
Politicking for All Animals’ Long-Term Future
Politicians don’t know enough to address root causes of human misery in animal abuse. 
So, we must teach them. 
By David Cantor
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“It takes a long time for the 
truth to become true.”
— Robert Penn Warren

Since the 17th century, 
Americans have sporad-

ically prohibited cruelty to 
nonhuman animals. Starting 
with a Massachusetts law 
prohibiting beating horses 
in public, “animal welfare” 
advocates have sought 
“issues” hard for officials 
and their constituents to 
reject. Who could defend 
cockfighting, dog-fighting, 
force-feeding ducks and 
geese to make a “delicacy,” 
cutting off dogs’ tails for 
appearances, crating calves 
their entire short lives for 
“veal”? 
     That sounds like a rhetor-
ical question, but it is easy 
for powerful industries like 
weapons, meat, biomedical, 
restaurant, auto, travel, and 
clothing to block anti-cruelty 
measures regardless of leg-
islators’ wishes. Lobbyists 
only need to whisper that an 
animal-advocacy toe in the 
door could endanger “the 
American way of life” or 
jobs in legislators’ districts 
or free enterprise.
     Results of what stan-
dard animal advocacy calls 
“getting political for the 
animals” – targeting select-
ed atrocities rather than sys-
temic animal-abuse policy 
(see “Policy … Determines 
What People Eat,” this 
page): ever-increasing animal 
abuse; public, news-

Standard animal advocacy tells people 
that when they switch from the stan-
dard American diet (SAD) to plants-only 
eating, they “save” nonhuman animals by 
reducing the number slaughtered, facto-
ry-farmed, yanked from the ocean by a 
hook through the mouth, and otherwise 
subjected to lawful atrocities. If only we 
can spread the truth about the meat, dairy, 
fish, and egg industries (MDFE), the theory 
goes, so many people will choose to eat as 
“we” do that MDFE will collapse from lack 
of demand.
     But MDFE grow faster than advoca-
cy can diminish them, and “demand” is 
manufactured, not based on innate human 
need or natural impulse. Animal-abuse 
policy remains untouched by compassion. 
Human beings may keep other animals un-
der systemic abuse for imagined legitimate 
purposes; they just can’t violate anticruelty 
laws by abusing for the purpose of causing 
pain and suffering. Such is animal-abuse 
policy.
     Very few people change what they eat 
from learning facts about animal abuse, 
human health & wellbeing, or the Biocaust. 
As Joshua Frank explained long ago in his 
compelling article “Meat As a Bad Habit,” 
people are “locked into” MDFE products 
by conditioning & reinforcement courtesy 
of institutions – family, school, religion, 
youth group, entertainment, university, 
medicine, state & county fairs, and others. 
Century-long public-relations, marketing, 
and advertising campaigns abetted by 
news, school, and hundreds of thousands 
of vendors normalize MDFE in the human 
mind. 
     Such forces wield far more influence 
than even the most effective videos, bro-
chures, books, classroom presentations, 
Ted Talks, and other “go vegan” media.

     Government food policy overwhelming-
ly favors MDFE, including feed for farmed 
animals and toxic chemicals to grow feed, 
abusing far more animals than the annual 
80 billion land animals and uncounted 
water animals slaughtered.
     It is hard to find a state or U.S. agricul-
ture secretary whose civilian work is not 
meat or dairy. Responsible Policies for An-
imals was stonewalled when it wrote to all 
50 states’ governors urging them to change 
that. Agriculture departments, like elected 
officials, are captured by MDFE. Decades 
ago, when he was my state representative, 
I gave Pennsylvania Governor Josh Shap-
iro the premier nutritional-science book; it 
promotes plants-only eating. But as gover-
nor, he supports Pennsylvania’s powerful 
dairy industry.  Being framed as “telling 
people what to eat” is the kiss of death for 
politicians.
     Institutions other than government 
also have policies. RPA members have 
read many thousands of words about 
our 10,000 Years Is Enough campaign to 
change our agriculture universities’ poli-
cy providing billions of dollars’ worth of 
training, experimentation, propaganda, 
and other services to the meat, dairy, 
fish, egg, feed, and agrichemical indus-
tries. And our Elephant in the Newsroom 
campaign to change news policy promot-
ing MDFE, rodeo, animal experimenta-
tion, and other lawful atrocities.
     Policy determines choice in every area 
of life, not just eating. Food/pseudo-
food policy just demands particular 
attention because abuse of humans and 
other animals by MDFE is so intense 
and far-reaching. Changing one mind at 
a time is so ineffective and frustrating 
because policy change must precede 
personal change. — DJC 

Policy, Not Informed Choice, Determines What 
People Eat

Special Politics Issue



person, and legislator ignorance of 
far-reaching animal-abuse impacts 
like the Biocaust and human dis-
ease; and entrenchment of ani-
mal-abuse policy. 

