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In most strands of the research that make up the nonhuman turn, animals (and things too, to 
some extent, though I won’t deal with them here) are addressed in terms of how much like 
humans they are: they think, they have emotions and language, they are moral. Not denying 
any of these claims, I instead wish to consider what animals have to teach humans, 
particularly with regard to communication. Drawing from scholars who theorize how we 
communicate with animals (Latour, Haraway, Despret), I argue for understanding 
communication as embodied behavior, as a form of “making with.”  
 
Most scholars at this conference will agree that communication is not the transmission of 
information and probably agree too that it is not purely cognitive but also involves emotion. 
I argue that communicative behavior is grounded in bodies that interact, that (contra 
Luhmann) communication is not a system that can be separated from those who “talk” (in 
the broadest sense) with one another. The goal of communication is not to grasp the 
meanings of others but to respond to others, and responding is a fully embodied behavior, 
involving all the senses and the whole neural system: thinking, feeling, and acting. Thus, 
communication as “making with” brings forth in an ongoing way not only new meanings, 
but new things, new selves, new worlds, and new knowledge.  
 
Making with is making through interaction, connection, and response, not through mastery. 
Despret explains how rats, in behaving as their experimenters expected them to, 
“authorized” the experimenters “to become competent” (120); Haraway describes her 
engagement with her dog Cayenne in agility competitions, furthering our understanding of 
how “dogs and people learn to pay attention to each other in a way that changes who and 
what they become together” (208); and Latour, following Whitehead, characterizes the way 
humans come together with nonhumans as propositions, risky attachments enabling humans 
(especially scientists) to become more or less trustworthy spokespersons for nonhumans: 
“we all work constantly to make things relevant to what we say about them. If we stop 
working, they no longer say anything; but when they do speak, it is indeed they that speak 
and not we ourselves” (85; and see Haraway 93). As these examples demonstrate, 
understanding communication as making with also illuminates how communication always 
entails an ethic of response, or responsibility. 
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