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Article�Article 

to
MustMust WeWe ValueValue LifeLife to
 
HaveHave aa RightRight toto It?

It? 

InIn herher recentrecent articlearticle "Death,"Death, Mis­Mis­
fortune,fortune, andand SpeciesSpecies Inequality,"lInequality,"l 
RuthRuth CigmanCigman givesgives clear,clear, carefulcareful 
expressionexpression toto anan argumentargument whichwhich 
seemsseems wellwell onon itsits wayway toto becomibecomi ngng aa 
classicclassic amongamong opponentsopponents ofof animalanimal 
rights.rights. 22 Cigman'sCigman's argumentargument runsruns asas 
follows:follows: 

AA rightright toto XX entailsentails thethe 
rightright toto bebe protectedprotected againstagainst 
certaincertain actionsactions whichwhich willwill 
resultresult inin thethe misfortune,misfortune, oror 
possiblepossible misfortumisfortu ne,ne, ofof not-X.not-X. 
AA conditioncondition forfor beingbeing thethe sub­sub­
jectject ofof aa rightright isis thereforetherefore thethe 
capacitycapacity toto bebe thethe subjectsubject ofof 
thethe correspondingcorresponding misfortune.misfortune. 
(49)(49) ForFor aa creaturecreature toto bebe aa 
possiblepossible subjectsubject ofof thethe misfor­misfor­
tunetune ofof death,death, lifelife itselfitself mustmust 
bebe anan objectobject ofof valuevalue forfor it,it, 
andand thisthis possibilitypossibility isis presup­presup­
posedbyposedby thethe rightright toto life;life; 
otherwiseotherwise thethe rightright toto lifelife 
wouldwould bebe aa rightright toto bebe pro­pro­
tectedtected fromfrom somethingsomething whichwhich 
couldcould notnot conceivablyconceivably bebe aa mis­mis­
fortune,fortune, whichwhich doesdoes notnot makemake 
sense.sense. (59)(59) 

TheThe relationship·relationship· betweenbetween 
capacitycapacity andand desiredesire inin thisthis 
contextcontext mustmust bebe examined.examined. MyMy 
suggestionsuggestion isis that,that, whenwhen wewe 
fillfill inin thethe conceptconcept ofof desiringdesiring 
notnot toto diedie inin aa wayway whichwhich isis 
relevantrelevant toto thethe misfortunemisfortune ofof 
deathdeath andand thethe rightright toto life,life, wewe 
shallshall havehave toto withholdwithhold thisthis 
fromfrom animals.animals. (49-50)(49-50) 
ForFor convenientconvenient referencereference wewe maymay 

reducereduce thisthis argumentargument toto thethe followingfollowing 
compactcompact form:form: 

Pl:Pl: OnlyOnly beingsbeings capablecapable ofof valuingvaluing 
lifelife itselfitself cancan suffersuffer thethe misfortunemisfortune ofof 
death.death. 

P2:P2: OnOn IyIy beibei ngsngs capablecapable ofof 
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sufferingsuffering thethe misfortunemisfortune ofof deathdeath cancan 
havehave aa rightright toto life.life. 

P3:P3: AnimalsAnimals areare incapableincapable ofof valu­valu­
iingng IIifeife itself.itself. 

C:C: Therefore,Therefore, animalsanimals cannotcannot havehave 
aa rightright toto life.life. 
EachEach ofof thethe premisespremises ofof thisthis argumentargument 
isis dubious.dubious. EvenEven P2,P2, whichwhich seemsseems 
thethe safestsafest ofof thethe lot,lot, wouldwould bebe chal­chal­
lengedlenged byby somesome rightsrights theorists,theorists, suchsuch 
asas H.H. L.L. A.A. Hart,Hart, whowho holdhold thatthat 
rightsrights areare notnot essentiallyessentially devicesdevices forfor 
protectingprotecting interestsinterests butbut forfor securingsecuring 
choices.choices. 33 However,However, wewe willwill notnot pur­pur­
suesue thisthis lineline ofof criticismcriticism here.here. 
WhetherWhether aa carefulcareful analysisanalysis ofof rightsrights 
wouldwould revealreveal thatthat thethe rightright toto lifelife 
protectsprotects ourour interestinterest inin life,life, securessecures 
ourour choicechoice toto remainremain alive,alive, oror some­some­
thingthing else,else, thisthis rightright seemsseems clearlyclearly 
tiedtied toto deathdeath beingbeing aa misfortune.misfortune. 