Understanding Power and 
Politicians
Policymakers live by the same 
delusions as the rest of us. Like us, 
they can only know where conven-
tional wisdom & public relations 
end and reality begins if they read 
up. People who don’t read up 
believe human beings are natural 
omnivores who need to eat from 
animals for optimal health; physi-
cians, nutritionists, and dieticians 
are reliable sources on diet; original 
humans led short and miserable 
lives; civilization makes human 
beings ever more safe, healthy, and 
free; and abuse of nonhuman ani-
mals only affects “them,” not “us.” 
     It takes a long time for condi-
tioned beliefs to change. In the 
short term, officials are beset with 
lobbyists of the most powerful and 
abusive industries; with fundrais-
ing and campaigning; and with 
avoiding missteps that can “go 
viral” and sink a career.
     But animal abuse cannot be 
reduced by any short-term action, 
since it is a basis of civilization 
and a part of every industry. With 
animal-abuse policy and denial of 
nonhuman personhood, equality, 
and rights unchanged by the rare 
atrocity ban, it is hard to investigate 
and prosecute cruelty, one of law 
enforcement’s lowest priorities. So, 
it makes sense to inform politicians 
of the larger and longer-term pic-
ture – without expecting short-term 
results. 
     The method I recommend 
involves faith in human reason 
and understanding that politicians 
communicate over time with large 
numbers of people in many walks 
of life, including powerful people 
whose ears most of us can’t access.

Getting Their Attention
This November, I met with an aide 
to a high-level government official. 
I promised anonymity, because 
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Defining animal abuse as everything human beings do to and with other 
animals and their natural homes and ecosystems, recognizing animal abuse 
as both the basis of civilization and the root cause of human misery, and 
acknowledging that standard animal advocacy cannot achieve a reduction in 
animal abuse, Responsible Policies for Animals (RPA) brings new and original 
methods to the endeavor.  
     RPA demands that institutions, thought leaders, and the industry-govern-
ment-university-media complex stop promoting animal abuse and speciesism 
and become anti-speciesist – for the sake of human beings, the other animals, 
and Earth.  RPA uses its website, correspondence, literature, meetings, group 
presentations, Persons, and other means to advance its campaigns and to teach 
others RPA’s methods.  
     RPA members donate $25 or more and receive Persons, e-Updates, and 
RPA’s unique bumper sticker and brochures.  On request, RPA considers ill, 
indigent, or imprisoned persons for donation-free honorary membership.  
Learn more and donate tax-free at www.RPAforAll.org or by mail.
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associating with animal advocates is 
easily used to undermine any official or 
candidate.
     About ten days before the meeting, 
I attended a reception for the official, 
where I was able to speak briefly with 
them and with some other officials and 
political operatives.
     

At the reception, I handed the 
official an RPA envelope. Careful 
not to monopolize their time, I 
just said that, whereas politics is 
the art of the possible (Otto von 
Bismarck), I work at the impossible; 
I can’t see a way to solve any big 
human problem without address-
ing animal abuse because animal 
abuse is the root cause of nearly all 
human misery; and the Democratic 
Party would have to lead because 
the GOP is structurally anti-life, 
prioritizing nonliving entities like 
corporations, industries, and the 
military, smearing anyone who 
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questions free enterprise.
     (Democrats, too, accept funding 
from big business. But the Party has a 
long history of prioritizing the gener-
al welfare.)

