Choosing between a dog or a cat
Q: I'm doing this research paper on the choosing between and dog or a cat for a pet. I've been searching the net for hours now, and still I have found nothing in reference to the cat vs. dog debate. I was wondering if you might have any suggestions. It's not a real serious paper; in fact, I was hoping to make it humorous. If you know of anything I would appreciate your input. Thanks 

A: I think that the choice of a dog vs. a cat boils down to personal preference and I am not aware of much research done on why people chose one over the other. 

There are more families with dogs but there are more cats kept as pets. This would seem to indicate that people are more likely to own a single dog but that cat owners are more prone to owning more than one cat. 

A survey of owner's opinions about their pets revealed that people with spayed female dogs and neutered male cats were most content with their choice of pets. 

Dogs are generally a little more difficult to care for since they do not use litter pans and often will not adapt to free choice feeding successfully. This seems to be driving the trend towards cat ownership since they can be left alone during the day or over the weekend with someone to check on them once a day or so. This makes them a better choice for homes with a single working adult or where both adults work. Being late coming home one day won't result in having to clean up after a dog that didn't get to go outside. Taking a quick weekend vacation is easier to arrange when cats are the sole pets. 

Cats are not as social as dogs in many instances, though. A number of people want to be greeted at the door by their pet and need to be needed by their pet. These people generally choose dogs. It is more fun in most cases to buy a toy for a dog since they tend to get more excited about it. They also take treats with more enthusiasm in many instances -- but definitely not in all instances. For people who need a high level of interaction with a pet, dogs seem to be more likely to fulfill that need. 

Hope this helps some. 

Mike Richards

Pedigree chums

The family tree of the domestic dog has now been laid bare


DOGS are the most diverse animals created by the hand of man. Even the fancy pigeon breeds that helped Darwin gain insight into the process of natural selection do not approach them in variety of form. Yet the origins of those forms are, in many cases, obscure. None of the pedigree books that define modern breeds goes back earlier than the mid-19th century. 

Those breeds, however, are of more than just amateur interest. The closed-book rules of kennel clubs around the world mean that recognized breeds tend to become more and more inbred, exposing genetic defects that outbreeding would cover up. That is bad for dogs, but good for medical science, as Elaine Ostrander, of the Fred Hutchinson Cancer Research Center, in Seattle, recognized several years ago. 
Many genetically linked diseases—including heart disease, several forms of cancer, epilepsy and some sight and hearing defects—that are found in dogs, are found in people, too. This fact, when combined with modern genetic techniques and the knowledge of individual relationships recorded in the pedigree books, means that the genes responsible for those diseases are likely to be easier to locate in dogs than in people—which Dr Ostrander has already done for some cancer genes. 
The reason for doing this is that locating a dog-disease gene makes it easier to find that gene in people. It is simply a question of looking in the corresponding piece of human chromosome. So, partly for curiosity, and partly to help her medical work, Dr Ostrander embarked on a project to understand dog genetics better by tracking down the true pedigrees of pedigree dogs.

