
Should Humans keep Animals in Captivity? 
 
There are several reasons why we should have zoos. These are: 

- Zoos help to educate the general public about the animals 
they hold. Many children and adults pass through the zoo 
each year. These people may take an interest in animal 
conservation as a result of going to the zoo, and change 
their living style (for example, by not buying products that 
contain palm oil), or find another way to help with the 
conservation effort. However, these people may care less for 
animals in the wild after going to the zoo because, even if 
they go extinct in the wild, they can still go to see them at 
the zoo, so they are not affected. 

- Zoos raise money for organisations which help to conserve 
and care for animals. For example, currently at Auckland 
Zoo, $1 from every admission fee goes towards the Red 
Panda network, a non-profit organisation in India, China and 
Nepal. This would, by my calculations, raise over $700,000 
every year. As well as this, over two million dollars has been 
raised as part of the Auckland Zoo Conservation Fund. 

- Zoos help to keep endangered species from extinction. 
They take them in and keep them safe from predators that 
could harm them in the wild. They also breed species in 
captivity in order to try and improve their population. 

- Zoos help to care for injured animals. At Auckland Zoo, 
there is an area where injured animals go to receive 
treatment. This means that they are healthier and live for 
longer. 

There are several reasons why we should not have zoos. These 
are: 

- Animals in zoos exhibit different behaviours than they 
would in the wild. For example, the giraffes at Auckland Zoo 
sometimes sit down. This is never a good idea in the wild 
and they will not do it, even to sleep, because it takes them 
quite a while to get back up, so they are vulnerable to 
attacks from predators. If Auckland Zoo’s giraffes were to be 
rehabilitated back into the wild, then they would be very 
susceptible to predators and would be likely to live a shorter 
life than their wild counterparts, who are used to the living 
style and behaviours they must adopt in order to survive. 

- Animals in zoos live in conditions different to those they 
would have in the wild. For example, both the giraffes and 
lions, as I detailed in part B, live in conditions that are unlike 
what their wild counterparts are used to. As well as this, the 
climate is very different in Auckland than in Africa, where 
they usually live. Also, the size of many animals is not 
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enough to allow them to run around freely like they would in 
the wild. The cheetah habitat is very small for the fastest 
land mammal on earth, and it seems to me that they would 
not even be able to reach their top speed if they sprinted 
from one side to another. However, some animals such as 
the spider monkeys and otters have a habitat which is 
similar to what they would have in the wild and is a very 
stimulating environment. 

- Animals in zoos have less companionship than those in the 
wild. The giraffes and lions have very small social groups in 
comparison to what they have in the wild. This means that 
there are less opportunities for companionship and 
reproduction. Another example is the zebras, who are often 
found in groups of six or more, of which there are only two 
in the zoo. When I visited them, they looked very lonely and 
sad by themselves. 

I believe that the positive aspects of zoos are outweighed by the 
negative ones for some species. Therefore, I believe that zoos are 
only needed for animals that have a conservation status of 
critically endangered, endangered or vulnerable and need to be 
bred in captivity to boost their numbers. No animal that has a 
secure population and habitat should be in a zoo, because I 
believe that they are only there for the purposes of 
entertainment for the general public. This can cause them to 
exhibit abnormal behaviours that may disadvantage them if they 
are rehabilitated into the wild, and they may feel lonely because 
of a lack of companionship and reproduction opportunities. 
I think wildlife sanctuaries are better than zoos for allowing 
animals to live without pests and to boost their numbers. They do 
cost a lot of money to create, but I think we should look at 
creating more to replace zoos in the long term because they 
provide a more interesting and realistic environment for the animals within them. There is 
already evidence of this idea being put into motion; Auckland Zoo are busy creating a sanctuary 
on Rotoroa Island for the endangered wildlife of New Zealand. Sanctuaries could also generate 
money in the same way as zoos do, which is another important benefit - tourists might be able to 
visit to see the animals. In South Africa, Kruger National park is a great example of a place that is 
conserving a large amount of habitat for animals such as lions and giraffes, allowing them to 
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maintain a natural living style. They also have a huge number of tourists that travel through the 
park each year, meaning it earns a large amount of revenue. 

I think that my claim could be improved by: 
- Using more examples of animals at the zoo to back up my points. 
- Researching further into the basic requirements for zoos and stating whether or not I think 

that these are adequate.  
- I may have been able to find some statistics that could have backed up some of my points. 

However, I think that my claim is well thought out and thorough. 

I used the following web pages when completing this report: 
- http://www.aucklandzoo.co.nz/sites/conservation/in-the-wild 
- http://www.aucklandzoo.co.nz/sites/conservation/in-the-zoo 
- http://www.aucklandzoo.co.nz/sites/conservation/Rotoroa-Island 
- http://www.aucklandzoo.co.nz/sites/explore-the-zoo/animal-enrichment/animal-enrichment 

The rest of the information I learnt or observed while at the zoo.
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