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GunnGunn arguesargues thatthat environmentalenvironmental 
problemsproblems (including(including thethe moralmoral statusstatus 
ofof nonhumannonhuman animals)animals) cannotcannot bebe solvedsolved 
byby eithereither utilitarianismutilitarianism oror rightsrights ofof 
theory;theory; insteadinstead hehe recommendsrecommends aa 
theorytheory ofof hh umauma nn stewastewa rdsrds hiphip toto solvesolve 
thesethese problems.problems. 

TheThe numerousnumerous criticismscriticisms GunnGunn 
makesmakes ofof utilitarianism,utilitarianism, however,however, dodo 
notnot add·add· upup toto aa decisivedecisive refutation,refutation, 
andand nonenone ofof themthem showsshows thatthat utilita­utilita­
rianismrianism isis ofof nono useuse inin solvingsolving envi­envi­
ronmentalronmental problems,problems, oror decidingdeciding thethe 
moralmoral statusstatus ofof animals.animals. HeHe claims,claims, toto 
beginbegin with,with, thatthat utilitarianismutilitarianism "is"is 
unableunable toto ascribeascribe valuevalue toto nonsentientnonsentient 
beings."beings." (p.(p. 135)135) ButBut utilitarianismutilitarianism 
asas aa theorytheory aboutabout thethe rightright cancan bebe 
distinguisheddistinguished fromfrom theoriestheories aboutabout thethe 
goodgood (such(such asas hedonism)hedonism) whichwhich 
ascribeascribe intrinsicintrinsic valuevalue onlyonly toto sentientsentient 
beings.beings. EvenEven thoughthough classicalclassical utilita­utilita­
riansrians suchsuch asas BenthamBentham werewere alsoalso 
hedonists,hedonists, itit isis notnot logicallylogically necessarynecessary 

.. toto saddlesaddle utilitarianismutilitarianism withwith hedonismhedonism 
oror anyany otherother sentient-centricsentient-centric viewview ofof 
intrinsicintrinsic value.value. ItIt isis possiblepossible forfor aa 

utiuti IIitaita rianrian toto ascribeascribe valval ueue toto nonsen­nonsen­
tienttient beings.beings. FuFu rthermore,rthermore, eveneven ifif 
utilitarianismutilitarianism isis formulatedformulated inin suchsuch aa 
wayway thatthat onon IyIy sentientsentient beibei ngsngs cancan 
havehave value,value, asas SingerSinger doesdoes followingfollowing 
Bentham,Bentham, itit doesdoes notnot followfollow thatthat suchsuch 
aa theorytheory hashas nono usefuusefu II applicationapplication toto 
moralmoral problemsproblems aboutabout thethe environmentenvironment 
oror nonhumannonhuman animals.animals. TheThe naturalnatural 
envienvi ronmentronment wouwou IdId stillstill havehave instru­instru­
mentalmental valuevalue becausebecause itit satisfiessatisfies inter­inter­
ests,ests, andand thisthis wouldwould provideprovide aa goodgood 
reasonreason forfor preservingpreserving it.it. AndAnd animalsanimals 
wouldwould definitelydefinitely havehave aa moralmoral status,status, 
asas SingerSinger hashas shown.shown. GunnGunn doesdoes 
mentionmention Singer'sSinger's utilitarianutilitarian approachapproach 
toto animals,animals, andand surprisinglysurprisingly enough,enough, 
hehe seemsseems toto agreeagree withwith itit exceptexcept forfor aa 
couplecouple ofof .. reservations.reservations. HeHe says,says, "I"I 
believebelieve thatthat utilitautilita rianrian ismism cancan presentpresent 
aa goodgood casecase forfor ceasingceasing toto exploitexploit 
captivecaptive animals."animals." (p.(p. 140)140) SoSo itit 
lookslooks likelike utilitarianismutilitarianism doesdoes establishestablish 
somethingsomething importantimportant aboutabout thethe moralmoral 
statusstatus ofof animalsanimals afterafter all,all, namelynamely thatthat 
itit isis morallymorally wrongwrong toto exploitexploit captivecaptive 
animals.animals. 
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AsAs itit turnsturns out,out, Gunn'sGunn's mainmain 
complaintcomplaint aboutabout utilitarianismutilitarianism isis notnot 
thatthat itit leavesleaves animalsanimals withwith nono moralmoral 
status,status, butbut ratherrather thatthat itit doesdoes notnot 
provideprovide usus withwith aa satisfactorysatisfactory envi­envi­
ronmentalronmental ethic.ethic. TheThe reasonreason isis thatthat 
developersdevelopers couldcould useuse itit toto defenddefend thethe 
destructiondestruction ofof natunatu rara II ecosystems;ecosystems; forfor 
example,example, defendersdefenders ofof thethe B.B. EverettEverett 
JordanJordan DamDam inin NorthNorth CarolinaCarolina havehave 
claimedclaimed thatthat itit wouldwould provideprovide benefitsbenefits 
toto humanshumans andand animalsanimals thatthat wouldwould out­out­
weighweigh thethe harmharm donedone toto thethe environ­environ­
mentment andand aa fewfew wildwild turkeyturkey andand deer.deer. 

