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ARTICLE
ARTICLE
 

MORALITYMORALITY ANDAND ANIMALSANIMALS 

DuringDuring thethe lastlast fifteenfifteen oror 
twentytwenty years,years, therethere havehave beenbeen aa 
numbernumber ofof groupsgroups (somewhat(somewhat mislead­mislead­
inglyingly calledcalled "liberation"liberation movements")movements") 
whichwhich havehave urgedurged thatthat thethe rightsrights ofof 
women,women, blacks,blacks, andand homosexualshomosexuals havehave 
notnot beenbeen properlyproperly respected.respected. NowNow 
thesethese threethree havehave beenbeen joinedjoined byby thethe 
animalanimal liberationliberation movement.movement. InIn 
termsterms ofof thethe actualactual painpain involved,involved, 
thethe numbernumber ofof deaths,deaths, andand eveneven inin 
termsterms ofof thethe amountamount ofof confinement,confinement, 
aa goodgood casecase cancan bebe mademade thatthat animalsanimals 
areare treatedtreated eveneven worseworse thanthan women,women, 
blacksblacks andand homosexuals.homosexuals. ForFor 
example,example, inin aa singlesingle yearyear inin thethe 
UnitedUnited StatesStates alonealone atat leastleast sixtysixty 
millionmillion animalsanimals areare usedused asas subjectssubjects 
forfor experimentationexperimentation -- mostmost ofof whomwhom 
areare usedused (and(and usuallyusually killed)killed) toto 
testtest thethe safetysafety ofof luxuryluxury productsproducts 
suchsuch asas newnew cosmetics.cosmetics. AnimalsAnimals areare 
subjectedsubjected toto confinementconfinement inin factoryfactory 
farmsfarms wherewhere aa hen,hen, forfor example,example, isis 
likelylikely toto bebe keptkept permanentlypermanently inin aa 
cagecage inin whichwhich itit cannotcannot eveneven stretchstretch 
itsits wings.wings. DoDo humanhuman beingsbeings reallyreally 
havehave thethe rightright toto killkill animalsanimals soso thatthat 
wewe cancan eateat theirtheir fleshflesh -- particularlyparticularly 
whenwhen wewe bearbear inin mindmind thatthat feedingfeeding 
graingrain toto animalsanimals beforebefore wewe eateat themthem 
ratherrather thanthan eatingeating thethe graingrain directlydirectly 
isis anan exceedinglyexceedingly inefficientinefficient wayway 
ofof feedingfeeding humanhuman beings?beings? 

TheThe casecase ofof thethe animalanimal libberslibbers 
seemsseems impressiveimpressive butbut itit hashas 
encounteredencountered determineddetermined opposition.opposition. 
InIn thethe mattermatter ofof animalanimal experimentsexperiments 
itit isis objectedobjected thatthat atat leastleast thosethose 
casescases wherewhere thethe experimentsexperiments maymay 
leadlead toto thethe preventionprevention andand curecure ofof 
humanhuman ailments,ailments, wewe shouldshould recognizerecognize 
thatthat animalanimal painpain countscounts farfar lessless 
thanthan humanhuman painpain soso thatthat eveneven ifif thethe 
experimentsexperiments causecause aa greatergreater totaltotal 
amountamount ofof sufferingsuffering toto animalsanimals thanthan 
theythey preventprevent inin humanhuman beings,beings, theythey cancan 

stillstill bebe perfectlyperfectly justifiable.justifiable. SomeSome 
wouldwould eveneven claimclaim thatthat itit isis justifiablejustifiable 
toto testtest newnew luxuryluxury goods,goods, suchsuch asas 
cosmetics,cosmetics, onon animals.animals. (The(The standardstandard 
testtest isis toto injectinject increasinglyincreasingly largelarge 
amountsamounts ofof thethe substancesubstance intointo aa groupgroup 
ofof animalsanimals untiluntil halfhalf ofof themthem die,die, 
sometimessometimes simplysimply becausebecause ofof thethe volumevolume 
ofof stuffstuff thatthat hashas beenbeen injected.)injected.) 
TheirTheir argumentargument couldcould startstart withwith thethe 
premisepremise thatthat whilewhile thethe interestsinterests ofof 
animalsanimals shouldshould bebe respected,respected, wheneverwhenever 
therethere isis aa conflictconflict betweenbetween thethe 
interestsinterests ofof animalsanimals andand thethe interestsinterests 
ofof humanhuman beings,beings, thethe interestsinterests ofof 
humanhuman beingsbeings shouldshould taketake precedence.precedence. 
IfIf thenthen itit isis inin thethe interestsinterests ofof 
humanhuman beingsbeings toto makemake thethe newnew cosmeticscosmetics 
(consumers(consumers enjoyenjoy them,them, manufacturersmanufacturers 
makemake moneymoney andand workersworkers gaingain employment),employment), 
itit followsfollows that,that, howeverhowever painfulpainful thethe 
experimentsexperiments maymay bebe forfor thethe animalsanimals 
theythey areare stillstill justifiable.justifiable. 

OrOr againagain itit mightmight bebe arguedargued thatthat 
wewe don'tdon't reallyreally knowknow thatthat animalsanimals areare 
capablecapable ofof feelingfeeling pain:pain: afterafter all,all, 
youyou can'tcan't feelfeel anan animal'sanimal's painpain soso youyou 
can'tcan't bebe suresure thatthat itit isis suffering.suffering. InIn 
thethe mattermatter ofof breedingbreeding animalsanimals toto killkill 
andand useuse forfor meat,meat, itit hashas beenbeen arguedargued 
thatthat sincesince theythey wouldn'twouldn't havehave beenbeen bornborn 
ifif aa farmerfarmer hadn'thadn't plannedplanned eventuallyeventually 
toto useuse themthem forfor meatmeat andand sincesince itit isis 
betterbetter toto havehave eveneven aa shortshort lifelife thanthan 
nonenone atat all,all, raisingraising animalsanimals forfor meatmeat 
is,is, atat thethe veryvery least,least, unobjectionable,unobjectionable, 
andand inin allall probabilityprobability commendable,commendable, 
eveneven fromfrom thethe pointpoint ofof viewview ofof thethe 
animalsanimals themselves.themselves. Finally,Finally, itit isis 
sometimessometimes claimedclaimed thatthat animalsanimals areare byby 
theirtheir veryvery naturenature incapableincapable ofof havinghaving 
rightsrights (although(although thisthis claimclaim isis notnot 
quitequite asas bleakbleak asas itit appearsappears forfor 
animalanimal interestsinterests becausebecause thosethose whowho makemake 
thethe claimclaim usuallyusually holdhold asas wellwell thatthat itit 
isis wrongwrong toto dodo certaincertain thingsthings toto 
animalsanimals andand thatthat wewe eveneven havehave obliga­obliga­
tionstions toto dodo somesome thingsthings forfor them).them). 

IsIs animalanimal painpain lessless importantimportant thanthan 
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humanhuman pain?pain? 

AlmostAlmost allall ofof usus startstart outout think­think­
inging thatthat itit is.is. II dodo notnot meanmean byby thisthis 
thatthat wewe thinkthink (quite(quite rightly)rightly) thatthat 
therethere areare kindskinds ofof mentalmental sufferingsuffering 
thatthat humanhuman beingsbeings cancan undergoundergo thatthat 
animalsanimals can't.can't. II meanmean ratherrather thatthat 
givengiven whatwhat seemseem atat leastleast toto bebe 
roughlyroughly equalequal amountsamounts ofof humanhuman 
sufferingsuffering andand animalanimal suffering,suffering, thethe 
humanhuman sufferingsuffering strikesstrikes usus asas vastlyvastly 
moremore important.important. ForFor example,example, ifif wewe 
learnlearn thatthat animalsanimals areare beingbeing experi­experi­
mentedmented onon inin orderorder toto testtest aa newnew 
drugdrug thatthat maymay alleviatealleviate humanhuman 
suffering,suffering, wewe don'tdon't tendtend toto worryworry 
aboutabout whetherwhether thethe chanceschances areare thatthat 
moremore humanhuman sufferingsuffering willwill bebe pre­pre­
ventedvented thanthan isis beingbeing causedcaused toto thethe 
animals.animals. IfIf thethe experimentsexperiments werewere toto 
bebe conductedconducted onon humanhuman beings,beings, how­how­
ever,ever, wewe wouldwould reactreact differently:differently: wewe 
wouldwould probablyprobably notnot bebe willingwilling toto 
approveapprove suchsuch experimentsexperiments unlessunless wewe 
supposedsupposed thatthat theythey wouldwould preventprevent aa 
greatgreat dealdeal moremore sufferingsuffering thanthan theythey 
causedcaused andand eveneven then,then, manymany ofof usus 
wouldn'twouldn't approveapprove ofof it.it. 

HowHow couldcould thethe viewview thatthat animalanimal 
painpain isis lessless importantimportant thanthan humanhuman 
painpain bebe defended?defended? ForFor mostmost ofof usus thethe 
initialinitial responseresponse wouldwould bebe thatthat 
becausebecause humanhuman beingsbeings areare muchmuch moremore 
intelligentintelligent thanthan animals,animals, animalanimal painpain 
shouldshould countcount farfar lessless thanthan humanhuman pain.pain. 
It'sIt's not,not, wewe suppose,suppose, thatthat wewe areare 
playingplaying favoritesfavorites withwith ourour ownown speciesspecies 
inin thethe wayway thatthat aa racistracist favorsfavors hishis 
ownown racerace oror aa sexistsexist favorsfavors hishis oror 
herher ownown sex.sex. ItIt isis notnot thatthat wewe havehave 
takentaken somethingsomething thatthat isis morallymorally 
neutralneutral likelike sexsex oror skinskin colorcolor andand 
treatedtreated itit asas ifif itit werewere morallymorally 
relevant,relevant, therebythereby favoringfavoring ourour ownown 
kindkind justjust becausebecause theythey areare ourour ownown 
kind.kind. WeWe thinkthink ratherrather thatthat wewe havehave 
observedobserved aa crucialcrucial differencedifference 
betweenbetween humanhuman beingsbeings andand thethe otherother 
animalsanimals whichwhich itit isis appropriateappropriate toto 

acknowledgeacknowledge byby treatingtreating humanhuman suffer­suffer­
inging asas farfar moremore importantimportant thanthan animalanimal 
suffering.suffering. 

ButBut isis thisthis whatwhat wewe areare reallyreally 
doing?doing? AreAre wewe simplysimply recognizingrecognizing aa 
morallymorally relevantrelevant differencedifference betweenbetween 
humanhuman beingsbeings andand animalsanimals -- thatthat humanhuman 
beingsbeings areare moremore intelligentintelligent thanthan 
animalsanimals -- addingadding thethe premisepremise thatthat thethe 
sufferingsuffering ofof aa lessless intelligentintelligent beingbeing 
countscounts less,less, andand makingmaking thethe obviousobvious 
deduction?deduction? IfIf wewe reallyreally acceptedaccepted 
thisthis principle,principle, wewe wouldwould treattreat thethe 
sufferingsuffering ofof peoplepeople ofof averageaverage 
intellectintellect asas inin itselfitself lessless importantimportant 
thanthan thethe sufferingsuffering ofof highlyhighly intelli­intelli­
gentgent people,people, andand thethe sufferingsuffering ofof thethe 
retardedretarded 'as'as eveneven lessless important.important. ButBut 
surelysurely thisthis wouldwould bebe wrong.wrong. ImagineImagine 
havinghaving someonesomeone whowho isis farfar moremore 
intelligentintelligent thanthan yourselfyourself telltell youyou 
that,that, becausebecause ofof youryour inferiorinferior 
intelligence,intelligence, youryour painpain shouldshould countcount 
lessless thanthan his,his, oror imagineimagine someonesomeone 
suggestingsuggesting thatthat sincesince somesome veryvery 
retardedretarded peoplepeople seemseem lessless intelligentintelligent 
thanthan somesome dogsdogs uponupon whomwhom wewe experi­experi­
ment,ment, wewe shouldshould feelfeel asas freefree toto 
experimentexperiment onon suchsuch retardedretarded humanhuman 
beingsbeings asas wewe nownow dodo onon dogsdogs oror guineaguinea 
pigspigs oror rats.rats. 

