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ABSTRACT

ALTERNATIVE FOOD AND ANIMAL GEOGRAPHIES IN NEWSPRINT MEDIA:
DISCOURSE ANALYSIS OF URBAN CHICKEN IN THE US

By

Margaret H. Fitzpatrick

The purpose of this research was to explore concepts and themes within the newsprint
media on urban chicken keeping in the US, to find how the media affect the acceptance
and proliferation of the practice among the general public. Urban chicken-keeping is an
alternative practice that challenges the dominance of industrial agriculture and strives to
re-examine our relationships with food animals. The newsprint media continue to cover
the increasing popularity of raising chickens in US cities. The sample included 94
articles about urban chicken-keeping from various small to large US newspapers. A
social constructionist approach to discourse used framing to analyze data and explain the
impact of the newsprint media on readers. The results demonstrate how the media
market dominant perspectives of livestock and agriculture as “out of place” in cities, and
mischaracterize the practice as exclusively part of a new local and organic food
movement. The results also suggest that media hold alternative perspectives on livestock
and agriculture in the cities, and, on some levels, encourage the acceptability of urban
chicken-keeping and support further citizen action to allow for the practice. The
conclusions are meant as a project to identify gaps in the media portrayal. Suggestions
are made for alternative food practitioners so that they may counteract the limited media

presentation with outreach and education on important aspects of this alternative practice.
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CHAPTER 1

Introduction

There is increasing dissatisfaction with industrial food systems and concern for
the welfare of farm animals among the general public. Rising numbers of people are
interested in matters of food safety and ecological sustainability. Many lay observers
have noted the growing market for organic fruits and vegetables as a signal of widespread
public concern about industrial food production. The industrial food system in the United
States is increasingly consolidated and commodified (Lobao & Meyer, 2001). This has
led to a concentration of economic power, social dissmpowerment and deleterious
ecological consequences (Goodman 2000, cited in Hinrichs, 2003). This has contributed
to academic and practitioner interest in alternatives which challenge the dominance of

industrial food.

Peoples’ concern for animal welfare is also apparent. On January 30, 2008, the
Humane Society of the United States released evidence of the mistreatment of cows in
non-mobile condition, which was recovered through a long-term undercover investigation
of a meat packing company in California. This “downer cow incident” led to the largest
meat recall to date in response to public outrage of slaughter methods thought to be
unsafe and cruel. Industrial meat production is ecologically unsustainable, detrimental to
human health, as well as cruel to the sentient beings involved (Horrigan, Lawrence, &
Walker, 2002; Mason & Finelli, 2006). Public outrage in response to such animal
welfare violations has caused academic and activist to re-examine our relationship with

food animals and seek out less cruel and more sustainable alternatives.
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Currently, the mass media portray alternatives such as farmers’ markets,
community gardening and urban agriculture, all of which have been studied by
researchers of alternative agri-food movements. The mass media play an important role
in introducing these alternatives to the broader public, but little is known about how they
represent specific phenomenon. This study seeks to explore how one form of mass media

in particular, newsprint media, portray an alternative practice: urban chicken-keeping.

Urban residents in the US are welcoming chickens, goats, rabbits, and bees back
to the city. In the broad sense this practice is termed urban livestock agriculture.
Globally, keeping urban livestock is a common practice, however, the global North has a
tradition of discouraging this practice. Urban livestock agriculture in the US was initially
explored in an ethnographic study by Jennifer Blecha (2007). She found that the practice
of keeping urban livestock allowed people to express an alternative set of beliefs towards
city ecologies and human—animal relationships with the hope of changing a system in
which they were dissatisfied. These findings suggest that this practice is potentially
transformative to the way people think about and, therefore, engage animal agriculture or

consume animal products in the US.

The newsprint media have acknowledged this increasing popularity of urban
livestock. The newsprint media report on motivations, benefits, problems, and concerns
about keeping such animals in densely populated areas. Raising chickens, in particular,
continues to receive a large amount of mass media spotlight. The growing interest in this
practice has been termed the ‘furban chicken movement,” but is no doubt situated within

broader urban agriculture and alternative agri-food movements, It is important to analyze



the mass media coverage of urban chickens to better understand how alternatives to

industrial agriculture are portrayed to the broader population.

The goal of the study was to conduct an analysis to achieve an understanding
about the effect of the newsprint media on the perception and proliferation of this practice
among readers. My findings show that the portrayal of urban chickens is limited. It
presents alternative values and practices alongside conventional perspectives, motivations
and means. In the end, these findings are used craft suggestions for alternative food
scholars and practitioners to guide them in balancing the limited media presentation with

their own public outreach and education.
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CHAPTER 2

Review of Literature

This literature review reveals connections between scholarly research on
alternative food geographies and animal geographies through the practice of urban
livestock agriculture. The two bodies of literature challenge and provide practical
grounding for each other. Many scholars of animal geographies critique literatures for
“backgrounding” animals, or in other words, considering them as static and passive
pieces of the backdrop in which the society occurs; this has been shown to be the case in
certain environmental literatures (Wolch, 1998). The humane, ethical treatment of farm
animals is a persistent concern for scholars and advocates of the alternative agro-food
movement. While this literature may not objectify animals, it backgrounds animals by
grouping them with the environmental components. This study also evaluates the
importance of including animals in social and cultural theory (Tovey, 2003; Whatmore,
1999; Wolch, 1998; Wolch, 2002; Wolch & Emel, 1995). This acknowledges the call to
include animals as the integral part of the world that they are (Wolch and Emel, 1995).
Using the literature of animal geographies allows the researcher to bring animals center

stage, as an integral subject of the research.