P3P3 wouldwould certainlycertainly bebe attackedattacked byby 
manymany advocatesadvocates ofof animalanimal rightsrights whowho 
emphasizeemphasize tIthetIthe evolutionaryevolutionary continuitycontinuity 

.. ofof mentalmental experience"4experience"4 andand wouldwould claimclaim 
thatthat manymany animalsanimals havehave sufficientlysufficiently 
extensiveextensive temporaltemporal awareness,awareness, self­self ­
consciousness,consciousness, andand otherother requisiterequisite 
aspectsaspects ofof rationalityrationality toto valuevalue lifelife 
itself.itself. However,However, II wiwi IIII leaveleave thethe com­com­
parisonparison ofof animalanimal withwith humanhuman psychol­psychol­
ogy,ogy, rationality,rationality, andand valuesvalues toto thosethose 
whowho havehave carefullycarefully studiedstudied thethe matter,matter, 
e.g.,e.g., thethe ethologists.ethologists. TheThe truthtruth oror 
falsityfalsity ofof P3P3 isis atat leastleast asas muchmuch aa fac­fac­
tualtual asas aa conceptualconceptual issueissue andand is,is, 
therefore,therefore, notnot resolvableresolvable byby philoso­philoso­
phers.phers. CigmanCigman emphasizesemphasizes thethe com­com­
plexityplexity ofof experienceexperience inin whichwhich thethe 
humanhuman awarenessawareness andand evaluationevaluation ofof 
deathdeath occurs,occurs, andand itit seemsseems reasonablereasonable 

.. toto agreeagree withwith herher presumptionpresumption thatthat 
manymany ofof thethe animalsanimals animalanimal rightistsrightists 
seekseek toto protect,protect, e.e. g.,g., rabbitsrabbits andand 
chickens,chickens, lacklack thatthat complexitycomplexity ofof 
experience.experience. So,So, letlet usus passpass byby objec­objec­
tionstions toto P3.P3. 

TheThe lineline ofof questioningquestioning II wishwish toto 
pursuepursue herehere concernsconcerns Pl:Pl: mustmust oneone 
valuevalue lifelife itselfitself inin orderorder toto suffersuffer 
deathdeath asas aa misfortune?misfortune? II questionquestion PlPl 
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becausebecause inin soso manymany otherother casescases itit isis 
notnot thethe casecase thatthat oneone hashas toto valuevalue XX 
itselfitself inin orderorder toto havehave aa rightright toto X.X. 
Consequently,Consequently, agreeingagreeing thatthat ifif oneone 
hashas aa rightright toto XX thenthen not-Xnot-X mustmust bebe aa 
misfortune.misfortune. forfor him,him, itit followsfollows thatthat 
not-Xnot-X cancan bebe aa misfortunemisfortune forfor anan 
individualindividual eveneven thoughthough hehe doesdoes notnot 
valuevalue XX itself.itself. SS 

Cigman'sCigman's argumentargument isis aa specificspecific 
casecase ofof thethe followingfollowing argumentargument form:form: 

Pl':Pl': OnlyOnly beingsbeings capablecapable ofof valu­valu­
inging XX itselfitself cancan suffel'suffel' thethe misfot,tunemisfot,tune 
ofof not-X.not-X. 

P2':P2': OnlyOnly beingsbeings capablecapable ofof suf­suf­
feringfering not-Xnot-X asas aa misfortunemisfortune cancan havehave 
aa rightright toto X.X. 

P3':P3': BB isis incapableincapable ofof valuingvaluing XX 
itself.itself. 

