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‘Should animals be kept in 2005? Our teacher asked us that question last week, and Im st not sure how |
feetaboutit.

I visited the 200 2 whil ago, and it wasn't exactly what you'd calthiling, The iger was aseep, the allgator
dic't bother to come out of s water and don'tget me started on therhincs. ut, | did notice that each
animal had a isplay outside of it enclosure tht gave information abou their habitat, diet and country of
origin. There was aso a scal that showed how endangered they arein the wild. So many ofthe animals
were dassifed as inerable, endangered or,even worse: critcll endangered. How have we got to 3 point
‘Where so many amazing creatures ar at risk? Surly, everybody can see how unacceptable that is?

One of th things that lots of z005 do well i to create breeding programmes for these animals. That seems
ke a great reason for keeping them open and for making them 2 home for some of the most endangered
animals. These places seem to be one of the only chances these animals have. Imagine if we'd had these
places when the dodo was aive, or the woolly hino o the giant ground sioth. Would the woally mammath
sl e stomping around today i there had been 2 100 to help breed them?

On the other hand, there are places out there that aren't concerned about animal welfare at all. Al they
are bothered about is making money. 've seen them on the news, with animals trapped in tiny cages or
bare enclosures. What can we do about these places? I it education? Ifthey are told how to do it properly,
il they? Or don't they care?

Sure, 2005 are better now than they once were. In fact, one of the vary last dodos on Earth died in a 200 in
the 17th century. Animals are st mistreated across the world in places that don't care enough. This s a
800d argument for closing them all down. But you have to ask yourself, what chance do the animas have in
the wild, f we do that?

There is a strong argument that the money which 2005 spend would be far more effectve i it was spent on
‘conservation in the anima's own countries of oigin. We might be better conserving tigers i Siberia than
we are in a 200, in England. On the other hand, most of the money that 200s spend comes from people
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paying to visit these animals. Ifthe animas g0, will the money disappear as well?

15uppose that there are defnitey good arguments against keeping animals in captivity, especialy those.
that aren't endangered in the wild. However, there are equally good points that support using 200 (the
‘£00d ones, a least) as part of our conservation efforts. In  perfect world, we'd all lear to respect and
conserve habitats and the existence of each and every species of Iving creature would be priortsed. Then,
2005 would't be needed at al.

1. Does the author have 2 clear opnion on whether animals should be kept n 0052
2. What made the author's vst tothe 200 les excitng?

3. Whatis the author's oinion of 00s rom the past?

. Why might it not be necessary to keep animals n z00s i they aren't endangered?
5. Why mightt have been a poitv fbetter z00s were around n the past?
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Find 3 phrase that suggests money might have more of an impact if it was spent elsewhere.
1fyou could add one animal to a 200 to make sure it was safe forever, what would it be?
Why?