The interdisciplinary literature of alternative food geographies maintain a diverse
theoretical base but also devote much attention to activist literature which strives to
create alternatives in the world in which we live. This provides a practical and balanced

basis for the pursuit of less cruel and sustainable alternatives in animal agriculture.
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Animal studies has been critiqued as being stuck in a theoretical phase, so the use of

alternative food geographies literature pulls it back down to earth, to a study of practice.

These literatures are complementary in the way that they describe the subject of
study (agriculture or animals) and the harmful effects of distancing. I first describe
alternative food geographies, specifically the turn towards local food as a way to
counteract the spatial, social, political, and moral effects of distancing within the food
system. Second, I discuss the study of “new” cultural animal geographies to provide a
background on how animals have been incorporated or excluded from urban identities,
spaces and places. Third, I take a moment to expand on the concept of distancing and
explain how divergent ideas and perspectives inform one-another and shape though and
theory. Finally, I discuss urban agriculture and urban livestock agriculture as practices
that bridge these two literatures and help facilitate opportunities for this and future

research.

Alternative Food Geographies

The term “alternative food geographies” was first used by Whatmore and Thorne
(1997) and refers to a broad set of food and agriculture related relationships and practices
set in opposition to those which are conventional (Maye, Kneafsey, & Holloway, 2007).
One way of looking at alternative food geographies is through the perspective of
alternative economics. Literature on alternative economics has given forecast and
analysis by studying economic alternatives to capitalism. The purpose of alternative
economics is to “challenge the discursive dominance of capitalism, currently neo-liberal

capitalism, as the primary economic practice” (Blecha, 2007, p. 80). Instances of people
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enacting alternatives are viewed as “spaces of hope” which could be proliferative
(Gibson-Graham 1996 in Leyshon & Lee, 2003, p. 23). The transformative potential of
small alternatives within dominant economic systems or practices is substantial. Leyshon
and Lee (2003) are optimistic about the proliferative capacity these spaces of hope.
Drawing from Leyshon and Lee’s work, Maye et al. also describe the topology of the
neoliberal model as a “uniform global economic geography” rather than attentiveness to

the specificities of space and location (2007, p. 5).

This refers not just to economic systems generally, but directly applies to describe
the form and function of food production. The topology of the dominant food system can
also be described as uniform: increasingly concentrated, commodified and globalized.
Alternative food projects can be viewed as these proliferative spaces which hope to
counter the “prevailing power relations in the food supply system” (Holloway, et al.,
2007, p. 90). Holloway et al. (2007) encourage us to acknowledge how alternative food
projects contribute, perhaps without intention, to fuel resistance and form challenges to
prevailing food systems. I will briefly review how scholars have conceptualized such

spaces as localized, community-embedded food systems.

Numerous scholars have described the socio-spatial effects of the dominant food
system. In Civic Agriculture, Thomas A. Lyson uses “distancing” to describe “the
process that separates people from the source of their food and replaces diversified
sustainable food systems with a globalized, commodified system” (2004, p. 39). In
Coming in to the Foodshed, Kloppenburg Hendrickson and Stevenson describe a similar
phenomenon stating, “The distance from which their food comes represents their
separation from the knowledge of how and by whom what they consume is produced,

6
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processes and transported” (2004, p. 34). Striving for a more localized food system is
appropriate response to the realization of distancing (Kloppenburg, et al., 1996). In this
stride, the “foodshed” is conceptualized as the flow of food from its source of production
to the site of consumption within a particular landscape, place or community
(Kloppenburg, et al., 1996). From the spatial analysis of the foodshed one of the most
obvious concerns was the energy necessary to transport food over long distances, and its

burden on the environmental resources.

From the inception of eftorts to regionalize or localize food, they were not simply
spatially oriented but also realized the importance of social, economic and moral
considerations. Kloppenburg et al. describe the necessity of embedding these efforts in a
moral economy and restoring social links within the food system (1996, pp. 36-37).
Lyson also makes a significant contribution to the holistic view of local agriculture. He
describes local food systems as food production set within a community, adhering to
ecological approaches, and governed through democratic processes in which economic
and political power are dispersed (Lyson, 2004). Given this context, localities should be
considered alternative spaces for of production. These ideas have matured through
development of the literature. Scholars urge practitioners to remain critically reflective
of efforts so that they actually contribute to environmental soundness (Hinrichs, 2003;
Winter, 2003), improve social linkages (Hinrichs, 2003), establish social and cultural
fairness (Allen, 2004; Winter, 2003), and build community (DeLind, 2002; Delind, 2006;
DeLind & Bingen, 2008) rather than recreate micro-scaled systems of domination and

uniformity.
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Academics, activists, and citizens have mobilized towards the realization of
community food systems through efforts for local food as “a banner in which people try
to counteract trends of economic concentration, social disempowerment, and
environmental degradation in food and agriculture landscapes” (Goodman 2000, cited in
Hinrichs, 2003, p. 33). Farmers’ markets, community supported agriculture, and
backyard gardening are projects that create alternatives that challenge the dominance of

the current industrial food system.

Animal Geographies

There is also a newly emerging area of study focusing on the culturally-oriented
geography of animals. According to Jennifer Wolch this area has two sub-sections; the
‘new’ cultural geography, which emphasizes the social construction of urban spaces, and
political ecology, which looks at how political and economic arenas are linked (2002, p.
725). In an effort to include animals in social and cultural theory, a call many scholars
have made (see Tovey, 2003; Whatmore, 1999; Wolch, 1998; Wolch, 2002; Wolch &
Emel, 1995), the study of animal cultural geographies has re-animated urban studies
through inquiry in: identity and subjectivity, animals and urban place formation, and
urban moral reckoning (Wolch, 2002). These three areas guide the review of this

literature.
Conceptualizations of urban space.