GunnGunn isis rightright aboutabout this:this: utilita­utilita­
rianismrianism cancan bebe usedused toto justifyjustify thethe 
destructiondestruction ofof somesome natunatu ralral ecosys­ecosys­
tems.tems. ButBut doesdoes thisthis meanmean thatthat utili­utili­
tarianismtarianism mustmust bebe rejectedrejected asas anan ethi­ethi­
calcal theory?theory? IfIf thisthis destructiondestruction reallyreally 
doesdoes benefitbenefit bothboth humanshumans andand animals,animals, 
ifif itit satisfiessatisfies importaimporta ntnt sentientsentient iinter­nter­
ests,ests, andand notnot justjust trivialtrivial desires,desires, whywhy 
thenthen itit wouldwould bebe morallymorally justifiable.justifiable. 
AtAt leastleast thisthis doesdoes notnot conflictconflict withwith mymy 
moralmoral intuitions.intuitions. .. ItIt isis environmentalenvironmental 
fanaticismfanaticism toto insistinsist thatthat everyevery andand allall 
natunatu ralral ecosystemsecosystems shoushou IdId bebe pre­pre­
servedserved eveneven wherewhere thisthis providesprovides nono 
benefitbenefit toto sentientsentient beingsbeings andand eveneven 
harmsharms them.them. II dodo notnot see,see, then,then, thatthat 
GunnGunn hashas givengiven usus anyany goodgood reasonsreasons 
forfor rejectingrejecting utilitarianismutilitarianism asas aa moralmoral 
theorytheory aboutabout anan imalsimals andand thethe envienvi ron­ron­
ment.ment. 

AsAs forfor rightsrights theory,theory, GuGu nn nn dis­dis­
cussescusses thethe viewview thatthat nonhumannonhuman animalsanimals 
havehave aa rightright toto lifelife andand aa rightright notnot toto 
bebe mademade toto suffer,suffer, wherewhere thesethese areare 
heldheld byby individualindividual animalsanimals (not(not wholewhole 
speciesspecies oror ecosystems),ecosystems), andand areare 
largelylargely negativenegative rightsrights requiringrequiring usus 
notnot toto interfere.interfere. HeHe makesmakes twotwo mainmain 
objections:objections: (1)(1) MoralMoral rightsrights requirerequire 
reciprocity:reciprocity: aa personperson cannotcannot havehave 
rightsrights withoutwithout alsoalso havinghaving duties;duties; butbut 
animalsanimals dodo notnot havehave duties,duties, andand soso 
theythey cannotcannot havehave rights.rights. (2)(2) ItIt isis 
impossibleimpossible toto basebase anan envienvi ronmentalronmental 
ethicethic onon individualindividual rights.rights. 

