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ABSTRACTS

Feminist Animal Studies in the U. S.: Bodies Matter Greta Gaard

Raising the question, “Has Animal Studies been good for actual animals? "this essay addresses over
twenty years of feminist animal studies that developed between the more visible years of the Singer/Regan
era of the 1970s and the renewed interest in animals subsequent to Derrida’s (2002)celebrated discovery
of animal subjectivity. Feminist communication theory may explain the reasons that, although feminists
have been speaking on this topic for decades, masculinist—elite academics have not been listening. Since
the reinvigorated version of academic animal studies recognizes no obligation to act on behalf of actual ani-
mals, the lack of “uptake” for feminist animal studies has been particularly devastating for the well-being

of nonhuman animals.

Vegetarian Ecofeminism Greta Gaard

As the theoretical production of feminism, ecofeminism has developed into a more inclusive critical
discourse than ever before, which concerns about all of the oppressive objects and the significant value of
studying those connections within the structure of these oppressions. The advent of vegetarian ecofeminism
is integral to the theoretical development of ecofeminism, which has made great contributions to the analy-
sis of animal liberation thoughts, the exploration of the inner relevance among those issues matters much to
the ecology and women, and development of its own and other relevant theories. This essay will thoroughly
explore the roots of vegetarian ecofeminism, broadly review the path that many vegetarian ecofeminists fol-
lowed and its theoretical directions for the future, and demonstrate arguments and explanations on the
ethics involving the dietary choices, animal liberation and oppression on women. A more inclusive and lib-
eratory theory of vegetarian ecofeminism will be possible with its increasingly wide scope of moral concerns

and cross—cultural perspective.

On Greta Gaard’s Ecofeminist Ethics Hua Yuanyuan

Greta Gaard proposed a new perspective of ecofeminist ethics based on her research of the traditional
ethics and feminist ethics. Realizing the shortcomings of these two forms of ethnics, she came up with the
cross—cultural ecofeminist ethics which should not develop into “ethical colonization”. In the practice of
criticism, Gaard suggested that ecofeminist ethical narrative be developed so as to be applied to cross—cul-
tural communication. Gaard’s ethical construction is beneficial to the development of ecofeminist literary

criticism.

The Nature of Home: An Interview with Greta Gaard Wei Qingqi
The interview, based on the exchange of dozens of letters between Greta Gaard and the translator of
her The Nature of Home, includes a variety of most significant ecofeminist issues that are elaborated in

Gaard’s writing. An ecological feminist perspective, the readers will see, transcends both the ecocritical
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