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monlcey



part 1




my obsession with monlkeys began with a

chance encounter with a small figurine.
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§ L 21t 3¢ Hour paths eventuolly diverged. the monkey was removed
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Hfrom his spot on the windowsill, and life continued on.
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shoes on, door locled, 2,
say good morning to monlkey,
$HEH catch the bus. .
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1 coaught monlcey manio.
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monleys is split into 2 groups: collectively, monkey species possess many behavioral
troits that ore similor to our own, including:

the infraorder of
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regional occents,

resoeses

old world monkeys are all the species with
“anatomical oddities”, and no prehensile tails.
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in a way, their evolution is similar to thot of N $HEEEEE WAL
old world cultures - diverse and nichely developed.
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§ hugging when reunited.
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even though monkeys share so much with us,

impose

there’s still a barrier that humons

deal pet becouse

I the monkey was an 1
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d to th
1t could choose to be your companion,

1 use

but the term

the pane of glass at the zoo.
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the monlcey acts as a tool with which

]

still

treating the monlcey based on our stondards

humans ottempt to gouge their own humonity.

of intelligence is ultimately o flowed ideo.

resevesrecversvecrserecsrersvetret vt et el

it is thot fine line thot the monlcey walks between

human and onimal thot continues to intrigue me.
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we're just different §

prgecees

nor the subhuman

but o distont sibling from the some ancestor.

monleys aren’t the unevolved
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but this perception is ultimately flawed and born from “simionisation”, the derogatory comparison of
that sense of cultural superiority.the monkey struggles humans to monkeys stems from this ethnocentrism.
with all the some complexities present in humon life;

if anything, the only distinguishing freedom monlceys
possess 1s thot of expressing their emotions.

o way to reconcile with the ports
the same troit thot diminishes them to "subhuman"”. of me that aren’t humon enough.



1t isn't my wish to become o monkey.

§ 1 have a peanut allergy,

1 don’t like bananas,

bevooeoeoveoeced

—~

.
255054 WA
noa.oaﬁ{ﬂ
e sectecbie e

peovervscvacved
pevrovsecsocsed

peevervecvecsad
bovoevsecsovoed

beovesvervecvaed
povrecrovsccosd

pesvesvecvecvad
boerecrecsecred
P

so 1 don’t thinlk it would worl out.
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but i’d like to meet one someday.

to form an understonding of each other that con’t

be fully communicoted by either species individually.

to love the symbol of the monkey while to cross that boundary between human

recognizing the individual thot lays underneath.

and animal ond coexist as equals.
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