ItIt mightmight bebe arguedargued thatthat eveneven 
thoughthough somesome humanhuman beingsbeings suchsuch asas 
babiesbabies andand somesome retardedretarded personspersons areare 
lessless intelligentintelligent thanthan thethe mostmost 
intelligentintelligent animals,animals, humanhuman beingsbeings 
areare characteristicallycharacteristically moremore intelli­intelli­
gentgent thanthan animalsanimals andand thatthat thisthis 
justifiesjustifies treatingtreating babiesbabies andand personspersons 
whowho areare unusuallyunusually retardedretarded withwith farfar 
moremore concernconcern forfor theirtheir painpain thanthan wewe 
wouldwould showshow ifif theythey werewere animals.animals. 
ButBut thisthis argumentargument stillstill reliesrelies onon 
thethe assumptionassumption thatthat thethe painpain ofof moremore 
intelligentintelligent creaturescreatures countscounts moremore 
heavilyheavily thanthan thatthat ofof lessless intelligentintelligent 
ones,ones, anan assumptionassumption whosewhose fullfull 
implicationsimplications wewe areare obviouslyobviously 
unwillingunwilling toto accept.accept. Also,Also, eveneven ifif 
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thatthat werewere correct,correct, whywhy shouldshould wewe treattreat 
creaturescreatures whowho areare notnot intelligentintelligent asas 
thoughthough theythey werewere intelligentintelligent simplysimply 
becausebecause theythey belongbelong toto aa speciesspecies mostmost 
ofof whosewhose otherother membersmembers areare intelligent?intelligent? 
ItIt couldcould bebe repliedreplied thatthat wewe havehave aa 
precedentprecedent forfor doingdoing soso inin thosethose 
insuranceinsurance companiescompanies thatthat treattreat youngyoung 
peoplepeople whowho areare unusuallyunusually safesafe driversdrivers 
forfor theirtheir age-groupage-group asas thoughthough theythey 
werewere nono safersafer thanthan thethe averageaverage forfor 
theirtheir age-group.age-group. However,However, II thinkthink wewe 
wouldwould eithereither regardregard thisthis practicepractice asas 
unjustifiableunjustifiable or,or, ifif wewe findfind itit justi­justi­
fiable,fiable, wewe dodo soso onlyonly becausebecause thethe 
insuranceinsurance companiescompanies claimclaim thatthat theythey 
lacklack sufficientsufficient evidenceevidence toto determinedetermine 
whichwhich youngyoung driversdrivers areare thethe safesafe ones,ones, 
andand thatthat collectingcollecting suchsuch evidenceevidence 
wouldwould costcost tootoo muchmuch toto bebe feasible.feasible. 
ButBut inin thethe casecase ofof babiesbabies andand thethe 
mentallymentally retarded,retarded, therethere isis nono problemproblem 
inin determiningdetermining theirtheir relativerelative lacklack ofof 
intelligence.intelligence. 

AnotherAnother argumentargument forfor countingcounting 
animalanimal painpain farfar lessless heavilyheavily thanthan 
humanhuman painpain isis thatthat wewe cancan bebe boundbound byby 
agreementsagreements withwith otherother humanhuman beingsbeings 
notnot toto causecause themthem pain,pain, butbut wewe cannotcannot 
bebe boundbound byby suchsuch agreementsagreements withwith 
animalsanimals becausebecause theythey can'tcan't makemake 
agreements.agreements. WeWe could,could, however,however, bebe 
boundbound byby agreementsagreements withwith animal­animal­
loverslovers notnot toto inflictinflict sufferingsuffering onon 
animals.animals. MoreMore important,important, wewe quitequite 
properlyproperly feelfeel thatthat itit isis wrongwrong toto 
inflictinflict sufferingsuffering onon otherother humanhuman 
beingsbeings eveneven whenwhen wewe haven'thaven't agreedagreed 
notnot toto dodo so,so, eithereither withwith themthem oror withwith 
anyany otherother people.people. SupposeSuppose thatthat youyou 
foundfound anan islandisland inhabitedinhabited byby aa tribetribe 
ofof peoplepeople withwith whomwhom neitherneither youyou nornor 
anyoneanyone inin youryour societysociety hadhad mademade anyany 
agreements,agreements, thatthat itit waswas inin youryour 
interestinterest toto dodo somethingsomething thatthat wouldwould 
causecause themthem greatgreat distress,distress, andand thatthat 
doingdoing thatthat thingthing wouldwould helphelp youyou farfar 
lessless thanthan itit wouldwould harmharm them.them. 
SupposeSuppose thatthat youyou proposedproposed doingdoing itit 
andand thatthat someonesomeone protestedprotested thatthat itit 

wouldwould bebe wrong.wrong. ItIt wouldn'twouldn't dodo forfor 
youyou toto replyreply thatthat youryour proposedproposed 
behaviorbehavior wouldwould bebe perfectlyperfectly allall rightright 
becausebecause youyou werewere boundbound byby nono agree­agree­
mentsments withwith thethe tribe.tribe. ThusThus itit wouldwould 
appearappear thatthat youyou cancan havehave anan obliga­obliga­
tiontion notnot toto causecause painpain eveneven ifif youyou 
aren'taren't boundbound byby anan agreementagreement notnot toto 
dodo so,so, soso thisthis argumentargument fails.fails. 

HowHow dodo wewe knowknow thatthat animalsanimals cancan 
feelfeel pain?pain? 

ItIt mightmight bebe arguedargued thatthat wewe needn'tneedn't 
worryworry aboutabout causingcausing animalsanimals painpain 
becausebecause wewe don'tdon't knowknow thatthat theythey areare 
capablecapable ofof feelingfeeling pain,pain, oror indeed,indeed, 
thatthat theythey havehave anyany experiencesexperiences atat 
all.all. AfterAfter all,all, thethe mostmost youyou cancan dodo 
isis hearhear anan animalanimal whimperwhimper oror howl,howl, oror 
seesee itit grimacegrimace oror trembletremble oror recoilrecoil 
oror runrun away.away. YduYdu can'tcan't actuallyactually feelfeel 
thethe animal'sanimal's painpain soso youyou can'tcan't verifyverify 
thethe claimclaim thatthat itit isis suffering;suffering; 
consequently,consequently, therethere isis nono needneed toto actact 
asas ifif itit isis capablecapable ofof suffering.suffering. 
ButBut thethe samesame holdsholds truetrue ofof humanhuman 
beings.beings. YouYou cancan onlyonly seesee thethe outwardoutward 
signssigns ofof theirtheir suffering.suffering. YouYou cancan 
onlyonly feelfeel youryour ownown pain,pain, notnot theirs;theirs; 
yetyet wewe don'tdon't believebelieve thatthat becausebecause ofof 
thisthis itit isis morallymorally acceptableacceptable toto actact 
asas ifif otherother humanhuman beingsbeings nevernever havehave 
painfulpainful experiences.experiences. ButBut whatwhat 
justificationjustification dodo wewe havehave forfor suppos­suppos­
inging thatthat otherother humanhuman beingsbeings havehave 
experiencesexperiences moremore oror lessless similarsimilar toto 
ourour own?own? TheThe mostmost commonlycommonly employedemployed 
argumentargument isis knownknown asas thethe argumentargument 
fromfrom analogyanalogy forfor otherother minds.minds. ItIt isis 
arguedargued thatthat inin youryour ownown casecase youyou 
noticenotice onon innumerableinnumerable occasionsoccasions thatthat 
certaincertain kindskinds ofof behaviorbehavior areare 
associatedassociated withwith certaincertain kindskinds ofof 
experiences,experiences, andand thatthat sincesince youyou 
observeobserve otherother peoplepeople behavingbehaving inin waysways 
similarsimilar toto youryour own,own, youyou areare entitledentitled 
toto inferinfer thatthat theythey havehave experiencesexperiences 
thatthat areare similarsimilar toto youryour own.own. WhenWhen 
youyou areare burned,burned, youyou feelfeel painpain andand 
youyou engageengage inin pain-behavior,pain-behavior, e.g.,e.g., 
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youyou grimace~grimace~ youyou flinchflinch ifif thethe burnburn isis 
touched~touched~ etc.,etc., soso thatthat itit isis reason­reason­
ableable toto inferinfer thatthat whenwhen otherother peoplepeople 
areare burnedburned andand engageengage inin pain­pain­
behavior,behavior, they,they, too,too, feelfeel pain.pain. 
Further,Further, thethe argumentargument cancan bebe strength­strength­
enedened byby determiningdetermining thatthat otherother peoplepeople 
havehave nervousnervous systemssystems similarsimilar toto youryour 
own.own. 

AnAn argumentargument veryvery likelike thisthis cancan 
bebe usedused toto showshow thatthat animalsanimals havehave 
variousvarious kindskinds ofof feelings,feelings, particular­particular­
lyly pain.pain. TheyThey havehave similarsimilar nervousnervous 
systemssystems toto ours,ours, andand whenwhen theythey areare 
subjectedsubjected toto stimulistimuli thatthat wewe findfind 
painful,painful, theythey typicallytypically engageengage inin 
kindskinds ofof behaviorbehavior analogousanalogous toto ourour 
own:own: forfor example,example, cattlecattle reactreact toto 
brandingbranding ironsirons inin muchmuch thethe samesame wayway 
inin whichwhich wewe wouldwould reactreact toto brandingbranding 
irons.irons. 

ThisThis isis aa goodgood pointpoint atat whichwhich toto 
answeranswer aa fairlyfairly commoncommon objectionobjection toto 
vegetarianism.vegetarianism. ItIt isis suggestedsuggested thatthat 
ifif wewe areare toto carecare aboutabout thethe feelingsfeelings 
ofof animals,animals, whywhy shouldn'tshouldn't wewe carecare 
aboutabout thethe feelingsfeelings ofof plantsplants asas well?well? 
ButBut ifif wewe hadhad toto worryworry aboutabout thethe 
feelingsfeelings ofof plants,plants, wewe wouldwould havehave toto 
givegive upup eatingeating themthem asas wellwell asas 
animals,animals, and,and, ifif wewe did,did, wewe wouldwould diedie 
ofof starvation.starvation. ButBut thisthis lineline ofof 
reasoningreasoning assumesassumes thatthat wewe havehave goodgood 
groundsgrounds forfor supposingsupposing thatthat plantsplants 
cancan havehave experiencesexperiences and~and~ inin parti­parti­
cular,cular, painfulpainful experiences.experiences. DoesDoes 
thethe argumentargument fromfrom analogyanalogy supportsupport 
this?this? II thinkthink not.not. ItIt isis dubiousdubious 
whetherwhether itit makesmakes sensesense toto saysay thatthat 
plantsplants behavebehave atat allall (unless(unless youyou areare 
usingusing "behave""behave" inin aa metaphoricalmetaphorical 
sense),sense), andand eveneven ifif itit doesdoes makemake 
sensesense toto saysay theythey behave,behave, theirtheir 
behaviorbehavior isis tootoo differentdifferent fromfrom thatthat 
ofof humanhuman beingsbeings toto supportsupport thethe 
argumentargument fromfrom analogy.analogy. Furthermore,Furthermore, 
plantsplants don'tdon't havehave centralcentral nervousnervous 
systems,systems, andand thethe evidenceevidence stronglystrongly 
suggestssuggests thatthat painpain isis onlyonly feltfelt 
whenwhen therethere isis anan effecteffect onon aa centralcentral 

nervousnervous system.system. 