Following Up
The envelope I handed the official 
at the reception contained two RPA 
items: the Human Misery: The Ani-
mal-Abuse Factor brochure and the 
briefest white paper in existence, 
“Governing for Life: How Officials 
Can End Animal-Abuse Policy, An-

nihilation of Nature, and Resulting 
Human Misery by Upholding the 
Constitution and Its Stated Values.”
     After the reception, I emailed an 
aide whom I had met at the event, 
providing a link to RPA’s five-minute 
“Anti-Life Universities” video about 
danger to human health & wellbeing 
from our agriculture universities’ 
stonewalling RPA’s 10,000 Years Is 
Enough campaign to end their service 
to the meat, dairy, fish, egg, feed and 
agrichemical industries. Attached 
to my email was RPA’s white paper 
“The Case for Ending ‘Animal Sci-
ence’ Documented.” It supports the 
assertions in “Anti-Life Universities.” 
Now, official and staff had four RPA 
educational items.  
     In my email to the aide, I request-
ed a meeting with the official, the 
aide, or another aide, as they might 
deem appropriate. Due to several 
factors, it is unrealistic to expect a 
meeting with a legislator for educa-
tional purposes not directly related to 
their legislative calendar.
     Soon I received an email from the 
top aide in the official’s local office, 
less than a mile from RPA’s office & 
my home. He had received the RPA 
materials I’d already provided.  He 
was willing to meet with me, pro-
viding a link to an online meeting 
request form. Days later, we met. The 
aide spent about 50 minutes listen-

ing to me, taking notes, and asking 
thoughtful questions.
     Legislation being central to legisla-
tors’ work – and to the work of feder-
al, state, county, and municipal gov-
ernment – poses special obstacles for 
advocates seeking to eliminate civi-
lization’s foundational animal-abuse 
policy that other policies are based 
on.  This policy, tacit and unwritten 
but thoroughgoing and potent, is that 
human beings and their nonliving 
entities like industries, corporations, 
military forces, and governments 
may tyrannize, oppress, rape, injure, 
and kill nonhuman animals – not 
only with impunity but with reward 
and encouragement, the only excep-
tions being occasional prosecutions 
of cruelty, the minuscule portion of 
abuse that is unlawful.
     Advocates who operate with a 
more naïve concept can only signal to 
politicians that communicating with 
an advocate can’t boost their career. 
Two key factors that led to my meet-
ing without cajoling or long delays: 
(1) I promised anonymity; (2) I stated 
under “Legislative Ask” in the meet-
ing request form that I do not expect 
legislation soon for radical change 
RPA promotes but policymakers will 
do well to understand the need for 
change. 

Duty Now for the Future
Animal-abuse policy and its impacts 
are not taught at any school I know 
of, at any level of education. Igno-
rance of them masks what radical 
change civilization represents and 
prevents legislators from reversing 
the millennia-long trends of ever 
more animal abuse and ever more 
human misery.
     We the People are empowered by 
the Constitution to communicate as 
we wish with anyone we wish. This 
includes teaching our elected officials 
and candidates anything we think 
necessary for them to serve the public 
interest. 
     Engaging with politicians teach-
es us how our government works, 
where power lies, and how our offi-
cials think. An example that comes 
to mind involves my meeting with 
Mayor John Street of Philadelphia 

decades ago. Philadelphia’s parks 
commission was perpetrating an or-
ganized deer kill despite local animal 
advocates refuting a pseudoscientific 
report used to promote killing deer. 
     I explained to Mayor Street that, 
although the parks commission had 
authority to decide whether or not 
to kill and was independent of the 
Mayor’s Office, his examining the 
facts and stating that he opposed 
a deer kill could carry significant 
weight. Mayor Street flatly stated 
that he would not speak on behalf 
of “any animals” when his wife’s 
nonprofit work on behalf of human 
children was denied a much-needed 
grant. He could not see the two mat-
ters as unrelated or perceive killing 
defenseless nonhuman animals as 
inherently unjust.
     This reinforced for me (1) how 
thoroughly human beings are indoc-
trinated into human supremacy and 
speciesism, thinking of “animals” 
as if “mere” always preceded the 
word; (2) that indoctrination is more 

powerful than fact-based argument; 
(3) how handily any official can 
dismiss any person with no pow-
er – who “holds none of the cards,” 
as President Trump infamously put 
it to Ukraine President Volodymyr 
Zelensky.
     All the more reason to teach poli-
ticians for a better future – to scram-
ble, in our limited time, to disabuse 
them of conventional wisdom about 
the kind of animal human beings 
are; what is natural and healthful for 
human beings; and how unnatural 
lifeways and policies threaten all life.