The conceptualization of urban spaces is related to intertwining human and
animal identities. Researchers have studied how human and animal identities shape one-

another. This involves, first, looking at how animals are represented in human culture or,



in other words, how they are socially defined by us (Philo & Wilbert, 2000). The most
thoroughly theorized and discussed conceptual spaces in animal and environmental
studies are Nature and Culture. The study of Nature/Culture has evolved from the long-
standing Western perspective of man’s superiority and attempts to tame, control and
civilize all things natural (Spiegel, 1988). Emblematic of this dominant perspective is the
human/animal divide. In addition to this, Wolch and others (1998; 2000) have focused
on country/city or rural/urban distinction as a mirror image of Nature/Culture, with a

unique and diverse set of human-animal relationships.

To explore the rural/urban distinction, Chris Philo (1995) re-examined discourses
surrounding the debates of removing meat markets and slaughter houses from London
and Chicago in the early twentieth century. Through the examination of primary
research, Philo demonstrates how long-term processes of constructing conceptual
categories and actual places of “urban” and “rural” allowed some animals, such as pets,
to remain and others, such as livestock, to be excluded. He finds that medical, hygienic,
organizational and moral discourses, “coded animals...[livestock]...as impure, polluting,
disruptive and discomforting occupants of urban spaces...” (Philo, 1995, p. 677). These
discourses have much to do with the formation of different ideas about what is urban and
rural. It is the source of the belief that livestock animals are out of place within cities.
This continues to be a predominant understanding today. Other scholars have echoed the

broader trend of “denaturalizing” cities introduced here (Wolch, 1998).

While dominant urban human identities have been increasingly welcoming of pets
and unwelcoming of livestock, other studies have shown how gender, race, culture and
class shape and define unique relationships. One project conducted focus groups with

9



women from Los Angeles and found three conceptual categories of animal: pet, food
animal, and wildlife (Wolch, et al., 2000). Researchers found that some women who are
ethnic minorities commiserated and empathized with what they perceived as a shared
outsider status belonging to pets and wildlife. However, as the researchers state, “Food
animals were simply necessary for survival; people had to distance themselves from their
unfortunate fate” (Wolch et al., 2000, p. 129). This constructed food animals as the
ultimate urban ‘other.” In another study, researchers found that recent Latina
immigrants kept backyard chickens as a way to retain a connection to the rural landscapes
in which they once lived (Wolch & Lassiter, 2002). Human identities contribute to what

animals are deemed acceptable and unacceptable in urban areas, thus animal identities.
Formation of Places.

In addition to the conceptualizations of urban spaces, there is scholarship on the
social and cultural construction of urban and the discursive and practical forces guiding
the orderings of humans and animals. Spatial orderings are governed by our constructed
beliefs about what animals should occupy what places (Philo & Wilbert, 2000). The
medical, hygienic, and organizational discourses guide the proper placement of livestock:
proximately or remotely to the perimeters of human existence (Philo, 1995; Philo &

Wilbert, 2000).

The research of Andrea Gaynor (1999, 2007) analyzed city records in Australia
and identified components such as gender and class to explain attitudes and practices
regarding animals. Additionally, it offers a discourse of modernity by which cities can

operate on the principles of efficiency, cleanliness, and a reliance on increasing and

10



improving technologies used by mobile and individualist populations (Gaynor 1999, in
Blecha, 2007). Gaynor (2007) also makes a significant contribution to this area of
scholarship by describing diverse positions on urban livestock. She found that people
held diverse perspectivés on urban livestock rather than a generalized interest in
achieving distance from animals (Gaynor, 1999, p. 32). This draws attention to
individuals, primarily of lower class, who resisted the conventional view due to the need
of animals for food. Both Philo and Gaynor found city zoning to be practical ways to

shape the ordering of livestock animals (Gaynor, 1999; Philo, 1995).
Urban Moral Geography.

The constructed belief of man’s superiority, which is emblematic of the
humarn/animal divide, also supports a false dualism of Subject/object which has
significant moral implications. Scholars have broadly explored the moral implications of
viewing animals as objects in various parts of contemporary human society, particularly
their mistreatment in industrial agriculture (Mason & Finelli, 2006). This was also
discussed in Philo’s study of early twentieth century. Human-centered moral discourses
concerning the affect of sights of animal sexuality and cruelty on woman and children
were used to support the removal of animal markets in London and Chicago. With
slaughterhouses, Philo (1995) identified discomfort felt by residents due to animals
slaughter in such a proximate location to where they work and live, as an additional

reason for slaughterhouse exclusion.

James Serpell (1986) was the first scholar to apply the idea of “distancing

devices” to human-animal interactional patterns. Distancing devices are ways in which

11



we, as hurnans, attempt to cope with the discomfort associated with the mistreatment or
killing of other animals. Serpell identifies a few types of distancing devices, such as
detachment and its “natural partner,” concealment. Detachment involves physically or
psychologically sectioning-off certain animals as morally inconsequential. The differing
relationship humans have with food animals compared to pets is illustrative of
detachment. Concealment involves hiding animals and their suffering through visual
means, @ means of scale, and/or verbal means. For example, factory farm buildings

conceal everything that happens inside.

