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Introduction 
	It is clear that norms regarding pets have changed over the past 50 years. There are so many reasons that have caused to the change of norms regarding pets in the society. These include changes in laws, social institutions, population and environmental changes. Specifically, the changes in laws have led to the licensing of dogs in many states. Over time, there has been establishment of so many legislations whose main focus is to prevent individuals from walking with their pets into public spaces (Raskoff. 2008). Health codes in many jurisdictions have also prevented private citizens from keeping their pets in public establishments. Also, the rising populations have led to increased urbanization which has prevented individuals living in urban areas from keeping pets in cities, hotels and businesses. In addition, the change of family as the basic social institution to the working family has contributed greatly to increased societal changes in regard to keeping of pets. While there are no organizations that help to lobby for the changing norms in regard to the management of pets, the alienation of animals will continue to exist in the society. 
Sources of change of Norms in the Society
	One of the main sources to the changes of pet norms in the society is the increasing changes in laws and policies in regard to the management of pets. Most of the cities have developed increased legislations and regulations that require owners of dogs to ensure that their dogs have been licensed and recognized by local authorities. These compliance requirements have led to many people shunning away the management and keeping of pets. Most people do not want to keep pets as they are afraid that the local authorities will have major demands on them. In particular, the management of feces in public spaces has always been a major concern for authorities. This had led many individuals to shun away keeping of pets in their local authorities and areas as a result of fearing the repercussions that come with the management of these pets. These changes in social norms within the society have led to the increased changes in terms of management of pets in the society (Teresa, 2017). 
	Changes in social institutions have also been attributed to the rising changes in pets relationship. The main cause for such changes has been that many families and individuals living in urban areas are lonely and isolated. While canine companionship has served as the best substitute for this human interaction, it is evident that the societal and technology reforms have been attributed to these changes. While it costs money to take the dog anywhere, it is a clear fact that dogs can act as increasingly important pets in the society as they can always share luxury with family members. Technological advancements such as the rising nature of social media has contributed to the increased changes in the way humans interact with one another and how they interact with animals. This has led to the changing dynamics in relationships that exist between one human to another. Canine companionship has greatly affected these human dynamics and the changes in relationships as more people only restrict animals to the times they want  them to be their companions (Raskoff, 2008).
	The changing social dynamics have contributed to the changing nature of how individuals living in urban centers can own and manage dogs as their pets. For instance, homeless people used to own dogs and would frequently walk with their pets in urban centers. However, currently these homeless people are always denied of entry to shelters unless they have to give up their dogs as pets. Since these dogs only provide emotional attachment in the society, they have lost that status humans are likely to be using technology as substitutes to human interaction. Individuals living in urban areas lack the private space to keep these animals. This has been a major challenge for individuals who want to keep their pets as there is a likelihood that there would be increasing nature in the manner in which these animals are kept as pets. For this reason, there is a need to reduce the demand  for keeping these animals as they have become unacceptable and expensive to keep (Raskoff, 2008).
	In essence, humans have also changed the manner in which they used to treat animals. Even the scientists have started to use animals as lesser than human beings as they are mostly likely to be engaged in gene mapping projects whose focus is to  test the animals  with an aim of understanding the world. These major challenges have contributed to the rising gap in the nature in which humans are likely meant to treat their animals. The unacceptability of dogs and pets in living spaces has also reduced as most of the social spheres are likely to reduce their use of animals as pets. People are less likely to accept species into their realms as the acceptability of such species in living spaces has reduced over time. Creating an environment in which the animal rights are kept in balance with human rights is the right answer especially in the management of animals as pets. There has also been a reduction in the manner in which humans are likely to use animals as pets in their living spaces (Raskoff, 2008).
	The other cause for the changing dynamics in which pets are kept is the transformation of the society. There has been increased nature of populations within the society. This has been attributed to the high demand for individuals and labor in the workforce. As a result, this has resulted to the changing nature in which individuals live in these urban spaces. The resulting changes within populations have been contributed by the rising nature of empowerment of individuals and changes within populations. Since it is clear that norms can always change as a result of population changes, there is a need to address the rising demand. Many excuses to the nature in which animals should kept have also been brought forth by the changes in health practices especially in public spaces (Raskoff, 2008).
Conclusion
	To sum it up, there have been increased changes in society in regard to societal guidelines, governmental laws and organizational policies in regard to the management of pets in the society. While it is clear that norms  like laws and policies do not change over time, it is evident the change of norms in regard to pets has been as a result of changing parental roles, change of social institutions, urbanization, increasing populations and continued harsh legislation in regard to the management of pets. While animals have become an important element to our culture, the changes in norms in regard to how we keep them as pets has been driven by changes in societal behaviors. These changes have accumulated in the society as a result of the changing nature of individuals in any given social set up. The acceptability of pets in social spheres has decreased over time as a result of the changing nature of laws, policies and legislation in regard to the handling of animals as pets in the society. The changing social dynamics have contributed to the changing nature of how individuals living in urban centers can own and manage dogs as their pets. The main cause for such changes has been that many families and individuals living in urban areas are lonely and isolated. While these changes are not currently addressed in the present societies, alienation of animals as pets will continue to rise over time. 
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