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- May 8, 2015 at 10:07am Kisota said:

Here's the basics:

I think the term therianthropy should be defined not by the label given to one's identity but by the experience (that of a non-human feral creature, so primarily
highly animalistic experiences),

Given that the experiences of some beast/feral creature “otherkin® are likely indistinguishable from those of Earth-animal therians, 1 see no justification for
excluding those people from therian communities or terminology.

“The world a5 you know it

barely ex for you

next to nothing about it

Posts: 608

The only thing, so far as this forum 1s concemed, that defines Therians as a specific group of Otherkin 1s that the creature that they feel that they are has a kmown
physical counterpart on this planet, on this plane of existence.




Basically, I've yet to see a straightforward logical argument in favor of the Earthly animal definition. The arguments almost always either rely on statements like
"well, this is the definition everybody uses / that's been in use for years” or just-so arguments i on-Earthly animals are just different / I don't relate to them
just because." Eve uments about comparisons to scientifi locumented behaviors don't really hold water. For many fossi species, (and deep ocean
species, for that matter), not a lot about behavior is known. So I have to kind of assume that some of this is related to ego - therians feeling more verified, more
"real" somehow because they identify as Real Animals with Real, Scientificaly Documented Behaviors and bodies.

5 at 10:07am Kisota said:

Not like those otherkin who just have to slap labels on their experiences willy-nily, right? And cal themselves things that aren't even Real? Because if they actually
had experiences like earthly animals, they'd identify as such, yeah? (please note the sarcasm; this is a bad argument).

If the basis for caling oneself "therian
sounding EXACTLY like a statement of value, of therians being more based in r y? And should we then pull out the "you're not therian, then!" statements of
dismissal on people who demonstrate their animality in ways that are not scentifically accurate (EG wolf therians discussing the A/B/O sodial system?) or who
identify as animals whose behavior is not wel understood (say, a newly-discovered mammal?)

is having scientifically verified behaviors and forms to compare oneseff to, how do you avoid expressing that without it




Il of Animalia under the "therian” terminology (be it wolf, lizard, insect, sea slug,
but suddenhy drawing the line at wyverns or pegasi because whooa, that's too far out there, too unrelatable.

0:072m Kisota said:

1 just think there's something arbitrary and not entirely un-smug about incuding all of Animalia under the "therian
brainless sea-squirt, or extinct brainless crinoid) but suddenty drawing the line at wyverns or pegasi because whooa, that's too far out there, too unrelatable.

terminology (be it wolf, lzard, insect, sea slug,




Standard Animal
Liom and e

!f.;&'ﬁ'r?‘df ynall

wolll [ Coyole




things migk







h human 'ty raight-up oth:

ding much

nt to th

at fit that bil

I'm just try

ice himself as a
ple, largely because it r

y he cals himself that, instead of teling him what he is. If a person was actually a sentient
ing "well, therian refer: feral anim u think that term
ocus of the

a therian." Questiol appropriate.

animal people,

vations of h are r / [ vould stil be "the state of

part «
and the discour




wolll [ Coyole




SaHTY.

T irisges |5 £
Urreaiatie




Stan A
Lion and Reel Shark

(s S&'ﬂvfﬂf i

l( :'lfl‘h'zr'\".‘







All Hom

All Hamar

That. Is. AlIL










s that he
sxperiences being 3 dragon, that fesling it affect
Therian, Dtherkin, Draconic, or Therio-Mythi

ywoll [ Coyole




Feer Boakoiehs




W Fght Rising [l B2y Ghimmlls Foundty

s | — Thiian W M\h rl:‘_r,.h.

Ve Tu be

any other distinctions

wanting to separate. Regardiess of the term, & wil happen, 50 & panding the use of Thera
] that Thertn o n d v R's O
T physicaly exist,

to the phvysica

We are what we are. Those whio have a senous Bsue with being considered Thertan oF not nesd B0 rethink what matters

ugh of an b 3 gets to be considered theran that theyl tel a person they're nat based anly on the bersss of

ncion of Thesian & “Earth Animals™ hes the
d daily Ie. It's not just socal simpldty, t's ar

eists in bickogy._.
arry b ! ¥ . 1 cannot apply' POR OF Measures of morphology to o
3Ty More the

10 Mo Exonomicaly real, N more measurabie, Ne More proven toexst.. and frankly, not inhenently more comparabie to a _

What matters is that he experiences being a dragon, that feeling it affects his life, affects how he sees and interacts with the world. Whether identifying as a
dragon makes him Therian, Otherkin, Draconic, or Therio-Mythic, is irrelevant, and has no impact on his personal and subjective experiences.

Okay. 1agree with this actually. It is irrelevant what term that makes him fal under. So if he happens to choose "therian” as his preferred nomenclature, people should at
the very least not immediately deny him that. What term he find most appropriate may have an impact on his social experiences. And that's what I find unfortunate. If
a person's experience is relevant to any of these terms, I don't see a reason why he should be denied any of them.

If such a person is dealing with problems on some forum or website because of their elitist imposed segregation of different groups, then they need to attack the
forced separation or remove themselves from that situation, not argue over who is and isn't included in a certain group.

I kind of agree with this too, but attacking forced separation can mean arguing about who is excluded and why (note that I'm certainly not trying to imply here that T-W
has forced separation). In the case of groups that do categorically exdude non-Earthly animals, what more is there for a person to do except argue for their inclusion?
And when people are welcomed by being told "nope, you're not a therian” I'm not sure how they should respond when they're hurt by that. There's nothing to do but
argue your case, submit to being reclassified against your wil by the group, or dip out. Ifind that a bit sad. Iguess I'm glad I don't have to deal with that, but for those
that do...

It's just...

T've seen more than a couple people feeling hurt over this distinction, and I've known enough mythical animal-folk over the years to know that their experiences are not
inherently less relatable. Some of them have always hung around 'real world' animals, have shifts, and experience feelings, instincts, urges, dreams, shifts, and so on that
are really comparable to those real-world animal people. So some of them find the same terminology relevant. What is gained by denying it to them?

So I don't think it's justifiable to be one of the ones who enforces that distinction. It can hurt people and gives us nothing in return but an artificial categorization. Why
not let categories and groups develop naturally instead by like experience? Why not allow people that autonomy?

Last Edit: May 15, 2015 at 10:23pm by Kisota
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