In response to these historical forces that have built an unjust geography, is a call

to reco g nijze animals as individuals or subjects rather than objects (Nassbaum, 2007;
Whatmore, 1999). Pets are often thought of as the ideal example of viewing animals as
subjects. However, Yi-Fu Tuan’s analysis of pet-keeping shows subtle examples of
human domination of pets (Tuan, 1984). Through interviews and participant observation
with h o bby farmers as well as readings of small holding magazines, Lewis Holloway
(2001) explored the moral geography of the simultaneous ascription of “livestock” and
“pet” to animals kept on small farms. Although this is a practice that does not occur in an
urban landscape, the research contains valuable information about the moral geography
ofanimals. The research found that hobby farmers believed their practices to be ethically
superior to conventional farming, although he found issues of slaughter and consumption
of these Pets animals ethically problematic (Holloway, 2001). The levels of distancing
differed between hobby farms and conventional farms. Hobby farms reproduced a small
level of distancing, where as conventional farms produce an obvious and extreme level of

d‘StanCing between animals and humans.



“Distancimg,” a Bridge between Food and Animal Geographies

“Distancing” was discussed within the context of food geographies and animal
geographies. The strictly spatial conception of “distancing,” attributed to Kloppenburg et
al. (1996) and Lyson (2004) within food and agriculture studies, has matured through
food systen s localization literature. Scholars realize that a strictly spatial idea of
localization aimed at counteracting effects of distancing is a theoretically shallow and a
problematic thrust to alternative agri-food movements (Allen, 2004; Dupuis & Goodman
2005; Hinrichs, 2003; Winter 2003). Many scholars have taken on the task of describing
a theoretical base that takes into account local inequities and ecological damage that are

not nece ssarily overcome by spatially proximate production.

Aunimal studies scholars have used distancing in the psychological sense,
attnbuted to Serpell (1986), to argue towards moral conclusions about human-animal
relationships. In The Sexual Politics of Meat: A Feminist- Vegetarian Critical Theory,
Carol A dams (2000) argues that discursive devices distance humans from the animals
they eat. Furthermore, when food animals are slaughtered they become ‘absent
referents," their presence is not only distant discursively, but absent altogether.

According to Adams, this allows humans to eat meat without considering its moral

implications.

G eographers have pushed boundaries, moving beyond the spatial to study social
and moral geographies. Whatmore and Thorne (1997) used Actor Network Theory
(ANT) to demonstrate that an exclusively spatial analysis of food and agriculture

Beographies is theoretically shallow. These scholars described an example in fair trade

13



whereby food labeling provides a consumer with a narrative in which the producer
receives an equable return. Food labeling serves as a psychological worm hole that
enables people to shorten the physical distance between producer and consumer.

Hinrichs (2003) uses ANT to demonstrate how food system localization, using a
local/global binary, is socially and environmentally problematic. The use of ANT
instructs us to think about “distancing devices,” previously described in the psychological
sense, as devices that work in concert with the spatial relationship humans have with food
and agriculture with social and moral consequence. Holloway (2001) describes the moral
implications of physical and psychological distance between hobby farmers and their

animals. His research further supports the connection between these two types of

dislanc ing

"The limitations of spatial proximity of food system localization literature, the use
of psy <hological distancing devices to draw moral conclusions, and the use of ANT in
geography literature to bridge physical and psychological distance are significant
developments in these literatures. For these reasons, I argue for the compatibility of these
ideas o f djstancing from divergent origins. The moral implication of animal placement
within agricultural systems guides and informs this study. The practice of raising
chickens in urban areas of the US provides the context in which food production and
animal 1ives happen. The further discussion of urban livestock agriculture globally and in

the US vaill focus on this specific phenomenon.
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Urban Liwv estock Agriculture, Globally and in US

Urban agriculture and urban livestock agriculture are practices that bridge
literatures from alternative food and animal geographies. Urban agriculture movements
seek envirorimental soundness and social equity. Local food discourses have subsumed
urban agriculture as a way of reconnecting urban people to rural farmers and promoting
ways urban residents can be self-sufficient and use less energy in food transport.
However, urban agriculture continues to contend with dominant conceptualizations of
urban spaces. Historical discourses and practical forces have zoned out many agricultural
activities from cities. Agricultural activities involving animals evoke an especially strong
Tesponse. Decisions to practice urban livestock agriculture are met with greater

resistance by those who hold the dominant perspective of urban as strictly human, sterile,

moderm environments.
Urban Agriculture and Livestock Globally.

Gilobally, agriculture has always been a part of city life (van Veenhuizen, 2006).
Urban agriculture is defined as “[g]rowing plants and raising animals for food and other
uses within and around cities and towns, and related activities such as the production and
delivery of inputs, and the processing and marketing of products” (van Veenhuizen,
2006, p. 2). Luc. J. A. Mougeot was the first to acknowledge that location is not the most
importan t characteristic of urban agriculture rather it is “its integration into the urban
€conomic and ecological system" (2000, p. 9). Urban agriculture is a new field and
Primarily studied in so called developing nations as one way to encourage food security,

Productive urban livelihoods, and environmentally sustainable development (Mougeot,
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2005). On a global stage authors recognize the dominant public perception of urban
agriculture as “the oxymoron par excellence,” but also acknowledge that, “it is part of a
larger set O f trends that are transforming our living urban (and rural) space on a massive

and unstoppable scale” (Mougeot, 2005, p. 25).

Globally, the research agenda for urban livestock has closely followed that of
urban agriculture and how the activities contribute to food security, urban livelihoods,

and environmentally sustainable development. More specifically urban livestock

agriculture can be characterized as:

Urban livestock systems that occur in a large variation of forms and functions, in
and around densely populated areas, and they strongly interact with surrounding
communities, poor as well as wealthy, at several levels of system hierarchy, as

well as with rural areas. (Schiere, Rischkowsky, Thys, Schiere, & Matthys, 2006)

Keepin g food animals has always been part of city life and the persistence of this practice
indicates its benefit to practitioners (Schier et al., 2006, p. 355). Urban livestock

agricul ture research finds that, "mainstream thinking tends to exclude livestock from
cities across the board" (Schier et al. 2006, p. 357). This closely echoes the study of
urban animal geographies with the exclusionary dominant perspective but also the

acknow] edgement of diverse positions on urban livestock.