NeitherNeither ofof thesethese objectionsobjections isis 
conviconvi ncinci ng.ng. ThereThere aa rere plentyplenty ofof 
casescases wherewhere aa beingbeing cancan havehave aa rightright 
andand notnot havehave duties,duties, e.g.,e.g., fetuses,fetuses, 
infants,infants, thethe retarded,retarded, thethe senile,senile, the·the· 
sick,sick, andand soso on.on. IfIf thesethese humanshumans 
havehave rightsrights withoutwithout duties,duties, thenthen whywhy 
can'tcan't animalsanimals havehave similarsimilar rights?rights? 
Gunn'sGunn's replyreply isis thatthat personspersons cannotcannot 
havehave civilcivil rightsrights suchsuch asas thethe rightright toto 
votevote withoutwithout havinghaving duties.duties. ButBut thisthis 
isis justjust besbes ideide thethe poipoi nt;nt; thethe rightsrights atat 
issueissue areare basicbasic rightsrights suchsuch asas thethe 
rightright toto lifelife andand thethe rightright notnot toto suf­suf­
fer,fer, andand notnot civilcivil rights.rights. EvenEven ifif 
animalsanimals andand marginalmarginal humanshumans dodo notnot 
havehave civilcivil rights,rights, theythey cancan stillstill havehave 
basicbasic rights.rights. 

AnotherAnother difficultydifficulty forfor Gunn'Gunn' ss viewview 
isis thethe factfact thatthat animalsanimals seemseem toto bebe 
capablecapable ofof actingacting asas moralmoral agents,agents, andand 
thisthis suggestssuggests thatthat theythey couldcould havehave 
dutiesduties andand bebe membersmembers ofof thethe moralmoral 
community.community. RhesusRhesus monmon keys,keys, forfor 
example,example, exhibitexhibit compassion,compassion, andand thisthis 
meansmeans thatthat theythey areare capablecapable ofof moralmoral 
goodness,goodness, eveneven ifif theythey areare unableunable toto 
formform anan intellectualintellectual conceptconcept ofof rightright 
andand wrong.wrong. 

TheThe secondsecond objectionobjection isis puzzling.puzzling. 
GunnGunn claimsclaims thatthat eveneven ifif individualindividual 
animalsanimals andand treestrees havehave rightsrights (that(that 
is,is, basicbasic rightsrights suchsuch asas thethe rightright notnot 
toto bebe injuredinjured oror damaged),damaged), wewe wouldwould 
stillstill havehave nono reasonreason forfor preservingpreserving 
wholewhole speciesspecies oror wholewhole ecosystemsecosystems 
becausebecause thesethese collectionscollections dodo notnot havehave 
rights,rights, onlyonly individualsindividuals do.do. WhatWhat 
puzzlespuzzles meme isis howhow oneone couldcould savesave 
individualindividual animalsanimals oror treestrees andand notnot 
savesave speciesspecies andand forestsforests asas aa result.result. 
MaybeMaybe aa speciesspecies isis notnot merelymerely aa col­col­
lectionlection ofof individualindividual animals,animals, butbut stillstill 
ifif oneone preservespreserves thethe individualindividual animalsanimals 
andand allowsallows themthem toto reproduce,reproduce, thisthis 
willwill resultresult inin thethe speciesspecies beingbeing pre­pre­
servedserved too.too. 

