O'zbekiston davlat jahon tillari universiteti
TILSHUNOSLIK VA CHET TILLARNI O‘QITISHDA

ZAMONAVIY RAQAMLI TEXNOLOGIYALARDAN FOYDALANISH
MAVZUSIDAGI XALQARO ILMIY-AMALIY ANJUMAN. TOSHKENT 2026 - YIL 22 - MAY

ARE ZOOS DOING MORE HARM THAN GOOD?

Maftuna Buriyeva
Bachelor Student, Uzbekistan State World Languages University
boriyevamaftuna@gmail.com
Supervisor: Jabborova Dildora Zokirjanovna (PhD)
Senior Teacher, Department of English Language Theoretical Aspects
Uzbekistan State World Languages University
dilyacity89@gmail.com

Abstract. This study investigates whether zoos do more harm than good by analyzing
their impact on wildlife conservation and animal welfare. Zoos are widely promoted as
institutions that contribute to biodiversity protection, species preservation, and public
education. However, there is increasing global debate regarding the ethical implications of
keeping wild animals in captivity.

This research is based on a qualitative review of secondary sources, including reports
from the World Association of Zoos and Aquariums (2022), the Born Free Foundation (2021),
National Geographic (2023), and scientific literature on animal welfare. The findings suggest
that zoos contribute positively to conservation through breeding programs, species survival
plans, and educational activities. However, serious welfare concerns remain, such as chronic
stress, stereotypic behaviors, reduced life quality, and inability to express natural instincts.

The study concludes that while zoos provide important conservation benefits, they must
undergo significant ethical reform, including improved living conditions, stronger
regulations, and a shift toward habitat-based conservation rather than captivity-centered
models.
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Introduction

Zoos have existed for thousands of years, originally serving as symbols of power,
entertainment, and exotic animal collection. In ancient civilizations, wild animals were
displayed for prestige and public amusement. Over time, however, the role of zoos has
significantly changed.

In the modern world, zoos claim to function as centers for conservation, education, and
scientific research. They aim to protect endangered species, support breeding programs, and
raise awareness about biodiversity loss.

Despite these positive goals, zoos remain controversial. Critics argue that captivity
fundamentally contradicts animal welfare principles. Wild animals are naturally adapted to
large territories, complex social structures, and natural behaviors that cannot be fully
replicated in artificial environments.

In countries like Uzbekistan, zoos also play an educational role for families and students.
However, the ethical question remains central:

Can captivity ever truly support animal well-being, or does it inherently cause
harm?

This study aims to explore both perspectives in depth and provide a balanced scientific
understanding.
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Methods

This research adopts a qualitative and analytical approach based on secondary data
review.

Data Sources:

World Association of Zoos and Aquariums (2022)
Born Free Foundation (2021)

National Geographic (2023)

Fraser (2008) Understanding Animal Welfare

Clubb & Mason (2003) Effects of Captivity on Wild Animals

Additional peer-reviewed studies on zoo ethics and conservation biology

Research Focus:

The study analyzes two major dimensions:

Conservation Impact

Species survival programs

Breeding and reintroduction efforts

Genetic diversity preservation

Animal Welfare Conditions

Psychological stress indicators

Behavioral abnormalities (e.g., pacing, aggression)

Physical health in captivity

Environmental enrichment quality

Methodological Approach:

A comparative synthesis method was used to evaluate conflicting perspectives. Data
was interpreted by identifying patterns, similarities, and contradictions across sources. This
approach allows for a more holistic understanding of the zoo system as both a conservation
tool and an ethical concern.

Results

The analysis reveals a complex dual impact of zoos.

Positive Outcomes

Species Conservation

Zoos play a key role in preventing extinction of endangered species. Programs such as
Species Survival Plans have successfully protected animals like the Arabian oryx and
California condor.

Public Education

Z0os increase public awareness about biodiversity loss, climate change, and endangered
species protection. Many visitors develop stronger environmental attitudes after zoo visits.

Scientific Research

Z0o0s contribute to veterinary science, genetics, and animal behavior studies, providing
data that is difficult to collect in the wild.

Negative Outcomes

Psychological Stress

Many animals in captivity exhibit stress-related behaviors such as pacing, self-isolation,
and repetitive movements, indicating poor psychological well-being.

Artificial Environments

Even modern enclosures cannot fully replicate natural ecosystems, leading to restricted
movement and limited stimulation.

Failed Reintroduction
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A significant proportion of captive-bred animals are unable to survive in the wild due to
lack of survival skills.

Reduced Lifespan Quality

Although some animals live longer in captivity, their quality of life is often questioned
due to restricted natural behavior.

Discussion

The findings demonstrate that zoos operate within a complex ethical and scientific
framework. While their contribution to conservation is undeniable, their impact on animal
welfare raises serious concerns.

Modern zoos have attempted to improve conditions through:

Larger and more naturalistic enclosures

Environmental enrichment programs

Rehabilitation and release initiatives

However, these improvements are not sufficient to fully address the fundamental issue:
captivity itself restricts natural animal behavior.

This study supports the idea that conservation strategies should move toward in-situ
conservation, which prioritizes protecting animals in their natural habitats rather than relying
heavily on captivity.

A shift in policy is needed where animal welfare is not secondary but equal to
conservation goals.

Conclusion

This research concludes that zoos cannot be classified as entirely beneficial or harmful.
They play a valuable role in conservation, education, and scientific research, but also raise
significant ethical and welfare concerns.

The future of zoos depends on reforming current systems by:

Improving ethical standards

Expanding naturalistic habitats

Strengthening wildlife protection laws

Reducing dependence on captivity-based conservation

Ultimately, true conservation should aim to protect wildlife in natural ecosystems while
minimizing harm and suffering.
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