The Dangers of “Guardianship”
Be Your Dog’s Owner, Not Its “Guardian”

Unlike most other property, pets are loved by their
owners and their owners are emotionally attached
to them. For centuries, owners have been able to protect the dogs

they love because lawmakers and the courts have treated animals—
whether livestock or pets—as property. Now, some animal rights
groups want to change that classification, ultimately ending owners’
legal rights to keep and enjoy their beloved pets.
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• Dangerous Legal Precedent—Declassifying dogs as property also
raises their legal status. Although
some dog lovers might appreciate
elevating their pet’s status, this could
establish negative long-term consequences. Many animal rights groups
are seeking to convince the courts
that animals have rights and should
have the same status as humans. Bestowing legal rights on animals is
the first step in a larger campaign
to end the keeping of pets and
breeding altogether.
Pets are special members of our
families, but the term “guardian” does
nothing to promote more responsible
treatment of dogs. The American Kennel Club opposes the use of the term
“guardian” when referring to the keeping of dogs. Instead, the AKC strongly
supports efforts to educate the public
about responsible dog ownership and
ensure that all dogs receive the care,
love, and attention they deserve.
For additional information, contact the
AKC’s Government Relations
Department at (919) 816-3720 or
doglaw@akc.org.