ButBut eveneven ifif plantsplants cancan feelfeel painpain ­­
ifif theythey suffersuffer whenwhen theythey areare harvest­harvest­
ed,ed, forfor instanceinstance -- vegetarianismvegetarianism 
wouldwould stillstill seemseem toto bebe betterbetter thanthan 
ourour presentpresent meat-eatingmeat-eating practicespractices 
becausebecause youyou don'tdon't needneed toto harvestharvest asas 
muchmuch graingrain toto feedfeed peoplepeople ifif youyou givegive 
itit toto themthem directlydirectly asas youyou dodo ifif itit 
isis fedfed toto animalsanimals andand thenthen eaten.eaten. 
YouYou cancan feedfeed aa numbernumber ofof timestimes asas 
manymany peoplepeople usingusing graingrain directlydirectly asas 
youyou cancan ifif youyou feedfeed itit toto ~nimals~nimals 

andand thenthen useuse themthem asas meat.meat. ll ManyMany 
philosophersphilosophers don'tdon't thinkthink thatthat thethe 
argumentargument fromfrom analogyanalogy isis successful,2successful,2 
andand theythey givegive alternativealternative justifica­justifica­
tionstions forfor thethe claimclaim thatthat otherother humanhuman 
beingsbeings havehave minds.minds. TheseThese otherother 
justifications,justifications, however,however, wouldwould seemseem 
toto workwork asas wellwell toto showshow thatthat animalsanimals 
havehave mindsminds asas theythey dodo toto showshow thatthat 
otherother humanhuman beingsbeings do.do. 

AreAre experimentsexperiments everever justifiablejustifiable 
withoutwithout thethe subject'ssubject's consent?consent? 

IfIf therethere isis nono goodgood reasonreason forfor 
regardingregarding animalanimal sufferingsuffering asas lessless 
importantimportant thanthan humanhuman suffering,suffering, aa 
minimumminimum requirementrequirement forfor thethe justifi­justifi­
cationcation ofof anan animalanimal experimentexperiment isis 
thatthat itit eithereither (1)(1) bebe reasonablereasonable toto 
expectexpect thatthat thethe experimentexperiment willwill causecause 
lessless sufferingsuffering thanthan itit willwill prevent;prevent; 
oror (2)(2) that,that, eveneven ifif itit isis likelylikely 
thatthat thethe particularparticular experimentexperiment willwill 
fail,fail, thethe enormousenormous gaingain inin prevent­prevent­
inging futurefuture sufferingsuffering thatthat wouldwould bebe 
mademade ifif itit werewere successfulsuccessful makesmakes thethe 
gamblegamble worthwhileworthwhile eveneven whenwhen thethe 
animalanimal sufferingsuffering causedcaused byby thethe 
experimentexperiment isis takentaken intointo account.account. 
ThisThis requirementrequirement wouldwould almostalmost 
certainlycertainly eliminateeliminate mostmost animalanimal 
experiments,experiments, butbut therethere wouldwould clearlyclearly 
remainremain aa considerableconsiderable numbernumber ofof 
experimentsexperiments inin whichwhich itit wouldwould bebe 
reasonablereasonable toto supposesuppose thatthat thethe 
requirementrequirement wouldwould bebe satisfied.satisfied. AreAre 
anyany otherother requirementsrequirements inin order?order? 
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InIn thethe casecase ofof humanhuman beings,beings, itit isis some­some­
timestimes regardedregarded asas obviousobvious thatthat nono humanhuman 
beingbeing shouldshould everever bebe experimentedexperimented onon 
withoutwithout hishis ownown consent.consent. ThisThis maymay notnot 
bebe asas obviousobvious asas itit seems,seems, butbut forfor 
thethe timetime beingbeing let'slet's acceptaccept it.it. InIn 
thethe casecase ofof humanhuman beings,beings, oneone cancan 
sometimessometimes getget consentconsent byby offeringoffering aa 
rewardreward thatthat willwill leadlead thethe subjectsubject toto 
acceptaccept thethe riskrisk andand distressdistress ofof thethe 
experiment,experiment, andand therethere areare alsoalso somesome 
peoplepeople whowho willwill consentconsent forfor idealisticidealistic 
reasons,reasons, whowho areare willingwilling toto makemake aa 
personalpersonal sacrificesacrifice inin thethe hopehope ofof 
preventingpreventing oror alleviatingalleviating thethe sufferingsuffering 
ofof others.others. ButBut inin thethe casecase ofof 
animals,animals, gettinggetting consentconsent isis outout ofof thethe 
question:question: youyou can'tcan't explainexplain thethe 
dangersdangers toto them,them, youyou can'tcan't explainexplain thethe 
objectobject ofof thethe experiment,experiment, andand youyou 
can'tcan't telltell themthem aboutabout thethe rewardreward youyou 
proposepropose toto givegive them.them. AndAnd ifif nonenone ofof 
thesethese thingsthings cancan bebe explainedexplained toto anan 
animal,animal, itit obviouslyobviously isn'tisn't goinggoing toto 
consent.consent. DoesDoes thisthis meanmean thatthat allall 
experimentsexperiments onon animalsanimals areare morallymorally 
wrong,wrong, eveneven thosethose thatthat makemake sensesense 
whenwhen thethe sufferingsuffering ofof allall sentientsentient 
beingsbeings isis takentaken intointo account?account? 
ConsiderConsider thethe mattermatter ofof rewards.rewards. IfIf aa 
childchild isis unableunable toto understandunderstand thethe 
possiblepossible rewardreward forfor takingtaking aa certaincertain 
riskrisk oror forfor undergoingundergoing certaincertain 
suffering,suffering, wewe sometimessometimes feelfeel justifiedjustified 
inin forcingforcing himhim toto dodo soso becausebecause itit isis 
forfor hishis oror herher ownown good.good. If,If, forfor 
example,example, aa childchild needsneeds aa painfulpainful 
operation,operation, wewe maymay feelfeel entitledentitled toto 
performperform itit withoutwithout hishis oror herher consentconsent 
providedprovided wewe areare inin aa betterbetter positionposition 
toto determinedetermine whatwhat isis inin thethe child'schild's 
long-termlong-term interestsinterests thanthan hehe oror sheshe is.is. 
CouldCould aa similarsimilar situationsituation arisearise withwith 
animals?animals? InIn thethe casecase ofof thethe child,child, 
thethe goodgood thingsthings comecome afterafter thethe badbad 
thingthing (the(the operation)operation) ratherrather thanthan 
beforebefore it.it. ThisThis conditioncondition can'tcan't bebe 
metmet forfor anan animalanimal ifif thethe experimentexperiment 
willwill resultresult inin itsits death.death. Still,Still, notnot 
allall animalanimal experimentsexperiments areare expectedexpected toto 
endend inin death;death; sometimessometimes therethere isis nono 

dangerdanger ofof death,death, andand sometimessometimes thethe 
dangerdanger isis lowlow enoughenough soso thatthat itit wouldwould 
bebe reasonablereasonable forfor anan animalanimal toto taketake 
thethe riskrisk involved,involved, providedprovided anan 
adequateadequate rewardreward werewere givengiven afterwards.afterwards. 
InIn suchsuch cases,cases, therethere couldcould bebe moralmoral 
groundsgrounds forfor conductingconducting thethe animalanimal 
experimentexperiment withoutwithout itsits consentconsent whichwhich 
werewere asas goodgood asas thosethose forfor performingperforming 
thethe operationoperation onon thethe child.child. ItIt is,is, 
ofof course,course, moremore difficultdifficult toto thinkthink ofof 
rewardsrewards forfor animalsanimals thanthan forfor humanhuman 
beings.beings. ForFor humanhuman beingsbeings itit isis easy:easy: 
mostmost ofof usus wantwant aa greatgreat manymany thingsthings 
thatthat moneymoney cancan buy.buy. Still,Still, eveneven 
thoughthough itit isis hardhard toto thinkthink ofof adequateadequate 
rewardsrewards forfor animals,animals, itit shouldshould bebe 
possiblepossible withwith aa bitbit ofof ingenuity.ingenuity. ForFor 
example,example, ifif youyou capturedcaptured anan animalanimal inin 
aa placeplace thatthat providedprovided aa poorpoor environ­environ­
mentment forfor itit becausebecause thethe foodfood supplysupply 
waswas inadequate,inadequate, oror becausebecause itit didn'tdidn't 
provideprovide thethe animalanimal withwith anan opportunityopportunity 
toto engageengage inin somesome ofof itsits naturalnatural 
activities,activities, youyou couldcould asas aa rewardreward movemove 
itit afterafter thethe experimentexperiment toto aa moremore 
suitablesuitable environment.environment. OrOr ifif anan animalanimal 
waswas likelylikely toto bebe exposedexposed toto aa certaincertain 
disease,disease, thethe rewardreward couldcould bebe anan 
inoculationinoculation againstagainst it.it. IfIf thethe 
experimentexperiment wasn'twasn't veryvery risky,risky, thethe 
animal'sanimal's prospectsprospects forfor survivalsurvival mightmight 
bebe betterbetter withwith thethe wholewhole packagepackage 
involvinginvolving thethe riskrisk ofof thethe experimentexperiment 
andand thethe protectionprotection ofof thethe inoculationinoculation 
thanthan theythey wouldwould bebe withoutwithout it.it. 