S chier et al. (2006) encourage the acknowledgement of both the advantages and
disadvantages of urban livestock agriculture. Advantages include freshness, economics
of function, potential profitability for producers, and affordability for consumers.

Disadvantages include disease, noise pollution, odor, pests, damage to property, and

16



identificati on with so called backwardness. The framework of non-linear thinking
recognizes the trade-offs, net benefits and comparative advantages associated with all
activities irx urban areas. Furthermore, the authors demonstrate how these trade-offs are
already present with many other urban activities and highlight the potential of urban

livestock agriculture to help alleviate some urban problems such as food waste disposal.
Urban Agriculture and Livestock in North America, US.

Urban agriculture is a new area of study and development in North America.
Community and backyard gardening have long been present in US cities, even though
popularity has fluctuated due to a range of factors (Lawson, 2005). The most recent
iteration of urban agriculture in North America has broad objectives that include using

vacant 1and, improving low-income neighborhoods, developing self-sufficiency among
residents, recycling food waste, and reducing food transportation (Kaufman & Bailkey,
2000). Through interviews of practitioners and other community members, Kaufman and
Bailkey describe the institutional climate or "the readiness of external groups to accept
and support this vision" (2000, p. 7) as a major factor that affects the success of such
activities. One of many obstacles that were identified by this study was the uninformed
ornegatiwve perceptions of urban agriculture held by the general public and government

officials (Kaufman & Bailkey, 2000, p. 59).

S cholars and activist have worked with city and other regional governments to
Create conditions and regulations that allow a greater degree and variety of urban
agriculture activities. Scholarly support put food systems on the urban policy agenda

(Ka“f“'\an, 2008; Pothukuchi & Kaufman, 1999). The American Planning Association’s
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Policy Guide to Community and Regional Planning recognizes urban agriculture as a part
of an effort to build more self-reliant and sustainable community food systems (Bingen et
al., 2009). At the local level, this may involve the changing of city, county, or township

ordinances. This was necessary as part of an effort to allow the creation and maintenance

of community gardens in Madison WI. (Felsing, 2001).

In the global North, academia has largely ignored the study of urban livestock
agriculture (Blecha, 2007). This is because of the lack of the focus on development and
improving the living standard in poor countries, the persistent Western dualism of
rural/urban that supports the dominant perception of agriculture as out of place in cities,

and the desired invisibility of this alternative practice (Blecha, 2007, pp. 31-37).

There are few studies exploring urban livestock in the US. Bellows et al. (2000)
comp leted a small study on practices in the state of New Jersey. The purpose of the study
Was to spur policy development for community food security. Although this is an initial
study on the practice, their findings are valuable beyond this context. They describe the
keeping of urban livestock as a largely unknown and/or illegal activity. The connotation
of this practice is not "part of the dominant culture," and the mainstream perception of
this acti Vity is “marginal, primitive, dangerous, and dirty" (Bellows, et al., 2000, p. 8).
Socially , urban livestock farming is largely associated with lower economic classes and
ethnic groups associated with recent immigration. This research suggests that conflict

Can man i fest over the enforcement of municipal regulations that prohibit or restrict urban

livestock .
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Blecha (2007) recognized the value of further academic examination of urban
livestock. She completed an initial study through in-depth interviews and participant
observation with backyard chicken keepers and non-traditional student participants at an
educational farm. Blecha also describes urban agriculture and urban livestock in the US
as example s of alternative spaces of production. Her questions and findings have been
established within literatures of alternative economies and animal geographies. She
found that keeping urban livestock allowed people to express alternative sets of beliefs
and attitudes towards agri-food systems, capitalist economic relations, urban ecologies, as

well as human—animal relationships.

The abundance of mass media lends itself as an appropriate way to study the
feCent representation of urban livestock agriculture in the US. Examining concepts and
themes of alternative food and animal geographies helps to uncover new information

about how the newsprint media has introduced this otherwise little-known practice to its

readers.
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CHAPTER 3
Method

The methodology used in this study had an important role in developing the
research questions and guiding the study methods including sampling, coding and
analysis. Social movement and communications literatures were used to create a tailored
approach to analyze the discourse present within newsprint media on urban chicken-
keeping. The process of framing is used to explain the power and impact of newsprint
media, thus the effect on public perception of this little-known practice. The research
questions developed from a general exploration of concepts and themes present in

NEWspPrint media on urban chickens to the consideration of specific methodological
aspects including how the concepts and themes market dominant ideologies, emphasize
ser. iOusness, blame parties, form identities, encourage action, or make the article exciting.
The methodology guided the design of study methods and allowed the researcher to

justify choices made to set boundaries for the research project.

Metho dology

To build this methodology it is important to start by stating my epistemological,
°m°l°gical, and theoretical orientation. I most closely identify with constructionism as
an epistemology, maintaining that knowledge is constructed in specific social and
historic a| contexts; concurrently I reject the tenets of positivism specifically that a
Sing‘ﬂar, discoverable truth exists. Ontologically, I accept the existence of a physical
reality but, in a postmodern vein, recognize various forms of representation beyond

physical bodies and language including sound, vision, and scent (Haraway, 1991; Sanders
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& Arluke, 1996; Whatmore, 1999), as well as the existence of objects of knowledge
(Haraway, 1991). This allows for a decentering of humans as the primary constructors of
knowledge and allows animals to contribute to so-called human culture and have a

culture of their own.