C':C': Therefore,Therefore, BB cannotcannot havehave aa 
rightright toto X.X. 
ReflectionReflection onon ourour currentcurrent practicepractice ofof 
accordingaccording rightsrights willwill showshow thatthat therethere 
isis somethingsomething wrongwrong withwith argumentsarguments ofof 
thisthis form.form. FurtherFurther reflectionreflection willwill 
showshow howhow Pl'Pl' (and(and P3')P3') cancan bebe 
revisedrevised toto yieldyield anan acceptableacceptable argu­argu­
mentment form.form. However,However, thatthat formform willwill 
notnot excludeexclude thethe possibilitypossibility ofof animalanimal 
rights.rights. 

BeforeBefore proceedingproceeding withwith thisthis analy­analy­
sis,sis, wewe mustmust clarifyclarify whatwhat "valuing"valuing XX 
itself"itself" refersrefers to.to. ItIt wouldwould bebe obviousobvious 
thatthat wewe cancan havehave aa rightright toto XX eveneven 
thoughthough wewe dodo notnot valuevalue XX itself,itself, ifif 
"valuing"valuing XX itself"itself" meantmeant "X"X hashas 
intrinsicintrinsic valuevalue forfor usus ratherrather thanthan (or(or 
inin additionaddition to)to) instrumentalinstrumental value."value." 
WhateverWhatever "intrinsic"intrinsic value"value" maymay mean,mean, 
itit isis clearclear thatthat wewe havehave rightsrights toto 
thingsthings whichwhich areare ofof merelymerely instrumen­instrumen­
taltal valval ueue forfor us,us, e.e. g.,g., aa speedyspeedy trial.trial. 
Cigman'sCigman's insistenceinsistence thatthat misfortunesmisfortunes 
bebe tiedtied toto desiresdesires (57),(57), herher useuse ofof 
thethe phph raserase "I"I ifeife itselfitself asas anan objectobject ofof 
value"value" (59),(59), herher rejectionrejection ofof aa utilita­utilita­
rianrian alternativealternative becausebecause "it"it doesdoes notnot 
justifyjustify callingcalling deathdeath aa misfortunemisfortune forfor 
thethe animalanimal whowho dies"dies" (54),(54), andand herher 
rejectionrejection ofof ThomasThomas Nagel'sNagel's analysisanalysis ofof 
thethe misfortunemisfortune ofof deathdeath becausebecause itit 

doesdoes notnot requirerequire thatthat "life"life isis some­some­
thingthing mostmost ofof usus valuevalue andand wantwant toto 
experienceexperience forfor asas longlong asas possible"possible" 
(56)(56) givegive thethe impressionimpression thatthat somesome 
sortsort ofof shadowyshadowy intrinsicintrinsic valuevalue inin lifelife 
vs.vs. merelymerely instrumentalinstrumental valuevalue forfor lifelife 
distinctiondistinction isis atat workwork inin herher argu­argu­
ment.ment. BeBe thatthat asas itit may,may, thisthis distinc­distinc­
tiontion isis incidentalincidental toto thethe argumentargument andand 
shouldshould notnot misleadmislead onon intointo dismissingdismissing 
thethe argumentargument outout ofof hand.hand. TheThe dis­dis­
tinctiontinction onon whichwhich thisthis argumentargument turnsturns 
isis thatthat betweenbetween havinghaving anan interestinterest inin 
XX andand takingtaking anan interestinterest inin X,X, andand 
"valuing"valuing lifelife itself"itself" shouldshould bebe inter­inter­
pretedpreted asas "taking"taking anan interestinterest inin life."life." 