ButBut inin thethe casecase ofof manymany experi­experi­
ments,ments, thethe animalanimal isis likelylikely toto diedie oror 
toto bebe soso muchmuch worseworse offoff becausebecause ofof 
thethe effectseffects ofof thethe experimentexperiment thatthat 
nothingnothing youyou couldcould dodo forfor himhim afterafter 
thethe experimentexperiment wouldwould leaveleave himhim asas 
wellwell offoff thenthen asas hehe wouldwould havehave beenbeen 
ifif youyou hadhad leftleft himhim alone.alone. IfIf wewe 
feltfelt thatthat suchsuch experimentsexperiments couldcould 
nevernever bebe conducted,conducted, wewe wouldwould bebe 
barredbarred fromfrom performingperforming manymany experi­experi­
mentsments thatthat cancan bebe expectedexpected toto pre­pre­
ventvent aa greatgreat dealdeal moremore sufferingsuffering 
thanthan theythey wouldwould cause,cause, soso thisthis isis aa 
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mattermatter thatthat deservesdeserves carefulcareful considera­considera­
tion.tion. AnAn importantimportant thingthing toto notenote isis 
thatthat mostmost animalsanimals thatthat areare subjectedsubjected 
toto experimentsexperiments areare bredbred forfor thatthat 
veryvery purpose.purpose. IfIf itit werewere notnot forfor thethe 
animalanimal breeders,breeders, thethe parentsparents ofof thethe 
futurefuture subjectssubjects ofof experimentsexperiments wouldwould 
notnot havehave matedmated withwith oneone another,another, oror 
atat thethe veryvery least,least, wouldwould havehave matedmated 
atat differentdifferent times.times. ForFor thisthis reasonreason 
thethe animalsanimals destineddestined toto bebe subjectssubjects 
ofof many,many, andand perhapsperhaps most,most, fatalfatal 
experimentsexperiments wouldwould notnot havehave existedexisted 
atat allall ifif someonesomeone hadn'thadn't plannedplanned toto 
performperform thosethose experiments.experiments. AA largelarge 
portionportion ofof animalsanimals nownow raisedraised forfor 
experimentsexperiments wouldwould havehave beenbeen betterbetter 
offoff ifif theythey hadhad nevernever beenbeen born.born. ButBut 
thisthis couldcould bebe changed.changed. ItIt isis possiblepossible 
toto raiseraise animalsanimals toto bebe usedused forfor 
experimentsexperiments inin suchsuch aa wayway thatthat theirtheir 
liveslives asas aa whole,whole, thoughthough shortershorter thanthan 
thethe normalnormal lifelife ofof anan animalanimal ofof 
theirtheir species,species, wouldwould bebe betterbetter thanthan 
nono lifelife atat all.all. InsistingInsisting onon suchsuch 
aa requirementrequirement would,would, ofof course,course, makemake 
suchsuch experimentsexperiments aa goodgood dealdeal moremore 
expensiveexpensive butbut fromfrom thethe pointpoint ofof viewview 
ofof thosethose ofof usus whowho standstand toto benefitbenefit 
fromfrom suchsuch experiments,experiments, thatthat wouldwould bebe 
muchmuch betterbetter thanthan banningbanning themthem 
altogether.altogether. ThereThere isis thethe furtherfurther 
advantageadvantage thatthat itit wouldwould givegive experi­experi­
mentersmenters aa financialfinancial incentiveincentive toto 
thinkthink twicetwice beforebefore subjectingsubjecting animalsanimals 
toto fatalfatal experiments.experiments. 

WouldWould suchsuch anan arrangementarrangement reallyreally 
provideprovide usus withwith aa satisfactorysatisfactory wayway 
outout ofof thethe moralmoral dilemmadilemma withwith whichwhich 
wewe seemedseemed toto bebe confronted?confronted? WouldWould 
itit enableenable usus toto carryoncarryon thosethose 
experimentsexperiments thatthat makemake sensesense inin termsterms 
ofof thethe overalloverall goalgoal ofof decreasingdecreasing 
thethe sufferingsuffering ofof sentientsentient beingsbeings with­with­
outout infringinginfringing onon whatwhat mightmight bebe takentaken 
toto bebe aa basicbasic rightright -- thethe rightright toto 
protectionprotection fromfrom experimentsexperiments thatthat 
couldcould notnot bebe mademade partpart ofof aa packagepackage 
thatthat itit wouldwould bebe reasonablereasonable forfor thethe 
subjectsubject toto accept?accept? TheThe argumentargument inin 

SI
SI
 

favorfavor ofof thethe experimenterexperimenter wouldwould bebe 
thatthat inin givinggiving thethe animalanimal aa goodgood lifelife 
beforebefore thethe experimentexperiment (when(when itit 
wouldn'twouldn't otherwiseotherwise havehave hadhad anyany lifelife 
atat all),all), hehe isis conferringconferring aa benefitbenefit 
thatthat outweighsoutweighs thethe harmharm thatthat comescomes 
later.later. ItIt mightmight bebe objectedobjected thatthat 
youyou aren'taren't benefitingbenefiting anan animalanimal whenwhen 
youyou givegive itit life,life, eveneven ifif thethe lifelife 
isis onon thethe wholewhole worthworth living.living. ButBut 
whywhy not?not? SurelySurely itit makesmakes sensesense toto 
saysay thatthat youyou areare gladglad thatthat youyou werewere 
born?born? AndAnd itit won'twon't dodo toto objectobject 
thatthat itit doesn'tdoesn't makemake sensesense toto comparecompare 
existenceexistence withwith non-existence,non-existence, becausebecause 
itit doesdoes makemake sensesense toto comparecompare beingbeing 
alivealive withwith beingbeing deaddead andand toto expressexpress 
aa strongstrong preferencepreference forfor beingbeing alive.alive. 
ItIt mightmight bebe objected,objected, too,too, thatthat itit 
isis wrongwrong toto bringbring somethingsomething intointo thethe 
worldworld underunder aa sentencesentence ofof death.death. 
ButBut wewe areare allall underunder sentencesentence ofof 
death:death: wewe areare allall mortal.mortal. TheThe 
objectionobjection cancan bebe re-stated:re-stated: itit isis 
wrongwrong toto bringbring anythinganything intointo thethe 
worldworld underunder sentencesentence ofof anan unnaturalunnatural 
death.death. ItIt cancan alsoalso bebe arguedargued thatthat 
thethe experimenterexperimenter waswas guiltyguilty ofof 
"species"species ism"ism" inin thatthat hehe waswas preparedprepared 
toto dodo somethingsomething toto animalsanimals thatthat hehe 
wouldwould notnot bebe willingwilling toto dodo toto humanhuman 
beings.beings. ClearlyClearly wewe wouldn'twouldn't bebe 
willingwilling toto bringbring humanhuman beingsbeings intointo 
thethe worldworld toto serveserve asas subjectssubjects ofof 
fatalfatal experiments.experiments. AreAre wewe guiltyguilty ofof 
speciesspecies ismism thenthen ifif wewe areare willingwilling toto 
dodo thisthis toto animals?animals? 

II believebelieve thatthat inin thisthis casecase wewe 
areare notnot becausebecause therethere areare aa numbernumber ofof 
morallymorally relevantrelevant differences.differences. FirstFirst 
ofof all,all, ifif wewe hadhad suchsuch aa practicepractice 
regardingregarding adultadult humanhuman beingsbeings oror eveneven 
relativelyrelatively youngyoung children,children, thethe peoplepeople 
whowho werewere toto serveserve asas subjectssubjects forfor 
suchsuch experimentsexperiments wouldwould knowknow whatwhat waswas 
inin storestore forfor themthem whereaswhereas animalsanimals 
dodo notnot andand areare thereforetherefore sparedspared thethe 
mentalmental anguishanguish humanhuman beingsbeings wouldwould 
suffersuffer inin anticipation.anticipation. Secondly,Secondly, 
althoughalthough II havehave arguedargued thatthat animalanimal 
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painpain isis notnot lessless importantimportant thanthan thatthat 
ofof humanhuman beings,beings, thisthis isis perfectlyperfectly 
compatiblecompatible withwith holdingholding thatthat itit isis 
farfar moremore importantimportant toto preservepreserve thethe 
liveslives ofof humanhuman beingsbeings thanthan thethe liveslives 
ofof animalsanimals becausebecause humanhuman beingsbeings 
characteristicallycharacteristically havehave farfar richerricher 
liveslives thanthan animals.animals. Thirdly,Thirdly, becausebecause 
itit isis moremore importantimportant toto preservepreserve 
humanhuman andand animalanimal lives,lives, itit isis desir­desir­
ableable forfor usus toto havehave particularlyparticularly 
strongstrong feelingsfeelings ofof revulsionrevulsion towardstowards 
thethe killingkilling ofof innocentinnocent humanhuman 
beings.beings. 33 

TwoTwo finalfinal pointspoints shouldshould bebe made.made. 
First,First, itit isis importantimportant toto determinedetermine 
whetherwhether animalanimal experimentsexperiments involvinginvolving 
sufferingsuffering oror deathdeath areare alwaysalways wrong,wrong, 
oror whetherwhether atat leastleast aa smallsmall fractionfraction 
ofof themthem areare justifiablejustifiable becausebecause itit 
isis almostalmost certaincertain thatthat ifif oneone barsbars 
allall suchsuch experiments,experiments, atat leastleast somesome 
discoveriesdiscoveries thatthat wouldwould preventprevent moremore 
sufferingsuffering thanthan isis causedcaused toto thethe 
animalanimal inin termsterms ofof thethe overalloverall goalgoal 
ofof minimizingminimizing sufferingsuffering forfor allall 
sentientsentient beingsbeings willwill bebe blocked.blocked. IfIf 
oneone grantsgrants thatthat animalanimal experimenta­experimenta­
tiontion (even(even thatthat whichwhich resultsresults inin 
thethe animal'sanimal's death)death) maymay bebe justifiablejustifiable 
wherewhere itit wouldwould preventprevent moremore suffer­suffer­
inging thanthan thethe experimentexperiment causes,causes, oneone 
isis nono longerlonger openopen toto thethe mostmost 
plausibleplausible objectionobjection ofof thosethose whowho 
supportsupport ourour presentpresent laboratorylaboratory 
practices.practices. Secondly,Secondly, itit isis nownow 
possiblepossible toto obtainobtain muchmuch ofof thethe infor­infor­
mationmation thatthat hashas hithertohitherto beenbeen gainedgained 
fromfrom experimentingexperimenting onon animalsanimals byby 
alternativealternative techniquestechniques whichwhich areare notnot 
onlyonly moremore accurateaccurate andand reliablereliable butbut 
frequentlyfrequently lessless expensive.expensive. ObviouslyObviously 
thesethese developmentsdevelopments shouldshould bebe 
publicized,publicized, particularlyparticularly becausebecause thethe 
largelarge industryindustry whichwhich hashas developeddeveloped 
forfor breedingbreeding experimentalexperimental animalsanimals 
hashas aa naturalnatural interestinterest inin opposingopposing 
thethe useuse ofof alternativealternative techniques.techniques. 

DoDo thethe interestsinterests ofof humanhuman beingsbeings 

alwaysalways taketake precedenceprecedence overover thethe 
interestsinterests ofof animals?animals? 