As a theoretical orientation, critical inquiry guides my research. This critical

theoretical orientation is based upon the belief that:

The traditional scientific process ultimately creates knowledge that is used to
maintain (justify, fortify, reconstruct) the status quo in which all those forced to
the peripheries of the social system (women, people of color, sexual minorities,
and the lower socioeconomic classes) are continually oppressed through the
reproduction of the hierarchical dominant ideology. (Hesse-Beiber & Leavy,

2006, p. 31)

That is certainly the case for animals, who are unacknowledged by our dominant ways of
constructing knowledge and creating culture. Juliet Clutton-Brock (2007) defines the
historical-cultural aspects of domestication as when animals are “incorporated into the
social structure” and “absorbed into the culture of the human owners.” She contends that
the domesticated animal is a cultural artifact but also possesses a culture of its own that is
able to develop and evolve. Therefore, critical inquiry calls attention to the study'of how
animals are culturally incorporated due to their faint, yet significant, “voice” in

contributing to knowledge and culture.

Thus far I have been describing a social constructionist perspective in which

reality, as we know it, is “shaped by cultural and linguistic constructs™ (Patton, 2002, p.
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96). While not one of the neglected forms of representation above, language is one way
humans construct meaning and create culture. This process of constructing meaning and
creating culture is not an isolated event. Hesse-Biber and Leavy describe the
construction of knowledge about reality in a way heavily influenced by the ideas of
Michel Foucault: “being social creatures, our ideas are not simply created in our minds,
but are rather a part of ;1 larger social and political context with its own materiality”
(2006, p. 31). As Donald Matheson describes it, we “participate in language sometimes
individually and sometimes in groups but we participate in historically evolved and
sedimented processes of communication through language” (2005, p. 9). This highlights

the dynamism of ideas but also their interconnectedness over time and space.

By acknowledging the idea of a language as part of a “larger social and political
context with its own materiality,” those wishing to study the social construction of
knowledge, particularly dominant ideologies, are led to explore public discourses (Hesse-
Biber & Leavy, 2006, p. 31). This allows investigation into “the implications of those
constructions for...lives and interactions with others” (Patton, 2002, p. 96). Public
discourses exist and interact through a myriad of cultural representations, and it is by
studying these representations that we can gain knowledge in order to say something
about the implication of those constructions within society. In other words, discourse
analysis seeks to study how language, for instance in textual documents, is connected to
social and cultural life (Matheson, 2005). Furthermore, Critical Discourse Analysis
“seek[s] not just to understand how language works in society, but in whose interests and
with what effects on the world that is constructed in language” (Matheson, 2005, p.12); it

is therefore a rich and worthwhile site and subject of critical inquiry.
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Discourse analysis is often an interdisciplinary activity (Matheson, 2005) which
makes the methodology of this project diverse, but not divergent. Different
methodological traditions emphasize certain aspects that are useful to my methodology as
a whole. Many scholars have found content analysis of media as a worthwhile pursuit to
explore human-animal relationships (Kalof & Fitzgerald, 2003; Lerner & Kalof, 1999) as
well as media discourses related to food issues (Lockie, 2006; Ten Eyck & Williment,
2003, 2004). Conducting content analyses in these separate, but related, areas have quite
different theoretical traditions. I seek to contribute to both areas with the methodology

outlined below.

I most strongly emphasize the social constructionist approach to discourse
analysis and find social movements to be a well-developed literature to guide this content
analysis. However, communication studies literature on discourse analysis is
complementary and helps the researcher think about the impact of textual documents as
communication. Both will be employed to an extent. This project focuses on discourse
analysis of the newsprint media, specifically newspaper articles which have unique
methodological considerations. To further discuss this methodology and its unique
considerations, it is important to differentiate between three terms: discourse, ideology

and frame.

Discourse.

Within the broader, interdisciplinary discussion of discourse analysis scholars find
it important to distinguish what is meant by discourse. In the introduction to the edited

book Qualitative Discourse Analysis in the Social Sciences, Ruth Wodak (2008)

23



gk
king
disely
think
deir

whicl

discu

Teas(
(Hah
Morg

Moy



highlighted the importance of clearly defining discourse within the theoretical approach
being used due to the number of definitions that exist and originate from many
disciplinary threads. She laid out key definitions which included those of influential
thinkers such as Michel Foucault and Jiirgen Habermas. Wodak summarized Foucault’s
definition of discourse as “a set of relationships existing between discursive events”
which allows the “cultural critic to identify both static and dynamic relationships between
discursive events and to address the cause and consequences of historical change” (2008,
p- 5). According to Foucault, change only happens through a shift in power structure;
power is key and discipline is a technique used to produce conforming people (Wodak,
1996). A concise definition of discourse, used in a recent study drawing upon the
communications literature on discourse, would be: “ways of talking about something,
organizing knowledge and thereby classifying and regulating people” (Haralambos et al.
1996, cited in Lockie 2006, p. 314). This certainly draws on Foucault’s ideas of power

and discipline.

For Habermas the overarching goal of communication is to reach understanding
and agreement. Habermas distinguished discourse from communicative action. Rather,
discourse is when we “talk about the norms of action themselves [and] about utterances”
(Wodak 1996, p. 29). To quote Habermas: “[i]n discourses we seek to restore, through
reasoning, a problematized harmony which has prevailed in communicative action”
(Habermas 1989, cited in Wodak, 1996, p. 29). Habermas’ definition of discourse is
more appropriate when drawing from social movement literature. Actors of social

movements seek understanding from the general public about issues, for instance
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injustices, which present themselves in “everyday normative language games” (Wodak,

1996, p. 29).

