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	“The greatness of a nation and its moral progress can be judged by the way its animals are treated” these are the wise words of Mahatma Gandhi. The animal rights movement is also referred to as the animal liberation movement, animal personhood, or the animal advocacy movement. The Animal Rights Movement is a social movement directed toward social change. Activists are concerned with the use of animals for medical and cosmetics testing, the killing of animals for furs, hunting for pleasure, and the raising of livestock in inhumane quarters, often referred to as factory farming. The movement originated from close ties with environmental activists in the early 1970s. It gained support in the 1980s with increasing opposition to the commercial fur industry and objections to the routine use of laboratory animals in research and testing. By the 1990s major national animal rights organizations such a People for Ethical Treatment of Animals (PETA) and the Canadian Federation of Humane Societies (CFHS) had emerged and grown drastically (Lin, 2014). Within my essay, I plan of focusing on the major collective actions from 1998 to current day and how the movement had grown throughout these collective actions. These collective actions include boycotts of companies such as Forever 21 and those who use factory farming, as well as open rescues (Peta, 2014). Since the animal rights movement advocates that animals should no longer be viewed as property, or used as food, clothing, research subjects, entertainment, or beasts of burden, I plan on analyzing the movement’s success in relation to achieving these goals. In this section, I plan to research the significant protests and demonstrations for the animal rights movement against animal cruelty since 1998 (Animal Liberation Front, 2014). In terms of theoretical framework, I plan on examining two theories in relation to the animal rights movement: the resource mobilization theory, collective behaviour thoery and the new social movement theory. My research has been based on the following components: What collective actions have animal rights activists mobilized in order to obtain their goals? And how has the animal rights movement maintained and enlarged itself over the past years? With collective actions regarding action taken together by a group of people whose goal is to enhance the animal rights movement’s status and to achieve common objectives for the movement. The movement being maintained and enlarged regarding the movement carrying on continuously over numerous decades and becoming known and supported by more and more people over these years. 
	Collective action is a huge part of mobilizing any social movement; animal rights activists have used many different tactics over the years in order to just this. When members of PETA learned that the popular store Forever 21 was selling clothing made of real fur they threatened a boycott and called all supporters to take action against the clothing store. The response from activists was so overwhelming that the senior vice president of Forever 21 contacted PETA and vowed that the company would remove all fur from stores and never sell it again (Peta, 2004). Compassion Over Killing wrote to International Standards of Excellence (ISE) America, a multi-state egg supplier expressing concern about their treatment of animals and requesting a tour of their facility in Cecilton Maryland.  Being “home” to over 800,000 hens, when ISE did not reply members of Compassion Over Killing investigated ISE’s facility and documented many horrendous abuses of their hens. Compassion Over Killing contacted authorities requesting for ISE to be prosecuted for their acts of animal abuse but no action was ever taken. A month later Compassion Over Killing activists rescued eight hens from ISE America who were desperate need of veterinary attention. These hens now live in safe homes and when never be abused by the egg industry again (Compassion Over Killing, 2001). While collective action helps maintain and enlarge movements by generating awareness and attention on the particular issue collective actions simply cannot happen all of the time. Leadership from highly profiled professions has been an extensive asset in the animal rights movement. Due to its extremely sensitive nature many celebrities have taken it upon themselves to use their platform to speak out for animal rights, which has encouraged others to show their support for the movement. Kesha is very popular American singer, rapper, and songwriter. When she is not on stage she uses her celebrity status to bring awareness about cruelty to wild animals like seals, lions, and sharks. She also strongly supports cruelty-free cosmetics. Ryan Gosling is a Canadian actor, film director, writer, and musician. He wrote an article for The Globe and Mail, which took a stand against the horrifying conditions in which commercial animals are kept before they meet the unfortunate fate of becoming our food. In the article he specifically speaks out against the cruel conditions pigs are kept in saying, “Pigs in tiny crates suffer beyond anything most of us can easily imagine. They are unable even to turn around for weeks at a time, so that their muscles and bones deteriorate. And these extremely social and intelligent animals lose their minds from being denied any social or psychological stimulation at all” (Gosling, 2013) Anita Roddick was an animal rights activist before she passed away in 2007. She was best known as the founder of The Body Shop, a beauty care shop that sells naturally scented soaps and lotions and empowered ethical consumerism (Reagan, 2012). This company was one of the first to prohibit testing their products on animals. In the resource mobilization theory approach “resources are seen as central to successful collective action” (Staggenborg, 2008). Both the collective actions and the movement being sustained were due to the resources available to the animal rights activists. Moral and human resources were what enabled the Forever 21 boycott. PETA was able to reach out to their supporters through media coverage, which quickly rallied an outstanding number of hostile activists. These activists were committed participants and essentially are what made PETA’s threat of collective action so effective. The open rescue of the hens was only possible due to the social-organizational resources of the Compassion Over Killing establishment, which provided their equipped staff to investigate and take appropriate action and their material resources of funds. The animal rights movement has been able to stay alive even during periods of little to no collective action because of their human, material, and social-organizational resources. High profile individuals who use their platforms to advocate animal rights are committed to this cause and are therefore excellent human resources. These individual also often donate large amounts of money to the animal rights movement, which enables it to prosper with such material resources available. Activists such as Roddick who create establishments like The Body Shop help create awareness and social-organizational resources for the animal rights movement. Activists who support the animal rights movement often support other movements as well such as the environmental or the Greenpeace movement. Both the animal rights and the environmental movements recognize a dire need to protect the environment. They both oppose unsustainable practices and seek to protect wildlife from habitat loss, pollution and climate change. Threats that affect whole ecosystems as well as individual animals who will suffer and die if recent trends continue (Lin, 2012). 