ItIt hashas beenbeen claimedclaimed thatthat althoughalthough 
thethe interestsinterests ofof animalsanimals shouldshould bebe 
respected,respected, thethe answeranswer toto thisthis questionquestion 
isis obviouslyobviously "yes"."yes". OnOn firstfirst glance,glance, 
thisthis seemsseems eminentlyeminently reasonable.reasonable. 44 

AfterAfter all,all, itit isis admittedadmitted thatthat thethe 
interestsinterests ofof animalsanimals shouldshould bebe 
respectedrespected andand surelysurely itit isis nono moremore 
thanthan commonsensecommonsense toto supposesuppose thatthat whenwhen 
therethere isis aa conflictconflict betweenbetween thethe 
interestsinterests ofof humanhuman beingsbeings andand animals,animals, 
thethe interestsinterests ofof humanhuman beingsbeings shouldshould 
taketake precedence.precedence. AndAnd thinkthink ofof thethe 
advantagesadvantages toto bebe gainedgained fromfrom recogniz­recogniz­
inging this.this. InIn thethe precedingpreceding discussiondiscussion 
ofof animalanimal experiments,experiments, itit waswas arguedargued 
thatthat experimentsexperiments designeddesigned toto testtest 
thethe safetysafety ofof newnew luxuryluxury goodsgoods suchsuch 
asas cosmeticscosmetics shouldshould bebe abandoned,abandoned, 
thatthat wewe shouldshould simplysimply givegive upup thosethose 
luxuryluxury goods.goods. ButBut thatthat wouldwould meanmean 
notnot merelymerely thatthat somesome womenwomen wouldwould havehave 
toto dodo withoutwithout certaincertain newnew cosmetics,cosmetics, 
itit wouldwould alsoalso meanmean thatthat peoplepeople 
wouldn'twouldn't bebe employedemployed makingmaking andand 
sellingselling them.them. ButBut ifif itit isis agreedagreed 
thatthat thethe interestsinterests ofof humanhuman beingsbeings 
shouldshould alwaysalways taketake precedenceprecedence overover 
thethe interestsinterests ofof animals,animals, womenwomen 
couldcould havehave newnew cosmeticscosmetics andand 
cosmetic-workerscosmetic-workers theirtheir jobs.jobs. ButBut cancan 
wewe reallyreally acceptaccept thethe principleprinciple thatthat 
wheneverwhenever therethere isis aa conflictconflict betweenbetween 
humanhuman andand animalanimal interests,interests, humanhuman 
interestsinterests shouldshould prevail,prevail, nono mattermatter 
howhow muchmuch animalanimal sufferingsuffering wouldwould bebe 
required?required? ConsiderConsider thethe tastytasty liver­liver­
pastepaste knownknown asas patepate dede foiefoie gras.gras. 
InIn orderorder toto makemake it,it, geesegeese areare force­force­
fedfed untiluntil theirtheir liverslivers burst.burst. OrOr 
considerconsider boiledboiled crabscrabs andand lobsters.lobsters. 
TheThe commoncommon practicepractice isis toto placeplace them,them, 
stillstill alive,alive, inin boilingboiling water,water, andand 
therethere isis goodgood evidenceevidence nownow availableavailable 
toto showshow thatthat theythey dodo notnot diedie 
instantaneouslyinstantaneously oror painlessly,painlessly, butbut gogo 
onon sufferingsuffering forfor severalseveral minutes.minutes. 
{Putting{Putting themthem inin tepidtepid waterwater andand 
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bringingbringing itit slowlyslowly toto boilboil doesdoes notnot 
help;help; itit prolongsprolongs thethe process.)process.) InIn 
bothboth thesethese casescases ourour presentpresent practicespractices 
serveserve thethe interestinterest ofof humanhuman beingsbeings soso 
thethe principleprinciple ofof givinggiving humanhuman interestsinterests 
precedenceprecedence isis forcedforced toto sanctionsanction them.them. 
TheThe obviousobvious conclusionconclusion isis thatthat thethe 
principleprinciple isis wrong.wrong. 

WouldWould animalsanimals bebe worseworse offoff inin aa 
worldworld ofof vegetarians?vegetarians? 

ConsiderConsider thethe followingfollowing rhetoricalrhetorical 
question:question: "If"If everyoneeveryone becamebecame aa 
vegetarian,vegetarian, wouldwould therethere stillstill bebe anyany 
sheepsheep oror cattlecattle inin thethe world,world, wellwell 
caredcared forfor andand guardedguarded againstagainst 
starvation?"starvation?" TheThe obviousobvious answeranswer isis 
thatthat probablyprobably veryvery fewfew ofof themthem wouldwould 
existexist unlessunless theythey werewere keptkept asas pets.pets. 
LeftLeft toto themselves,themselves, theythey wouldwould bebe 
hardhard putput toto itit toto survive.survive. Further­Further­
more,more, eveneven ifif somesome sheepsheep andand cattlecattle 
wouldwould existexist inin aa vegetarianvegetarian world,world, 
aa greatgreat manymany moremore whowho wouldwould havehave 
beenbeen raisedraised forfor foodfood inin aa meat-eatingmeat-eating 
worldworld wouldwould nevernever bebe born.born. 

NowNow supposesuppose thatthat thesethese animalsanimals 
thatthat wouldwould nevernever bebe bornborn inin aa 
vegetarianvegetarian worldworld hadhad beenbeen bornborn andand 
werewere givengiven liveslives thatthat werewere worthworth 
livingliving beforebefore theythey werewere killedkilled forfor 
meat.meat. Isn'tIsn't itit betterbetter thatthat theythey 
shouldshould havehave beenbeen bornborn andand givengiven 
shortenedshortened liveslives thanthan thatthat theythey shouldshould 
havehave nono lifelife atat all?all? IfIf thisthis isis so,so, 
thenthen isn'tisn't itit better,better, eveneven fromfrom thethe 
pointpoint ofof viewview ofof thethe animalsanimals whowho willwill 
eventuallyeventually bebe eaten,eaten, thatthat thethe worldworld 
shouldshould notnot becomebecome vegetarian?vegetarian? Isn'tIsn't 
itit inin factfact wrongwrong toto encourageencourage 
vegetarianismvegetarianism because,because, insofarinsofar asas youyou 
areare successful,successful, youyou willwill preventprevent thethe 
existenceexistence ofof animalsanimals whowho wouldwould 
otherwiseotherwise bebe bornborn andand livelive relativelyrelatively 
happyhappy (although(although shortened)shortened) lives?lives? 

ThereThere areare twotwo mainmain objectionsobjections toto 
this.this. First,First, thethe argumentargument restsrests onon 
thethe suppositionsupposition thatthat animalsanimals raisedraised 
forfor meatmeat areare characteristicallycharacteristically givengiven 
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relativelyrelatively happyhappy liveslives and,and, inin aa worldworld 
inin whichwhich factory-farmingfactory-farming isis increas­increas­
inglyingly common,common, thatthat suppositionsupposition isis 
debatable,debatable, toto saysay thethe least.least. Secondly,Secondly, 
thethe argumentargument restsrests onon thethe suppositionsupposition 
thatthat itit isis wrongwrong (or(or atat leastleast primaprima 
faciefacie wrong)wrong) toto preventprevent thethe existenceexistence 
ofof beingsbeings thatthat wouldwould havehave happyhappy lives.lives. 
HoldingHolding thisthis viewview doesdoes notnot requirerequire 
youyou toto holdhold thatthat itit isis alwaysalways wrongwrong 
toto practisepractise birthbirth controlcontrol oror eveneven 
thatthat itit isis alwaysalways wrongwrong toto havehave anan 
abortionabortion becausebecause therethere mightmight bebe 
countervailingcountervailing factorsfactors thatthat makemake 
abortionabortion oror birthbirth controlcontrol acceptableacceptable 
oror eveneven obligatory.obligatory. InIn anan over­over­
populatedpopulated world,world, suchsuch countervailingcountervailing 
factorsfactors areare increasinglyincreasingly likelylikely toto 
bebe present.present. OverpopulationOverpopulation alsoalso 
providesprovides aa reasonreason forfor notnot raisingraising 
animalsanimals forfor meatmeat becausebecause whenwhen youyou dodo 
soso youyou getget onlyonly aa fractionfraction asas muchmuch 
foodfood valuevalue fromfrom thethe meatmeat asas youyou wouldwould 
getget ifif thethe graingrain neededneeded toto raiseraise thethe 
animalanimal hadhad beenbeen givengiven directlydirectly toto 
humanhuman beings.beings. 

BecauseBecause ofof thethe lastlast considerationconsideration 
alone,alone, itit seemsseems thatthat eveneven ifif itit isis 
primaprima faciefacie wrongwrong toto encourageencourage 
vegetarianismvegetarianism (thereby(thereby preventingpreventing thethe 
existenceexistence ofof relativelyrelatively happyhappy 
animals),animals), whenwhen everythingeverything isis takentaken 
intointo considerationconsideration itit maymay notnot bebe 
wrongwrong onon thethe wholewhole toto dodo so,so, andand itit 
maymay eveneven bebe obligatory.obligatory. StillStill thethe 
questionquestion remainsremains asas toto whetherwhether itit isis 
atat leastleast primaprima faciefacie wrongwrong toto preventprevent 
thethe existenceexistence ofof animalsanimals whowho wouldwould 
havehave relativelyrelatively happyhappy lives.lives. InIn 
consideringconsidering thisthis question,question, itit willwill bebe 
usefuluseful toto constructconstruct anan imaginaryimaginary casecase 
inin whichwhich thethe claimclaim thatthat itit wouldwould bebe 
wrongwrong toto preventprevent thethe existenceexistence ofof 
animalsanimals eveneven thoughthough theythey areare eventu­eventu­
allyally toto bebe killedkilled willwill bebe mademade asas 
strongstrong asas possible.possible. Let'sLet's suppose,suppose, 
first,first, thgtthgt therethere isis nono foodfood shortageshortage 
soso thatthat wewe cancan ignoreignore thethe claimclaim thatthat 
graingrain usedused toto feedfeed animalsanimals shouldshould bebe 
givengiven insteadinstead directlydirectly toto humanhuman 
beings.beings. Let'sLet's confineconfine ourselvesourselves toto 
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thosethose animalsanimals whowho couldn'tcouldn't survivesurvive onon 
theirtheir own,own, andand let'slet's supposesuppose thatthat 
insteadinstead ofof raisingraising themthem onon factoryfactory 
farms,farms, theythey areare givengiven anan idyllicidyllic 
existence.existence. Let'sLet's supposesuppose furtherfurther 
thatthat thethe onlyonly wayway inin whichwhich itit isis 
commerciallycommercially feasiblefeasible toto raiseraise themthem 
isis forfor food.food. ImagineImagine thatthat aa reformerreformer 
makesmakes thethe proposalproposal thatthat thesethese animalsanimals 
areare notnot toto bebe killedkilled forfor meatmeat butbut that,that, 
sincesince societysociety cannotcannot affordafford toto taketake 
carecare ofof them,them, theythey bebe allowedallowed toto fendfend 
forfor themselves.themselves. Clearly,Clearly, thisthis wouldwould 
notnot bebe inin thethe animals'animals' interestinterest 
(since(since thethe casecase stipulatesstipulates thatthat theythey 
cannotcannot survivesurvive onon theirtheir own),own), 
whereaswhereas ifif theythey werewere notnot setset free,free, 
mostmost ofof themthem wouldwould enjoyenjoy manymany moremore 
yearsyears ofof anan agreeableagreeable lifelife (even(even 
thoughthough theythey hadhad toto diedie atat thethe endend ofof 
it)it) .. 

NowNow supposesuppose insteadinstead thatthat aa 
farmerfarmer proposesproposes thatthat hehe breedbreed somesome 
pigs,pigs, andand thatthat hehe agreesagrees toto givegive 
themthem aa goodgood lifelife andand asas humanehumane aa 
deathdeath asas hehe cancan contrive,contrive, providedprovided 
hehe isis allowedallowed toto hutcherhutcher themthem 
eventually.eventually. ItIt isis hardhard toto seesee whywhy 
eveneven someonesomeone particularlyparticularly concernedconcerned 
withwith thethe pigs'pigs' welfarewelfare shouldshould opposeoppose 
hishis plan.plan. AfterAfter all,all, thisthis batchbatch ofof 
pigspigs willwill notnot bebe bornborn ifif theythey aren'taren't 
meantmeant toto bebe butchered.butchered. Wouldn'tWouldn't 
thethe pigs,pigs, onceonce theythey werewere born,born, bebe 
gladglad (if(if theythey couldcould understandunderstand thethe 
situation)situation) thatthat theythey hadhad beenbeen bornborn 
eveneven ifif aa necessarynecessary conditioncondition forfor 
theirtheir lifelife isis eventualeventual death?death? AfterAfter 
all,all, wewe areare allall goinggoing toto die,die, andand 
mostmost ofof usus willwill diedie muchmuch worseworse deathsdeaths 
thanthan thesethese animals.animals. 

