipno atbalstu un palidzibu raksta
tap$ana.

Paldies divu rakstu lidzautorei Aleksandrai Mozarovai par entuziasmu un
iesaisti klainojoso dzivnieku tiesibu pétijumos.

Sirsnigus pateicibas vardus vélos izteikt Licijai Ceicanei par lielo moralo
atbalstu grutajos brizos.

Un, protams, paldies Petronijam un Ronjai par murrasanu un kritiskajiem
naudieniem.

Sis pétijums tika izstradats ar AF projekta Nr. 5.2.1.1.i.0/2/24/1/CFLA/007
“Latvijas Universitates iek$éja un aréja konsolidacija” atbalstu laika posma no
2021. gada lidz 2025. gadam. Ipasa pateiciba Nippona fondam par pieskirto Roi¢i
Sasakavas jauno lideru stipendiju.
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