Holistic Politicking
Once we understand and accept that 
politicians desiring a successful ca-
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reer will not go against civilization’s 
long and harmful but money-mak-
ing trajectories, we are in a better 
position to promote the needed 
radical paradigm shift for the long 
term than if we do nothing or if we 
imagine there is a way to end tyran-
ny and abuse through thousands of 
minute changes pushed one at a time 
on thousands of politicians, many 
of whom will only hold office for a 
short time, none of whom will make 
atrocities on nonhuman animals 
their top priority.  
     Few people in government realize 
human misery – which they are ex-
pected to remedy – is rooted in our 
species’ abuse of nonhuman animals.  
So, we must tell them. Weapons, 
land-clearing, agriculture, tree in-
dustries, mineral extraction, ani-
mal-breeding, meat, dairy, fish, egg, 
feed, and agrichemical industries, 
manufacturing, car culture, construc-
tion, landscapes designed for auto-
mobiles, and other free enterprise 
abuse far more nonhuman animals 
than cruelty does. They also under-
mine our species’ quality of life. 
     To bring on the crises we all 
face today, nonliving corporations 
and industries have misinformed 
politicians over many generations. 
Our universities, schools, and news 
industry have reinforced misinfor-
mation in the public mind, so there 
has been little pressure on politicians 
to change course and to make our 
nation a leader in pro-life policies.
     Any effort to move the nation to 

pro-life policy will depend on holis-
tic educating of our politicians. We 
must know what we’re talking about 
to pursue such an ambitious goal 
with credibility and to avoid rein-
forcing widespread impressions that 
animal advocates merely operate on 
emotion. 

See for Yourself
In October 2013, I spent a day tread-
ing the halls of all six Congressional 
office buildings in Washington, 

D.C. Suited up and toting a thickly 
packed briefcase, I delivered to 26 
U.S. senators and representatives 
on relevant committees information 
packs about RPA’s 10,000 Years Is 
Enough campaign to eliminate from 
our vast network of agriculture 
universities meat, dairy, fish, and 
egg industry programs misleadingly 
called “animal science.” 
     This experiment tested my hy-
pothesis that politicians could not 
be counted upon in the short term to 
investigate huge government-sup-
ported university programs promot-
ing false beliefs about health like the 
meat delusion and the protein myth; 
sanctioning horrific methods of pro-
ducing “foods” harmful to human 

health and inconsistent with our spe-
cies’ biological nature; and preparing 
students for careers in the industries 
most responsible for climate break-
down and resulting floods, droughts, 
fires, and more-intense hurricanes.
     I spoke with aides in several of 
the stately offices, giving them my 
business card in addition to the one 
in each information pack for their 
bosses. A one-page letter introduced 
each information pack, explaining 
the need for each official’s involve-
ment. The information packs con-
tained factsheets, published letters, 
articles, and RPA correspondence 
with agriculture universities.
     I never heard from any of the offi-
cials whose offices I visited that day 
in my uncomfortable imitation-leath-
er shoes. I did not expect to, but I 
did everything possible to encourage 
contact and disprove my hypothesis.
     We are all free to test our own 
theory of policymaking. I founded 
Responsible Policies for Animals 
with the large picture and the long 
view in mind. Before and during my 
RPA years, I’ve read widely in po-
litical science, history, news, public 
relations, and other relevant matters. 
I offer my experience as potentially 
useful if you might wish to try your 
hand at informing policymakers. 
RPA’s videos, white papers, and bro-
chures are always quickly available 
to inform you and to assist you in 
informing others. 
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Whereas politics 
is the art of the 
possible, I work for 
the impossible.

Carry It On
This year, I gave a two-hour videotaped interview about Responsible Policies for Animals’ work and vision, 
expected to be released in 2026. RPA made its five-minute “Anti-Life Universities” video about the need for 

agriculture universities to sever ties with the meat, dairy, fish, and egg industries. RPA informed many people 
in the news industry of the need to stop promoting and normalizing animal-abuse industries. With your sup-

port, we continue seeking ways to reduce our species’ systemic abuse of other animals.

Thank you for supporting Responsible Policies for Animals, 
and have a rewarding 2026.


