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his study explores how attitudes to street cats and animals in general are shaped by
By

the lens of belief systems in the complex muti-faith, highly urbanised context of Kootlatl Thaghetisvestvl Sandip
Singapore. Street cats in Singapore exemplify the complex entanglements of adiifaampariliandd
Anthropocene urbanism, subjects of biopolitical management and indices of shifting Dr. Sarah Chan

moral orders around species, space and care.How does Buddhism, Non-Religious

thought, Christianity and Islam-shape and mediate the behaviours of Singaporeans TD- -25-

towards this ubiquitous urban animal? What are the convergences and divergences at
work here?
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Conclusion
ONE UNIVERSAL AND INESCAPABLE CONCLUSION The Violence of Care

-Feeding creates dependency rather than autonomy

TH E A NTH RO POC E N E IS Theoretical FI'_EI'I'IE of ‘TNR represents comprehensive, invasive bodily control

ANTHRPOCENTRIC Anthropocentricism A o o
ACROSS BELIEF SYSTEMS

‘Emotional bonds serve human psychological needs while

1. Calarco's Binary Ontology:
. Demonstrates how "binary human/nonhuman ontology coupled with hierarchical value system constraining animal freedom
. centered on human privilege” operates across Buddhist, Christian, Muslim, and secular ‘Designated feeding areas = spatial and territorial control
Anthropocene’s Anthropocentrism s Gmxm P -Community volunteer networks = unpaid labor
j"-"::‘:n':: : B HI.II'H-I:I e rilltt:::*ll :g.::; ' t:::i :::::.hm + Shows how Singapore's street cats receive extensive attention while remaining fundamentally maintaining -:‘n.thrr.:: plr:rcentric Byst?ﬂ:'lﬁ |
excluded from genuine moral consideration ‘Legal recognition = i human administrative control

weaken human-animal hierarchies * Urban sophistication creates more 3. Derrida's Critique:
comprehensive animal control *Policy progress often represents more +  Reveals how even sophisticated ethical systems reproduce anthropocentric exclusions through
sophisticated domination rather than genuine liberation foundational assumptions

Policy as Anthropocentric Governance:

‘HDB cat policy = management not rights recognition
‘TMR consensus = multicultural agreement on human
authoerity over animal reproduction

Microchipping = digital surveillance and tracking

Universal Anthropocentrism: THE ANTHROPOCENTRIC LENS

hl Universal Value HiEI’HI’GhY -Buddhist "compassion” = instrumental karma-making using animals
*Islamic "mercy” = prophetic hierarchy, maintaining human authority
All religious groups demonstrated identical priontization patterns, placing numan concerms a *Christian 'ﬂﬂﬂﬂfﬂﬂh'p’ = HI!HGH dominion with care ﬂllﬂ-iltlﬂl‘ll HEALIT?
—— *Secular "ethics” = rational management maintaining human privilege PRI
= Belief system differences and * Universal anthropocentric convergence
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