Still,Still, itit mightmight bebe repliedreplied thatthat 
inin orderorder forfor itit toto bebe wrongwrong toto 
preventprevent thethe birthbirth ofof someone,someone, youyou mustmust 
havehave anan obligationobligation toto him,him, andand youyou 
can'tcan't havehave anan obligationobligation toto aa non­non­
existentexistent being.being. ButBut considerconsider thethe 
followingfollowing case.case. BecauseBecause aa prospectiveprospective 
mothermother hashas anan abnormalabnormal condition,condition, anyany 

childchild sheshe conceivesconceives whowho isis allowedallowed toto 
bebe bornborn willwill havehave aa wretchedwretched life.life. 
SuchSuch aa personperson wouldwould surelysurely havehave anan 
obligationobligation toto preventprevent thethe conceptionconception 
ofof suchsuch aa child.child. SurelySurely itit wouldwould bebe 
wrongwrong toto conceiveconceive it,it, andand wrong,wrong, ifif 
itit werewere conceived,conceived, toto allowallow itit toto bebe 
born.born. ThisThis seemsseems toto showshow eithereither 
thatthat wewe cancan havehave obligationsobligations toto 
non-existentnon-existent beingsbeings or,or, atat thethe veryvery 
least,least, thatthat itit cancan bebe wrongwrong toto dodo 
certaincertain thingsthings becausebecause ofof theirtheir 
effectseffects onon non-existentnon-existent beings.beings. (If(If 
itit isis objectedobjected thatthat whatwhat makesmakes thethe 
conceptionconception wrongwrong isis notnot thethe baby'sbaby's 
sufferingsuffering butbut thethe troubletrouble itit willwill 
causecause others,others, thethe exampleexample couldcould bebe 
changedchanged byby specifyingspecifying thatthat thethe child'schild's 
casecase bebe ofof medicalmedical interest;interest; thisthis 
benefitbenefit toto othersothers willwill offsetoffset thethe 
troubletrouble toto themthem soso thatthat inin thisthis casecase 
conceivingconceiving thethe childchild wouldwould bebe wrongwrong 
onlyonly becausebecause ofof thatthat child'schild's 
suffering.suffering. )) 

ConsiderConsider thethe followingfollowing argument:argument: 

1.1. ItIt isis morallymorally badbad perper sese toto 
addadd miserablemiserable creaturescreatures toto thethe world.world. 

2.2. SupposeSuppose thatthat itit isis notnot morallymorally 
goodgood perper sese toto addadd happyhappy creaturescreatures toto 
thethe world.world. 

3.3. ThenThen itit isis notnot morallymorally per­per­
missiblemissible toto addadd aa groupgroup ofof creaturescreatures 
toto thethe worldworld (taking(taking onlyonly thethe group'sgroup's 
welfarewelfare intointo account)account) ifif somesome 
membersmembers ofof thethe groupgroup areare miserable,miserable, 
nono mattermatter howhow manymany areare happy.happy. 

4.4. ButBut itit isis permissiblepermissible toto addadd 
suchsuch aa groupgroup (taking(taking onlyonly theirtheir 
welfarewelfare intointo account)account) ifif enoughenough ofof 
themthem willwill bebe happy.happy. 

5.5. ThereforeTherefore itit isis morallymorally goodgood 
perper sese toto addadd happyhappy creaturescreatures toto 
thethe world.world. 

AA numbernumber ofof objectionsobjections havehave beenbeen 
raisedraised toto thisthis argument.argument. (I(I shouldshould 
saysay beforebefore describingdescribing thethe controversycontroversy 
thatthat itit hashas beenbeen carriedcarried onon inin termsterms 
ofof peoplepeople ratherrather thanthan thethe broaderbroader 
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categorycategory includingincluding animalsanimals asas wellwell andand 
II willwill describedescribe itit inin termsterms ofof people,people, 
butbut thethe argumentsarguments applyapply equallyequally wellwell 
toto animals.)animals.) BennettBennett claimsclaims thatthat wewe 
don'tdon't needneed thethe happinesshappiness ofof thethe happyhappy 
offspringoffspring toto balancebalance againstagainst thethe 
unhappinessunhappiness ofof thethe miserablemiserable ones;ones; 
thatthat wewe cancan useuse insteadinstead thethe antici­antici­
patedpated gaingain inin happinesshappiness forfor thethe 
parents.parents. SS BennettBennett raisedraised thisthis 
objectionobjection againstagainst aa versionversion ofof thethe 
argumentargument inin whichwhich itit waswas notnot asas 
apparentapparent asas itit isis inin thethe presentpresent 
versionversion thatthat onlyonly thethe interestsinterests ofof 
thosethose addedadded toto thethe worldworld areare takentaken 
intointo consideration.consideration. ClearlyClearly hishis 
objectionobjection wouldn'twouldn't workwork againstagainst thisthis 
version.version. 66 WilliamWilliam AnglimAnglim suggestssuggests onon 
thethe otherother handhand thatthat thethe argumentargument onlyonly 
showsshows thatthat itit isis aa supererogatorysupererogatory 
goodgood deeddeed toto addadd happyhappy creaturescreatures toto 
thethe wor1d.wor1d. 77 AnglimAnglim raisedraised thisthis 
objectionobjection withinwithin aa utilitarianutilitarian frame­frame­
work,work, andand II respondedresponded88 thatthat withinwithin 
suchsuch aa frameworkframework itit wouldn'twouldn't countcount asas 
supererogatorysupererogatory toto addadd happyhappy peoplepeople toto 
thethe worldworld unlessunless doingdoing soso isis goodgood inin 
itself.itself. ForFor aa utilitarian,utilitarian, anan actionaction 
couldn'tcouldn't bebe supererogatorysupererogatory unlessunless itit 
hadhad aa goodgood consequence.consequence. ItIt wouldwould bebe 
supererogatorysupererogatory becausebecause itit demandeddemanded 
anan undueundue amountamount ofof sacrificesacrifice fromfrom 
thethe agentagent inin comparisoncomparison withwith thethe 
valuevalue ofof thethe consequenceconsequence forfor others;others; 
ratherrather thanthan becausebecause itit waswas notnot aa 
goodgood thingthing toto bringbring aboutabout thatthat sortsort 
ofof consequence.consequence. MichaelMichael BaylesBayles 
misinterpretsmisinterprets thethe argumentargument takingtaking itsits 
conclusionconclusion toto bebe thatthat wewe cancan havehave 
obligationsobligations concerningconcerning possiblepossible 
personspersons andand objectsobjects thatthat thethe premisspremiss 
toto thethe effecteffect thatthat itit isis morallymorally badbad 
toto makemake possiblepossible miserablemiserable personspersons 
actualactual assumesassumes thethe consequent.consequent. 99 ButBut 
thethe argumentargument isis directeddirected toto philoso­philoso­
phersphers who,who, likelike BaylesBayles himself,himself, 
supposesuppose thatthat itit isis aa badbad thingthing toto makemake 
miserablemiserable possiblepossible personspersons actual.actual. AA 
philosopherphilosopher whowho rejectedrejected thatthat premisspremiss 
wouldwould supposesuppose thatthat thethe argumentargument waswas 
unsoundunsound butbut it'sit's aa difficultdifficult premisspremiss 

toto reject.reject. 

II knowknow ofof nono successfulsuccessful refutationrefutation 
toto thisthis argument.argument. 1010 Still,Still, thethe over­over­
allall argumentargument againstagainst vegetarianismvegetarianism 
wouldwould notnot succeedsucceed unlessunless itit couldcould bebe 
shownshown thatthat thethe majoritymajority ofof animalsanimals 
bredbred forfor foodfood wouldwould probablyprobably bebe givengiven 
happyhappy lives,lives, andand thisthis seemsseems unlikely.unlikely. 
Furthermore,Furthermore, itit isis veryvery difficultdifficult inin 
anan overpopulatedoverpopulated worldworld inin whichwhich manymany 
peoplepeople areare starvingstarving toto justifyjustify 
feedingfeeding animalsanimals toto makemake themthem intointo 
food,food, whenwhen givinggiving graingrain directlydirectly toto 
humanhuman beingsbeings wouldwould feedfeed severalseveral timestimes 
asas manymany asas couldcould bebe fedfed withwith thethe 
slaughteredslaughtered animals.animals. TheThe opponentopponent 
ofof vegetarianismvegetarianism maymay succeedsucceed inin show­show­
inging thatthat vegetarianismvegetarianism isis primaprima faciefacie 
wrongwrong becausebecause itit wouldwould preventprevent thethe 
existenceexistence ofof somesome happyhappy animals.animals. 
However,However, thatthat isis notnot enoughenough toto showshow 
thatthat itit isis wrongwrong onon thethe wholewhole 
becausebecause itit wouldwould probablyprobably alsoalso pre­pre­
ventvent thethe birthsbirths ofof aa muchmuch largerlarger 
numbernumber ofof unhappyunhappy animals.animals. Finally,Finally, 
eveneven ifif hehe shouldshould satisfysatisfy usus asas toto 
thethe welfarewelfare ofof animals,animals, hehe wouldwould 
stillstill havehave toto convinceconvince usus thatthat thethe 
overalloverall benefitbenefit toto animalsanimals wouldwould 
exceedexceed thethe harmharm donedone toto humanhuman beingsbeings 
byby producingproducing foodfood inin anan extremelyextremely 
inefficientinefficient wayway whenwhen millionsmillions ofof 
peoplepeople areare starving.starving. 

CanCan animalsanimals havehave rights?rights? 

SomeSome peoplepeople supposesuppose thatthat notnot onlyonly 
dodo animalsanimals lacklack certaincertain rights,rights, butbut 
theythey areare incapableincapable ofof havinghaving anyany 
rightsrights atat all.all. MostMost ofof thesethese peoplepeople 
wouldwould neverthelessnevertheless thinkthink thatthat wewe havehave 
anan obligationobligation notnot toto dodo certaincertain thingsthings 
toto animalsanimals (such(such asas torturingtorturing them)them) 
andand manymany ofof themthem wouldwould holdhold thatthat wewe 
havehave obligationsobligations toto dodo certaincertain thingsthings 
forfor animals.animals. ThisThis isis importantimportant 
becausebecause havinghaving rightsrights isis onlyonly anan 
advantageadvantage insofarinsofar asas itit givesgives othersothers 
thethe obligationobligation toto dodo certaincertain thingsthings 
forfor youyou andand toto refrainrefrain fromfrom doingdoing 
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certaincertain otherother thingsthings toto you.you. ForFor 
instance,instance, therethere wouldwould bebe nono advan­advan­
tagetage inin havinghaving thethe rightright toto freedomfreedom 
ofof speechspeech inin religiousreligious mattersmatters ifif nono 
oneone hadhad anan obligationobligation toto refrainrefrain fromfrom 
preventingpreventing youyou fromfrom speakingspeaking aboutabout 
youryour religiousreligious beliefs.beliefs. Or,Or, toto taketake 
anotheranother example,example, therethere wouldwould bebe nono 
advantagesadvantages forfor CanadiansCanadians inin havinghaving 
thethe rightright toto freedomfreedom fromfrom hungerhunger 
unlessunless somesome otherother peoplepeople hadhad (or(or inin 
somesome situationsituation wouldwould have)have) anan obliga­obliga­
tiontion toto provideprovide needyneedy CanadiansCanadians withwith 
food.food. 