Wodak (1996) contrasted the theoretical foundations provided by Foucault and
Habermas and finds them both useful depending upon the specific context of the
empirical work. I will use this recommendation and keep them both in mind. Social
movement literature identifies another set of terms that must be clearly defined and
differentiated: ideology and frame. This will ultimately be very instructive to

methodological concerns for analyzing newsprint media.

Ideology.

Social movement literature is very clear about what ideology is, and what
questions and methods can be used to explore it. Ideology is a “system of meaning that
couples assertions and theories about the nature of social life with values and norms
relevant to promoting or resisting social change" (Oliver & Johnston, 2000, p. 43). The
make-up of these “systems of ideas” is a combination of personal experience and cultural
knowledge provided, in part, by newsprint media (William A. Gamson, 1995); Rude uses
the terminology of inherent and derived ideology to differentiate between two sources for
constructing meaning (Rude, 1980 in Mooney & Hunt, 1996). The construction of
ideology is dynamic, people are “actively engaged in the production and maintenance of

meaning” (David A. Snow & Benford, 1992, p. 136).

To directly study these systems of ideas it is necessary to go beyond the textual
documents and consult the active constructors—people. As Oliver and Johnston explain,

"[i]deologies are complex systems of thought that cannot be communicated accurately in
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stock phrases or sound bites..." (Oliver & Johnston, 2000 p. 48). While mass media
discourses contribute to ideologies, it would be misinformed, according to social
movement literature, to say that anyone could study ideologies themselves through the

analysis discourse within mass media.

This is not to say, however, that media studies are useless or that the mass media
are incapable of having great influence on the public construction of knowledge on
important issues. As mentioned at the beginning of this section, newsprint media are a
source of cultural knowledge used to formulate derived ideology. Popular mass media
shape social agendas, are important to developing and maintaining controversies, and
influence the hopes and fears of the public (Ten Eyck & Williment, 2004). Also, mass
media are cultural tools to substantiate knowledge on issues (Ten Eyck, 2003).
Sociological movement and communication studies literatures have theorized and
explored ways in which news media “affects the process of constructing meaning”
through the “selection, organization, and presentation” of information through the notion

of framing (Altheide, 1996, p. 18).

Framing.

Framing theory is an excellent way to conceptualize the influence of media and
explain how textual documents, and specifically newspapers, can be studied. The term
"frame" in the sense that it is used in the social movement tradition was popularized by
Erving Goffman (1974) in his work entitled Frame Analysis. Goffman claimed that a

framework, or a schema of interpretation, “allows its user to locate, perceive, identify,
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and label a seemingly infinite number of concrete occurrences defined in its terms,”

answering the question: “[w]hat is it that’s going on here?” (1974, pp. 21, 25).

Following from Habermas' idea of discourse, social movement actors seek not
only understanding, but also action on behalf of the issue or perceived injustice. In
disentangling notions of ideology and framing, Oliver and Johnston state, “[f]rames are
an aspect of cultural knowledge, stored in memory, that permit social actors to move in
and out of different experiences as if there were not completely new” (2000, p. 40). In
other words, frames allow an actor to evoke cultural knowledge in order say something
beyond the obvious. This is necessary to recruit participants to understand and to act
collectively; there is a need to convey a direct message that will resonate, so much so,
that it will mobilize individuals. To this end, authors expand on collective action frames
or “ways of understanding that imply the need and desirability of some form of action”

(Gamson, 1995, pp. 231-232).

Collective action frames have three functions: punctuation, attribution, and
articulation, which further define and describe what frames actually do. Snow and
Benford describe the function of punctuation as to “underscore and embellish the
seriousness and injustice of a social condition or redefine as unjust and immoral...”
(1992, p. 137). Attribution answers “who” or “what” is responsible for the unjust
condition thus helping lead to diagnostic and prognostic conclusions (Mooney & Hunt,
1996; Snow & Benford, 1992). Articulation allows activists to “tie together” different
events and experiences to render a message meaningful to an audience (Snow & Benford,

1992, pp. 137-138).
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Now that I have established what framing is and what it allows actors to do within
a social movement it is reasonable to move on to discuss how they are used. Frames are
used by actors of social movements to provide a pre-fabricated way to consume a
message. Similar to the production and maintenance of meaning, scholars have long
recognized framing as a dynamic process. Snow and others discuss different types of
processes, termed frame alignment, by which frames are utilized to increase movement
participation (Snow, Worden, Rochford, & Benford, 1986). Mooney and Hunt add how

frames can be blended and change over time (Mooney & Hunt, 1996).

Pertinent to this study is the use of framing within the newsprint media. William
A. Gamson (1995) discusses collective action frames within the media and lays out
characteristics necessary for the frames to be successful. These characteristics include:
an entity to blame, the promotion of the idea of collective agency, and a well defined
identity to a movement. Gamson discusses the way in which newsprint media use these
characteristics to cover social issues. The media usually focus on human actors and
down play other structural forces through the use of narrative, the dramatic format which
is exciting for the audience to read. Newsprint media tend to “discourage a sense of
agency” and “induce collective helplessness™ (Gamson, 1995, p. 235), although they can
support collective agency through coverage of successful instance of collective action.
Newsprint media can also misrepresent the intended identity of a movement; they can
“reinforce one part that a movement wishes to encourage at the same time that it
contradicts or undercuts other parts” (Gamson, 1995, p. 235). He gave the portrayal of
nuclear disarmament as an example. Nuclear disarmament was portrayed in media as a

white youth movement when the movement actors wished to emphasize the issue as
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cutting across all color, ethnicity and gender boundaries. Collective frames are often
adversarial in that they set up opposing sides, a “we” and a “they.” Within this
established opposition, especially when a group is attacking “the dominant cultural code
of what is normal...” (Gamson, 1995, p. 240), mass media themselves may be targeted as

an opposing actor or seen as a necessary ally.