OneOne cancan "have"have anan interest"interest" inin 
somethingsomething whichwhich affectsaffects one'sone's well-be­well-be­
inging butbut ofof whichwhich oneone isis ignorantignorant oror 
unconcerned.unconcerned. Vitamins,Vitamins, pesticides,pesticides, 
andand heavyheavy metalsmetals inin drinkingdrinking waterwater 
willwill allall affectaffect one'sone's well-beingwell-being eveneven 
thoughthough oneone hashas nevernever heardheard ofof themthem 
oror eveneven thoughthough oneone isis unconcernedunconcerned 
aboutabout themthem becausebecause oneone doesdoes notnot 
believebelieve theythey willwill affectaffect one'sone's well-be­well-be­
inging .. However,However, "taking"taking anan interest"interest" 
requiresrequires thatthat oneone bebe awareaware ofof thethe itemitem 
inin question,question, believebelieve thatthat itit affectsaffects 
one'sone's well-being,well-being, and,and, consequently,consequently, 
consciouslyconsciously givegive aa valuevalue (positive(positive oror 
negative)negative) toto thethe item.item. CigmanCigman doesdoes 
notnot employemploy thethe languagelanguage ofof interests,interests, 
butbut thethe followingfollowing passagespassages makemake clearclear 
thatthat sheshe isis relyingrelying onon thisthis distinction:distinction: 

DeathDeath isis notnot aa misfortunemisfortune 
merelymerely becausebecause itit isis aa badbad 
conditioncondition toto bebe in,in, relativerelative toto 
beingbeing alive,alive, healthy,healthy, andand soso 
on;on; ratherrather itit isis aa misfortumisfortu nene 
becausebecause lifelife isis somethingsomething mostmost 
ofof usus valuevalue andand wan~wan~ toto exe_~­exe_~­

riencerience forfor asas longlong asas possible.possible. 
(56,(56, emphasisemphasis added)added) 

II rejectreject thethe suggestionsuggestion thatthat 
aa categoricalcategorical desire,desire, oror any­any­
thingthing ofof thisthis nature,nature, isis attri­attri­
butablebutable toto animals.animals. ForFor con­con­
sidersider whatwhat wouldwould havehave toto bebe 
thethe casecase ifif thisthis werewere so.so. 
First,First, animalsanimals wouldwould havehave toto 
possesspossess essentiallyessentially thethe samesame 
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conceptionsconceptions ofof lifelife andand deathdeath 
asas personspersons do.do. TheThe subjectsubject ofof 
aa categoricalcategorical desiredesire mustmust eithereither 
understandunderstand deathdeath asas aa condi­condi­
tiontion whichwhich closescloses aa possiblepossible 
futurefuture forever,forever, andand leavesleaves 
behindbehind oneone aa worldworld inin whichwhich 
oneone hashas nono partpart asas anan agentagent oror 
consciousconscious beingbeing ofof anyany sort,sort, oror 
hehe mustmust grasp,grasp, andand thenthen 
reject,reject, thisthis conceptionconception ofof 
death,death, inin favorfavor ofof aa belbel iefief inin 
immortality.immortality. EitherEither w~thew~the 
radicalradical andand exclusiveexclusive naturenature ofof 
thethe transitiontransition fromfrom lifelife toto 
deathdeath mustmust bebe understood--itunderstood--it 
mustmust atat leastleast bebe appreciatedappreciated 
whywhy peoplepeople thinkthink inin thesethese 
terms--soterms--so thatthat thethe fullfull signifi­signifi­
cancecance ofof thethe ideaidea thatthat "X"X isis aa 
reasonreason forfor -Iivin.s"-Iivin.s" maymay bebe 
grasped.grasped. (58-59,(58-59, emphasisemphasis 
added)added) 

ItIt seemsseems accurateaccurate toto paraphraseparaphrase 
CigmanCigman asas claimingclaiming thatthat althoughalthough ani­ani­
malsmals maymay havehave anan interestinterest inin lifelife 
(since(since itit isis aa goodgood conditioncondition toto bebe inin 
relativerelative toto death),death), theythey cannotcannot taketake 
anan interestinterest inin lifelife (since(since theythey areare 
incapableincapable ofof understandingunderstanding thethe fullfull 
signsign ificanceificance ofof death).death). 

ThisThis distinctiondistinction betweenbetween thingsthings 
whichwhich affectaffect ourour interestsinterests butbut inin 
whichwhich wewe dodo notnot taketake anan interestinterest isis 
certainlycertainly aa realreal one.one. ButBut isis itit rele­rele­
vantvant toto thethe issueissue ofof whatwhat itit makesmakes 
sensesense toto sayansayan individualindividual hashas aa rightright 
to?to? 