ItIt isis commonlycommonly feltfelt thatthat certaincertain 
rightsrights shouldshould bebe respectedrespected nono mattermatter 
whatwhat thethe circumstances,circumstances, e.g.,e.g., thethe 
rightright nevernever toto bebe punishedpunished whenwhen youyou 
areare innocentinnocent oror thethe rightright nevernever toto bebe 
tortured.tortured. ThereThere areare manymany peoplepeople whowho 
wouldwould feelfeel howeverhowever that,that, inin extremeextreme 
circumstances,circumstances, eveneven suchsuch basicbasic rightsrights 
asas thesethese maymay bebe violated.violated. (Mightn't(Mightn't 
itit bebe justifiable,justifiable, forfor example,example, toto 
torturetorture oneone personperson ifif thethe onlyonly 
alternativealternative waswas lettingletting aa greatgreat manymany 
peoplepeople bebe tortured?)tortured?) 

ThereThere areare alsoalso rightsrights thatthat mostmost 
ofof usus wouldwould agreeagree cancan bebe overriddenoverridden 
inin abnormalabnormal situation:situation: forfor example,example, 
thethe rightright toto bebe toldtold thethe truthtruth oror thethe 
rightright toto havehave promisespromises kept.kept. AndAnd 
finally,finally, therethere areare rightsrights thatthat areare 
fairlyfairly commonlycommonly overridden,overridden, such.such. asas 
thethe rightright toto anan advancedadvanced educationeducation 
forfor thosethose whowho areare sufficientlysufficiently 
talentedtalented toto benefitbenefit byby it.it. InIn aa 
societysociety thatthat isis notnot particularlyparticularly 
affluent,affluent, thethe obligationobligation ofof thethe statestate 
toto provideprovide suchsuch anan educationeducation forfor somesome 
citizenscitizens maymay bebe overriddenoverridden byby itsits 
obligationobligation toto provideprovide forfor thethe moremore 
basicbasic needsneeds ofof otherother citizens.citizens. ItIt 
isis importantimportant toto rememberremember thatthat therethere 
areare thesethese weakerweaker sortssorts ofof rightsrights asas 
wellwell asas (possibly)(possibly) thethe strongeststrongest sortsort 
ofof rightright (those(those whichwhich cancan nevernever bebe 
overridden)overridden) becausebecause eveneven ifif oneone doesn'tdoesn't 
grantgrant thatthat animalsanimals cancan havehave thethe 
strongeststrongest sortsort ofof right,right, itit doesn'tdoesn't 
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followfollow thatthat theythey havehave nono rightsrights atat 
all.all. 

TurningTurning backback toto thethe relationrelation 
betweenbetween rightsrights andand obligationsobligations 
towardstowards thosethose whowho havehave rights,rights, imagineimagine 
twotwo peoplepeople whowho agreeagree onon whatwhat obliga­obliga­
tionstions wewe havehave toto animalsanimals (what(what thingsthings 
wewe havehave obligationsobligations toto dodo forfor them,them, 
andand whatwhat thingsthings wewe havehave obligationsobligations 
notnot toto dodo toto them),them), butbut whowho disagreedisagree 
onon whetherwhether animalsanimals havehave rightsrights oror 
not.not. ForFor anan animalanimal concernedconcerned withwith 
hishis ownown welfare,welfare, itit wouldn'twouldn't mattermatter 
whichwhich ofof thesethese twotwo positionspositions isis taken.taken. 
OrOr supposesuppose thatthat JonesJones thinksthinks thatthat wewe 
havehave moremore obligationsobligations towardstowards animalsanimals 
thanthan SmithSmith does,does, butbut thatthat SmithSmith 
believesbelieves thatthat animalsanimals havehave rightsrights 
whilewhile JonesJones doesdoes not.not. AnAn animalanimal withwith 
anan eyeeye toto hishis ownown interestinterest wouldwould 
preferprefer toto havehave peoplepeople believebelieve whatwhat 
JonesJones does,does, despitedespite thethe factfact thatthat hehe 
thinksthinks animalsanimals havehave nono rights.rights. MoreMore 
concretely,concretely, supposesuppose thatthat JonesJones thinksthinks 
thatthat eveneven thoughthough animalsanimals havehave nono 
rights,rights, wewe shouldshould nevernever killkill oror 
torturetorture themthem whilewhile SmithSmith thinksthinks thatthat 
animalsanimals havehave aa rightright notnot toto bebe 
torturedtortured butbut thatthat itit isis permissiblepermissible 
toto killkill them.them. AA friendfriend ofof animalsanimals 
wouldwould bebe well-advisedwell-advised toto preferprefer 
Jones'Jones' view,view, thethe no-rightsno-rights view,view, 
becausebecause thethe consequencesconsequences ofof accept­accept­
inging Smith'sSmith's viewview wouldwould obviouslyobviously bebe 
farfar worseworse forfor animals.animals. II myselfmyself 
believebelieve thatthat wherewhere therethere areare rightsrights 
therethere areare correspondingcorresponding obligations,obligations, 
and,and, conversely,conversely, thatthat wherewhere therethere areare 
obligationsobligations therethere areare correspondingcorresponding 
rightsrights (though(though thisthis requiresrequires defensedefense 
whichwhich isis beyondbeyond thethe scopescope ofof thisthis 
paper.)paper.) AtAt anyany rate,rate, thethe crucialcrucial 
thingthing forfor animalanimal welfarewelfare isis thatthat wewe 
havehave somesome obligationsobligations toto them.them. 

SomeSome philosophersphilosophers whowho thinkthink thatthat 
animalsanimals havehave nono rightsrights butbut thatthat wewe 
havehave obligationsobligations toto themthem thinkthink thatthat 
thesethese obligationsobligations areare basedbased onon thethe 
factfact thatthat animalsanimals havehave interests.interests. 
AlthoughAlthough II disagreedisagree withwith thethe claimclaim 
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thatthat animalsanimals lacklack rights,rights, thisthis theorytheory 
doesdoes atat leastleast allowallow forfor thethe properproper 
treatmenttreatment ofof animals.animals. OthersOthers whowho 
thinkthink thatthat animalsanimals havehave nono rightsrights 
thinkthink thatthat ourour obligationsobligations towardstowards 
themthem areare based,based, notnot onon theirtheir interestsinterests 
butbut (1)(1) onon agreementsagreements withwith otherother humanhuman 
beingsbeings (and,(and, further,further, thatthat agreementsagreements 
areare thethe onlyonly sourcesource ofof rightsrights andand 
obligations);obligations); oror (2)(2) onon thethe needneed toto 
preservepreserve ourour ownown goodgood character.character. 

TheoryTheory (1)(1) groundsgrounds allall rightsrights 
andand obligationsobligations onon agreements:agreements: inin 
orderorder toto havehave aa right,right, youyou mustmust eithereither 
havehave mademade anan agreementagreement givinggiving youyou thatthat 
right,right, oror youyou mustmust atat leastleast bebe 
capablecapable ofof makingmaking suchsuch anan agreement.agreement. 
AnAn objectionableobjectionable consequenceconsequence ofof (1)(1) isis 
thatthat itit leavesleaves notnot onlyonly animalsanimals butbut 
babiesbabies andand thethe insaneinsane withwith nono rights.rights. 
EvenEven so,so, sincesince wewe cancan stillstill havehave 
obligationsobligations towardstowards them,them, itit isis 
perhapsperhaps enough.enough. ButBut therethere isis stillstill 
anan unacceptableunacceptable consequenceconsequence ofof (1).(1). 
SupposeSuppose thatthat inin aa givengiven societysociety nono 
oneone caredcared aboutabout thethe welfarewelfare ofof thethe 
insaneinsane oror infants,infants, andand thatthat therethere 
waswas nono agreement,agreement, forfor example,example, thatthat 
theythey shouldshould notnot bebe tortured.tortured. ItIt 
wouldwould followfollow thatthat inin thatthat societysociety itit 
wouldwould notnot merelymerely notnot bebe regardedregarded asas 
wrongwrong toto torturetorture babiesbabies andand thethe 
insane,insane, itit wouldn'twouldn't bebe wrong.wrong. 

AsAs forfor viewview (2),(2), thatthat wewe havehave 
obligationsobligations towardstowards animalsanimals becausebecause 
treatingtreating themthem badlybadly isis injuriousinjurious toto 
one'sone's charactercharacter ratherrather thanthan becausebecause 
itit isis injuriousinjurious toto animals,animals, thethe 
claimclaim wouldwould seemseem toto bebe thatthat oneone won'twon't 
havehave thethe sortsort ofof charactercharacter thatthat willwill 
leadlead toto treatingtreating humanhuman beingsbeings wellwell 
unlessunless oneone hashas thethe sortsort ofof charactercharacter 
thatthat leadsleads toto treatingtreating animalsanimals well.well. 
ButBut thisthis isis surelysurely false:false: manymany peoplepeople 
whowho havehave beenbeen modelsmodels ofof virtuevirtue inin 
theirtheir treatmenttreatment ofof otherother humanhuman beingsbeings 
havehave donedone oror allowedallowed othersothers toto dodo 
dreadfuldreadful thingsthings toto animals.animals. OneOne cancan 
unfortunatelyunfortunately bebe virtuousvirtuous towardstowards 
thethe membersmembers ofof somesome in-groupin-group whilewhile 
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glVlngglVlng nono thoughtthought toto thethe membersmembers ofof 
anan out-group.out-group. (This(This is,is, ofof course,course, 
alsoalso aa problemproblem forfor thethe dealingsdealings 
ofof humanhuman beingsbeings withwith eacheach other,other, andand 
anan importantimportant kindkind ofof moralmoral progressprogress 
consistsconsists inin makingmaking thethe boundariesboundaries ofof 
whatwhat oneone takestakes toto bebe thethe in-groupin-group 
broaderbroader andand broaderbroader -- toto includeinclude notnot 
onlyonly one'sone's family,family, one'sone's town,town, one'sone's 
country,country, allall mankind,mankind, but,but, fprfpr animalanimal 
liberation,liberation, toto includeinclude allall sentientsentient 
beings.beings. )) 

WhyWhy shouldshould II becomebecome aa vegetarian?vegetarian? 