In addition to clarifying how the newsprint media frame issues, it is important to
identify how social movement researchers elicit these frames from textual documents.
Mooney and Hunt (1996) extracted three master frames by analyzing historical texts
about American agrarian mobilization in order to draw conclusions about the
continuity/discontinuity of master frames over time. Here, frames were emergent from
historical texts. Wright, Ransom, and Tanaka (2005) look at claims and claim-makers
within media coverage of BSE disease to shed light upon how confidence, or skepticism,
is constructed. Here, the analysis was guided by the research questions and a range of
social movement concepts such as claims-making, the role of the expert, competing

interests, and framing.

Communication studies contribute to the study of framing within mass media,
also tracing the notion of “frame” to its use by Goffman in 1974. These two literatures
are complementary, each having their own strengths. Communications studies theorize
the impact of media and develop ways to study newsprint media at a variety of levels,
from lexical choice to broader concepts and themes. Using this tradition, Lockie
describes framing as “the repetitive use of particular ways for presenting information that
help the reader, or viewer, or listener interpret the meaning and significance of that
information” (2006, p. 314). It is here, in the ability to choose one frame over another,
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that journalist can indicate how the message is to be understood. Lockie, who conducted
a content analysis on organic foods in media discourses, acknowledges a power

dimension to journalism: “Framing allows journalists to focus on objective and balanced
presentation of facts while still contributing — whether consciously or unconsciously - to

the pursuit of particular political projects” (2006, p. 314).

Focusing on the frame allows the researcher to explore the ways journalists
"negotiate their difficult task of making exciting copy that will attract audiences, staying
on side with their sources, giving clear and authoritative accounts and avoiding
accusation of bias or inaccuracy" (Matheson, 2005, p. 29). This is similar to thinking of
journalists as interpretive communities (Ten Eyck & Williment, 2003) that are guided by
professional conventions. When studying newsprint media it is important to
acknowledge that as journalist seek to cover events or phenomenon with “news value.”
News values include consequence, timeline, proximity, prominence and human interest;
these characteristics determine what are, and are not, newsworthy events; newsworthy
events are the ones that make into print (Miller & Reichert, 2000). Given this realization,
the news media should not be critiqued for overlooking events that lack news value; this
is simply how news is reported. However, it may be useful to note who or what is being

overlooked to make recommendation for others.

Within both literatures, framing theory allows the researcher to be very clear
about what type of conclusions analysis can lead to. Many empirical studies, using a
discourse analysis methodology to study mass media, contain an important caveat that
highlights the importance of avoiding causal claims about the media’s influence.
William A. Gamson and Andre Modigliani argue that, “By examining discourse and
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public opinion as parallel systems, we deliberately avoid making certain causal
assumptions” (1989, p. 2). Also, the study of media discourse should not be equated with

perspectives or attitudes of the public:

It would be simplistic to draw any direct causal inferences, in either direction,
between media reporting and public understanding and attitudes. Nevertheless,
mass media representations of food-related issues do provide a useful focus to
analyze the ways in which words, symbols, and meaning are deployed in bids to
influence others and thus to order, or structure, food production-consumption

networks. (Lockie, 2006, p. 313)

The same would apply in the constructionist discourse analysis of human—animal

networks.

This methodology draws attention to a number of things. It highlights concepts
within the text as content selected by newspapers—consciously or unconsciously— to
market dominant ideologies or pursue political projects. It points to the importance of
themes within the text, not simply as ways newspapers report but as a presentation style
selected to have a desifed resonance with the reader. Themes can also hold information
about ways in which newspapers choose to present actors to blame, opposing sides, or
encourage action. Finally, it draws the researchers’ attention to the way in which the
above categories interact to create “patterns and commonalities of knowledge and
structure” across various articles (Wodak, 2008, p. 6). These methodological conclusions

are used in the coding and analysis (see Coding & Analysis).
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Study Methods

A content analysis is "any technique for making inferences by systematically...
identifying special characteristics of messages" (Holsti 1986, cited in Berg, 2004). In this
project, the senders of the messages are large circulation newspapers throughout the US.
For data, this research collected articles about urban livestock agriculture, which

primarily covered people raising chickens in urban areas.

Sampling.

The sampling period for this analysis was May 2006 to May 2009. To retrieve
newspaper articles the Lexis-Nexis database was used to perform searches using the
terms urban agriculture AND animal* OR chicken*, urban AND chicken*, and city
AND chicken* within US newspapers (* being a wildcard character). After collected,
the articles were screened for relevance to urban animal agriculture, and those that were
not relevant were excluded. Also 6 editorial articles were excluded to maintain a
consistent voice of newspaper staff rather than citizens. This search process supplied 94
articles from small to large newspapers throughout the US including The New York
Times, the Washington Post, USA Today, Houston Chronicle, Star Tribune, The San
Francisco Chronicle, The Plain Dealer, The Milwaukee Journal Sentinel, and many

newswires from The Associated Press. The unit of analysis was the news article.

Sampling was motivated by viewing urban livestock as a trend within broader
alternative agri-food and urban agriculture movements, movements unique to the US.
Maye et al. (2007) charact<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>