	Animal cruelty creates strain among those who feel strongly about the welfare and treatment of animals. According to the collective behaviour theory approach, collective behaviour comes about when grievances are deeply felt (Staggenborg, 2012). This is visible in the animal rights movement when a particular incident or new discovery of unacceptable treatment of animals takes place. Many collective actions by the animal rights movement exist outside of institutionalized structures like PETA, the CFHS, or Compassion Over Killing, although some collective actions do have ties to these institutions. Dramatic events such as a worldwide company like the fast food chain McDonalds deeming their french fries to be vegetarian, and the fact gets revealed that the “natural flavor” in the list of ingredients of the fries is actually beef extract. This causes strain in a society with vegetarians and therefore leads to collective action. In the case of McDonalds the collective action was a lawsuit filed on behalf of all vegetarians. McDonalds agreed to settle for $10 million, with $6 million going to vegetarian organizations (Lin, 2013). Animal rights activists have a strong shared belief that animals should have the right to humane treatment, especially the right not to be exploited for human purposes. The psychological state of participants in animal rights movement collective actions is often distraught and heavy-hearted because participants are typically passionate and very emotionally involved in the collective actions they partake in.  The animal rights movement has arisen to mount a defence against bureaucratic and economic intrusions and to raise issues related to the quality of life of animals (Staggenborg, 2012).  Social movements scholars have emphasized the development of collective identities as on strategy for generating cultural change. Developing a collective identity is one way that activists enact the cultural changes they wish to see in the world. Cultural and lifestyle movement activists also create cultural change on a personal level - living their life in a certain way maybe be considered a demonstration of the movement’s goals, as well as a strategy for achieving that goal in broader society (Haenﬂer, 2004). This can be displayed by animal rights activists when they choose to live a vegetarian or vegan life style, they choose to only buy cosmetics and other beauty products that have not been tested on animals and/or they choose to boycott clothing companies that use real leathers, wool, and furs. Animal rights activists often have a sense of shared experiences and values that connects individuals to the movement. This gives the participants a feeling of ‘collective agency’ and makes them feel that they can achieve change through collective action (Staggenborg, 2012). Since many animal rights activists have gone through many different experiences with advocating against many different situations of mistreatment against animals, they understand that although each situation is different the collective actions against them all aim for the same thing, fair treatment of animals. This sense of fighting for the same thing brings animal rights activists together as they feel a connection to the other activists and they often feel their action will be greater with larger numbers of participants. The unified desire among animal rights activists ensures consistent feelings of solidarity which explains continuous collective action and presence of the movement. Theorists have emphasized the role of emotions in protest, arguing that emotions help to explain such problems as why individuals participate, how collective identity is created and why social movements continue or decline (Staggenborg, 2012). Emotions play a huge role and each of these elements of the animal rights movement. When multiple activists have the mutually intense emotions regarding the way animals are used and abused in society it brings them together, they feel united because they all want to work towards the same goals to liberate animals. Animal rights is such an emotionally charged issue and is so present in today’s society that these emotions are the reason that the animal rights movement has continued to maintain and expand over the last fifty years. 
	Although the world still has many necessary improvements to make in their treatment of animals, they have come pretty far since the animal rights movement first originated. The animal rights movement’s tactics, leaders, organizations, goals and outcomes can all be analyzed through the resource mobilization theory and the different types of resources they have used to keep the movement mobilizing consistently over the years. Collective behaviour theory can be used to assess why the animal rights movement acted out in collective actions how and when it did in different periods of time. New social movement theory can be used to examine different aspects of the theory and to explain that the movement took off as a movement in the post-industrial society after all of the basic human rights movements had been covered. Animal rights is a tremendous movement that as been studied by many scholars in the past and will continued to be studied in years to come. In future research scholars could look at what caused people to go from using social movement to achieve basic human rights to using it to achieve basic rights for animals as well, that do not always directly benefit humans. Future researchers should also look at other movements that tie into the animal rights movement, such as the environmental movement, and explore how the movement’s collective actions can assist each other. More research could look into what hinders people from joining the animal rights movement or even participating in minimal collective actions as most people around the world support animal rights but not all of these supporters actively get involved in showing their support. 
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