Finally,Finally, letlet usus turnturn toto Gunn'sGunn's ownown 
viewview ofof stewardship.stewardship. ThisThis amountsamounts toto 
littlelittle moremore thanthan thethe traditionaltraditional 
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ChristianChristian view.view. (Non-Christians(Non-Christians areare 
toldtold thatthat theythey shouldshould actact asas ifif theythey 
werewere God'sGod's stewards.)stewards.) AccordingAccording toto 
thisthis familiarfamiliar homocentrichomocentric doctrine,doctrine, 
humanhuman beingsbeings areare superiorsuperior toto allall otherother 
creatucreatu resres andand havehave aa God-givenGod-given 
responsibilityresponsibility toto rulerule overover God'sGod's cre­cre­
ationation inin HisHis place,place, thatthat is,is, humanshumans 
areare supposedsupposed toto actact asas stewardsstewards oror 
trusteestrustees forfor God,God, takingtaking carecare ofof HisHis 
creationcreation forfor Him.Him. ButBut sincesince God'sGod's 
creationcreation isis goodgood (Gunn(Gunn emphasizesemphasizes 
thisthis atat moremore thanthan oneone place)place) allall wewe 
needneed toto dodo isis leaveleave itit alone.alone. ThisThis 
duty,duty, GunnGunn says,says, cancan bebe inferredinferred 
fromfrom thethe Bible:Bible: "The"The BibleBible isis notnot 
ver'yver'y specificspecific aboutabout this,this, butbut certainlycertainly 
thethe deliberatedeliberate (or(or careless)careless) extermina­extermina­
tiontion ofof species,species, thethe poisoningpoisoning ofof 
lakes,lakes, rivers,rivers, andand air,air, thethe destructiondestruction 
ofof soilsoil fertilityfertility andand landland stabilitystability seemseem 
quitequite incompatibleincompatible withwith aa recognitionrecognition 
ofof ourour stewardshipstewardship overover God'sGod's cre­cre­
ation."ation." (p.(p. 152)152) 

ButBut whywhy don'tdon't wewe havehave aa positivepositive 
dutyduty toto reducereduce sufferingsuffering ofof animalsanimals 
(and(and humans)humans) oror toto protectprotect theirtheir 
rights?rights? Gunn'sGunn's answeranswer isis quitequite 
clear--thisclear--this isis notnot partpart ofof God'sGod's plan.plan. 
HeHe sayssays thatthat God'sGod's planplan isis "certainly"certainly 
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notnot designeddesigned toto reducereduce sufferingsuffering oror toto 
protectprotect rights.rights. "" (p.(p. 152)152) SoSo wewe 
oughtought toto dodo nothingnothing toto reducereduce animalanimal 
suffering--suffering-- "Mostly"Mostly wewe shouldshould leaveleave 
themthem alone."alone." (p.(p. 150)150) 

ItIt isis obviousobvious toto meme thatthat thisthis 
approachapproach toto sufferingsuffering isis morallymorally 
objectionable.objectionable. ItIt wouldwould meanmean thatthat wewe 
shouldn'tshouldn't feedfeed domesticdomestic animalsanimals andand 
pets,pets, wewe shouldn'tshouldn't treattreat theirtheir infec­infec­
tionstions andand diseases,diseases, wewe shouldn'tshouldn't pro­pro­
videvide themthem withwith shelter,shelter, wewe shouldn'tshouldn't 
setset brokenbroken limbs,limbs, wewe shouldn'tshouldn't killkill 
injuredinjured animals,animals, andand soso on.on. AndAnd whatwhat 
aboutabout humans?humans? DoesDoes thisthis meanmean thatthat 
wewe shouldn'tshouldn't treattreat humanhuman diseases,diseases, 
thatthat wewe shouldshould makemake nono attemptattempt toto 
reducereduce humanhuman s'uffering,s'uffering, sincesince thisthis 
sufferingsuffering isis partpart ofof God'sGod's plan?plan? NoNo 
doubtdoubt therethere areare fundamentalistfundamentalist Chris­Chris­
tianstians whowho dodo notnot gogo toto doctorsdoctors oror 
seekseek medicalmedical help,help, whowho expectexpect toto bebe 
healedhealed byby GodGod oror die,die, butbut thisthis isis 
hardlyhardly aa reasonablereasonable viewview toto take,take, 
eithereither forfor humanshumans oror animals.animals. IfIf thisthis 
isis whatwhat thethe ChristianChristian viewview comescomes to,to, 
andand itit doesdoes seemseem toto comecome toto thisthis onon 
GuGu nnnn 's's view,view, thenthen humanshumans andand anan imalsimals 
areare muchmuch betterbetter offoff withwith utilitarianismutilitarianism 
oror rightsrights theory.theory. 
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