SomeSome readersreaders maymay feelfeel thatthat whilewhile 
itit wouldwould bebe desirabledesirable forfor ourour societysociety 
asas aa wholewhole toto becomebecome vegetarian,vegetarian, 
nothingnothing cancan bebe gainedgained byby particularparticular 
individualsindividuals becomingbecoming vegetarianvegetarian soso 
thatthat theythey personallypersonally havehave nono obliga­obliga­
tiontion toto dodo so.so. AA similarsimilar argumentargument 
couldcould havehave beenbeen givengiven toto defenddefend thethe 
owningowning ofof slaves,slaves, and,and, ifif everyoneeveryone hadhad 
acceptedaccepted it,it, thethe institutioninstitution ofof 
slaveryslavery wouldwould almostalmost certainlycertainly havehave 
survived.survived. It'sIt's theoreticallytheoretically 
possible,possible, ofof course,course, thatthat peoplepeople whowho 
tooktook advantageadvantage ofof slaveryslavery whilewhile itit 
existedexisted wouldwould stillstill havehave votedvoted forfor 
itsits abolition.abolition. Still,Still, itit isis unlikelyunlikely 
thatthat aa societysociety ofof slave-ownersslave-owners wouldwould 
votevote forfor thethe abolitionabolition ofof slavery,slavery, 
andand thethe samesame holdsholds forfor aa societysociety ofof 
meat-eatersmeat-eaters andand thethe abolitionabolition ofof 
raisingraising animalsanimals forfor meat.meat. Further­Further­
more,more, ifif inin becomingbecoming aa vegetarianvegetarian youyou 
showshow thatthat aa vegetarianvegetarian cancan havehave aa 
healthyhealthy andand enjoyableenjoyable diet,diet, youryour 
exampleexample tendstends toto encourageencourage others.others. 
AndAnd thethe moremore vegetariansvegetarians therethere are,are, 
thethe easiereasier itit isis toto bebe oneone becausebecause 
theythey createcreate aa demanddemand forfor vegetarianvegetarian 
restaurantsrestaurants andand grocerygrocery stores.stores. Also,Also, 
whenwhen peoplepeople actact inin accordaccord withwith certaincertain 
moralmoral beliefs,beliefs, theythey characteristicallycharacteristically 
becomebecome moremore deeplydeeply committedcommitted toto thosethose 
beliefs.beliefs. InIn thethe casecase ofof animalanimal 
rights,rights, itit isis particularlyparticularly importantimportant 
thatthat wewe shouldshould bebe deeplydeeply concernedconcerned 
because,because, unlikeunlike homosexualshomosexuals oror womenwomen 
oror racialracial minorities,minorities, animalsanimals areare 
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dumb:dumb: theythey literallyliterally cannotcannot speakspeak 
forfor theirtheir ownown rightsrights andand soso wewe shouldshould 
speakspeak forfor them.them. 

R.R. 1.1. SikoraSikora 
UniversityUniversity ofof 
BritishBritish ColumbiaColumbia 

11 Cf.Cf. PeterPeter Singer'sSinger's AnimalAnimal 
LiberationLiberation (New(New YorkYork ReviewReview Books,Books, 
NewNew York,York, 1975.)1975.) 

22 II believebelieve myselfmyself thatthat itit doesdoes 
atat leastleast showshow thatthat otherother creaturescreatures 
havehave experiences,experiences, asas I'veI've arguedargued inin 
"The"The ArgumentArgument fromfrom AnalogyAnalogy isis notnot anan 
ArgumentArgument forfor OtherOther Minds,"Minds," AmericanAmerican 
PhilosophicalPhilosophical Quarterly,Quarterly, April,April, 1977.1977. 
AnAn additionaladditional argumentargument isis neededneeded toto 
showshow thatthat thethe samesame mindmind isis associatedassociated 
withwith aa givengiven bodybody throughoutthroughout itsits 
entireentire existence.existence. 

33 AlthoughAlthough II thinkthink thatthat thethe 
basicbasic rationalerationale forfor anan ethicalethical systemsystem 
shouldshould bebe utilitarian,utilitarian, II agreeagree withwith 
BrandtBrandt inin holdingholding thatthat aa societysociety whosewhose 
membersmembers werewere guidedguided byby aa pluralisticpluralistic 
codecode selectedselected onon thethe basisbasis ofof utili­utili­
tariantarian considerationsconsiderations wouldwould bebe muchmuch 
happierhappier thanthan oneone whosewhose membersmembers 
endeavoredendeavored toto followfollow actact utilitarian­utilitarian­
ism.ism. TheThe twotwo mainmain reasonsreasons forfor thisthis 
areare thatthat itit wouldwould bebe veryvery difficultdifficult 
toto predictpredict thethe behaviorbehavior ofof otherother 
peoplepeople inin anan actact utilitarianutilitarian societysociety 
becausebecause itit wouldwould bebe veryvery difficultdifficult 
toto determinedetermine whichwhich actionsactions theythey 
wouldwould thinkthink ofof asas maximizingmaximizing utility,utility, 
andand thatthat itit wouldwould bebe farfar easiereasier toto 
rationalizerationalize inin one'sone's ownown favorfavor ifif oneone 
werewere guidedguided byby anan actact utilitarianutilitarian 
codecode thanthan ifif oneone werewere guidedguided byby thethe 
rightright sortsort ofof pluralisticpluralistic code.code. II 
alsoalso agreeagree withwith BrandtBrandt inin thinkingthinking 
thatthat itit isis importantimportant forfor usus toto havehave 
strongstrong feelingsfeelings ofof revulsionrevulsion associat­associat­
eded withwith thethe violationviolation ofof somesome ofof thethe 
moremore importantimportant partsparts ofof suchsuch aa code.code. 
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ForFor furtherfurther dis.cuss.iondis.cuss.ion ofof thisthis view,view, 
cf.cf. RichardRichard Brandt:Brandt: AA TheoryTheory ofof thethe 
GoodGood andand thethe RightRight (Clarendon(Clarendon Press,Press, 
Oxford,Oxford, 1979)1979) chapterchapter 15.15. 

44 KaiKai NielsonNielson takestakes thisthis viewview 
inin "Some"Some PuzzlesPuzzles aboutabout FormulatingFormulating 
Utilitarianism,"Utilitarianism," Ratio,Ratio, Vol.Vol. XV,XV, 
no.no. 2,2, pp.pp. 256-62.256-62. II attackattack itit inin 
"Towards"Towards aa SatisfactorySatisfactory FormulationFormulation 
ofof Utilitarianism,"Utilitarianism," Ratio,Ratio, XIX,XIX, no.no. 1,1, 
pp.pp. 68-9.68-9. 

55 JonathanJonathan Bennett,Bennett, "On"On Maximiz­Maximiz­
inging Happiness,"Happiness," inin ObligationObligation toto 
FutureFuture Generations,Generations, editededited byby 
R.R. I,I, SikoraSikora andand BrianBrian Barry,Barry, TempleTemple 
UniversityUniversity Press,Press, Philadelphia,Philadelphia, 1978,1978, 
pp.pp. 61-73.61-73. 

66 Sikora,Sikora, "Is"Is ItIt WrongWrong toto Pre­Pre­
ventvent thethe ExistenceExistence ofof FutureFuture Genera­Genera­
tions?",tions?", fromfrom thethe samesame anthology,anthology, 
p.p. 112-166.112-166. 

77 WilliamWilliam Anglim,Anglim, "Repugnant"Repugnant 
Conclusion,"Conclusion," CanadianCanadian JournalJournal ofof 
PhilosophyPhilosophy (J977),(J977), pp.pp. 145-54.145-54. 

88 Sikora,Sikora, "Utilitarianism,"Utilitarianism, 
SupererogationSupererogation andand FutureFuture Generations,"Generations," 
CanadianCanadian JournalJournal ofof Philosophy,Philosophy, 
September.September. 1979.1979. 

99 MichaelMichael Bayles,Bayles, MoralityMorality andand 
PopulationPopulation Policy,Policy, UniversityUniversity ofof 
IndianaIndiana Press,Press, 1980.1980. 

10There10There is,is, however,however, aa counter­counter­
argumentargument whichwhich isis worthyworthy ofof seriousserious 
attention.attention. IfIf it'sit's aa goodgood thingthing toto 
addadd peoplepeople withwith aa positivepositive happinesshappiness 
levellevel toto thethe worldworld eveneven ifif theirtheir 
happinesshappiness levellevel isis barelybarely positivepositive 
andand peoplepeople alreadyalready herehere shouldshould there­there­
forefore bebe preparedprepared toto makemake sacrificessacrifices 
toto dodo so,so, itit wouldwould bebe possiblepossible inin 
theorytheory atat anyany raterate forfor themthem toto bebe 
requiredrequired toto gogo onon makingmaking sacrificessacrifices 
tilltill thethe worldworld declineddeclined fromfrom aa highhigh 
happinesshappiness averageaverage toto oneone thatthat waswas 
barelybarely aboveabove neutrality.neutrality. ButBut suchsuch aa 
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worldworld wouldwould bebe inferiorinferior toto thethe worldworld� 
withwith whichwhich theythey beganbegan soso view

thethe view� 
thatthat itit isis aa goodgood thingthing toto happy

addadd happy 

.... peoplepeople toto thethe worldworld mustmust bebe mistakenmistaken .. 
TheThe viewview thatthat wewe shouldshould aimaim atat aa worldworld 
withwith thethe highesthighest possiblepossible averageaverage levellevel 
ofof happinesshappiness avoidsavoids thethe objectionableobjectionable 
conclusionconclusion (Derek(Derek ParParfitfit callscalls itit "the"the 
repugnantrepugnant conclusion")conclusion") butbut itit hashas thethe 
grosslygrossly counterintuitivecounterintuitive consequenceconsequence 
thatthat underunder certaincertain circumstancescircumstances itit 
wouldwould bebe wrongwrong toto addadd happyhappy peoplepeople 
toto thethe worldworld eveneven ifif doingdoing soso wouldwould 
raiseraise thethe happinesshappiness levellevel ofof allall thosethose 
alreadyalready there.there. II havehave arguedargued thatthat allall 
otherother viewsviews thatthat areare atat allall plausibleplausible 
havehave aa consequenceconsequence thatthat isis closelyclosely 
analagousanalagous toto thethe repugnantrepugnant conclusionconclusion 
andand thatthat is,is, ifif anything,anything, moremore 
objectionableobjectionable thanthan itit is.is. McMahanMcMahan 
questionsquestions thisthis analogyanalogy inin hishis reviewreview 
ofof ObligationsObligations toto FutureFuture GenerationsGenerations 
inin thethe OctoberOctober 19811981 issueissue ofof EthicsEthics 
toto whichwhich II respondrespond inin thethe samesame issue.issue. 
TheThe mainmain themetheme ofof mymy argumentargument isis 
thatthat ifif itit isn'tisn't aa goodgood thingthing toto addadd 
happyhappy peoplepeople toto thethe worldworld andand ifif therethere 
werewere aa fewfew peoplepeople withwith aa veryvery lowlow levellevel 
ofof happinesshappiness inin thethe worldworld whowho couldcould 
eithereither helphelp eacheach otherother toto bebe aa bitbit 
betterbetter offoff oror bringbring aboutabout aa newnew racerace 
ofof veryvery happyhappy people,people, theythey shouldshould dodo 
thethe formerformer ratherrather thanthan thethe latterlatter 
andand thusthus leaveleave usus withwith aa miserablemiserable 
worldworld ratherrather thanthan aa happyhappy one.one. ItIt isis 
unfortunatelyunfortunately impossibleimpossible toto developdevelop 
thisthis responseresponse properlyproperly withoutwithout 
devotingdevoting moremore spacespace toto it.it. II havehave 
attemptedattempted herehere toto brieflybriefly suggestsuggest thethe 
lineslines ofof presentpresent controversycontroversy which,which, 
althoughalthough theythey havehave beenbeen carriedcarried onon 
specificallyspecifically inin termsterms ofof peoplepeople 
applyapply equallyequally wellwell toto animals.animals. 
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