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[ Abstract ]

Reflections on Animal Discourse and
Animal Law Studies

—Focus on the Posthumanism Perspective and ‘Animal Turn’—

Lee, Young Eun"

In front of the age of posthumanism, it is unavoidable that the law accepts new subjects.
It means to move beyond the meaning of the ‘humanism-subject’ that has traditionally
assumed, and it by no means an easy undertaking. If, as system theory suggests, law is
‘system’ that can reproduce and maintain itself through continuous communication with
environment, then the development of law in the age of posthumanism depends on ‘what
kind of® environment it communicates with and ‘how’ to communicate with them.

In that animal discourse originates from a critical reflection on the ‘humansim-subject’
concept, the discourse is closely related to posthumansim. Correspondingly, Animal law
also holds potential as a form of posthumanism of legal discourse. However, the recent
discussions in animal discourse and animal law studies have still remained limited to issues
such as the recognition of animal rights, the attribution of legal personhood, and the abolition
of animals’ status as property. Although these debates seek to improve the status of animals
and thus pursue a “new justice for animals”, they remain somewhat closed insofar as they
circulate within the legal system itself, and therefore risk maintaining or even reinforcing
the humanist subject.

A “new justice for animals” should begin not merely with questions raised with the
legal system-such as how animal rights would be recognized- but with a new mode of
thinking that revisits the ‘humanism-subject’ presupposed be law, restores the
other-than-human beings that have been excluded by it, and reconsiders the relationships

among them. Based on such critical awareness, this article reexamines the animal discourse

* Master’s and Ph.D Integrated Program Candidate, Department of Law, Graduate School, Korea Univ.
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and animal law with the broader framework of posthumanism and emphasis the need for
an “animal turn” that is understood as a fundamental shift in thinking about the relationship

between humans and animals.

[Key Words] animal discourse, animal law, legal person, animal rights, posthumanism,

animal turn



