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ÅóThe acceptance of shared rule by a community as 

appropriate and justified.ô

Åheavily tied to its acceptance within the social and 

cultural context of the citizenry over which it governs. 

ÅInput and output legitimacy

ÅInput legitimacy - concerns the procedural aspects of 

the authorityôs decision-making processes 

Legitimacy theory



Citizens will perceive authorities ïand the laws, 

policies, decisions, and actions that derive from 

them ïas legitimate only óinsofar as the 

democratic process, as it is institutionally 

organised and conducted, warrants the 

presumption that outcomes are reasonable 

products of a sufficiently inclusive deliberative 

process.

Deliberative democracy



This deliberative process requires that ódecisions 

rest on ñgood argumentsò made under 

conditions in which free and equal autonomous 

actors can challenge validity claims, seek a 

reasoned communicative consensus about their 

understandings of the situation and justifications 

for norms guiding their action, and are open to 

being persuaded.

Deliberative democracy



Perceptions of procedural fairness shape 

peopleôs views about the legitimacy of the 

decision-making authority.

Fair procedures communicate respect and 

value; unfair procedures communicate 

disrespect, marginality or even exclusion from a 

valued group.
Tom Tyler, 1994

Procedural fairness



1. Perception of bias due to degree of control 

exerted by agricultural institutions

2. Actual bias evidenced by the nature of the 

science relied upon by decision-makers

Procedural fairness 
deficiencies



Standard-setting framework

- Controlled by:

- Livestock industries;

- Animal Health Australia;

- Departments of Agriculture;

- Agriculture ministers

- Set priorities, establish funding, determine 

whether scientific research is necessary, and if 

so, commission research, make the final 

decisions.



ÅAll agree standards must be based on science

ÅBut what science? Who funds, conducts, 

interprets and applies science to standards?

Role of science in standard-
setting



Role of science
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Fraser et al, 1997



Å1997 European Union Scientific Veterinary Committee 

report ïósince overall welfare appears to be better when 

sows are not confined throughout gestation, sows should 

preferably be kept in groups.ô

Å2001 ïEC legislates to phase stalls out by 2012.

Sows in stalls



Å 2001 ïAustralian Animal Welfare Science Centre funded by 

APL conduct a scientific literature review.

Å Expressly adopted a ófunctional or homeostasisô in preference 

to the ófeelings, preference and natureô approach. Focuses on 

measuring the magnitude of the animalôs biological responses 

to its environment and the consequences of these responses 

particularly for the animalôs óability to grow, reproduce and 

remain healthy.ô 

Å Concluded that both individual and group housing can achieve 

similar degrees of animal welfare. Therefore, no scientific 

evidence to support phase out of stalls.

Sows in stalls