IsIs itit possiblepossible toto havehave aa rightright toto 
somethingsomething whichwhich affectsaffects one'sone's interestsinterests 
butbut ofof whichwhich oneone isis ignorant?ignorant? Cer­Cer­
tainly.tainly. PeoplePeople havehave rightsrights toto inheri­inheri­
tancestances theythey dodo notnot knowknow about.about. EvenEven 
patientspatients whowho areare unawareunaware ofof "The"The 
Patient'sPatient's BillBill ofof Rights"Rights" havehave aa rightright 
toto seesee theithei rr medicalmedical records.records. AndAnd 
peoplepeople whowho havehave nevernever heardheard ofof "The"The 
UniversalUniversal DeclarationDeclaration ofof thethe RightsRights ofof 
Man"Man" andand havehave growngrown upup inin cultucultu resres 
whichwhich notnot onlyonly denydeny themthem humanhuman 

rightsrights butbut alsoalso havehave taughttaught themthem toto 
believebelieve theythey areare subhumansubhuman areare stillstill 
entitledentitled toto humanhuman rights.rights. ThereThere isis nono 
conceptual,conceptual, moral,moral, oror legallegal difficultydifficulty 
withwith ascribingascribing aa rightright toto XX toto someonesomeone 
whowho isis unawareunaware eithereither ofof XX oror ofof thethe 
possibilitypossibility thatthat hehe couldcould havehave XX oror 
thethe rightright toto X.X. HavingHaving aa rightright toto XX 
doesdoes notnot requirerequire thatthat wewe actuallyactually 
knowknow about,about, desidesi re,re, oror valuevalue XX itself.itself. 

ItIt mightmight bebe objectedobjected thatthat itit isis notnot 
actuallyactually valuingvaluing XX itselfitself thatthat isis 
requiredrequired forfor thethe rightright toto XX butbut thethe 
capacitycapacity toto valuevalue XX itselfitself whichwhich isis 
required.required. MostMost fundamentalfundamental moralmoral 
principlesprinciples involveinvolve thethe ideaidea ofof capac­capac­
ity,ity, e.e. g.,g., thethe capacitycapacity toto suffersuffer inin 
utilitarianismutilitarianism andand thethe capacitycapacity toto rea­rea­
sonson inin Kantianism.Kantianism. CigmanCigman alsoalso 
emphasizesemphasizes thethe ~~E.~~J!Y~~E.~~J!Y toto suffersuffer aa 
misfortune.misfortune. So,So, perhapsperhaps thethe properproper 
questionquestion is:is: isis itit possiblepossible toto havehave aa 
rightright toto somethingsomething whichwhich affectsaffects one'sone's 
interestsinterests butbut whichwhich oneone isis incC!.pableincC!.pable ofof 
understandingunderstanding oror valuing?valuing? Again,Again, 
therethere areare somesome fairlyfairly obviousobvious casescases ofof 
this.this. SeverelySeverely retarded,retarded, brain-dam­brain-dam­
aged,aged, andand senilesenile peoplepeople havehave legallegal 
rights,rights, propertyproperty rights,rights, civilcivil rights,rights, 
andand humanhuman rightsrights whichwhich theythey areare 
incapableincapable ofof understandingunderstanding andand valu­valu­
ing.ing. TheyThey maymay valuevalue thethe medicalmedical carecare 
andand otherother benefitsbenefits property,property, socialsocial 
welfarewelfare programs,programs, legallegal procedures,procedures, 
andand otherother thingsthings toto whichwhich theythey havehave aa 
rightright securesecure forfor them,them, butbut theythey areare 
incapableincapable ofof understandingunderstanding oror valuingvaluing 
pr'operty,pr'operty, socialsocial welfarewelfare institutions,institutions, 
legallegal procedures,procedures, humanhuman respect,respect, andand 
moralmoral obligationobligation themselves.themselves. Conse­Conse­
quently,quently, currentcurrent moralmoral andand legallegal prac­prac­
ticetice showshow thatthat anan individualindividual cancan havehave 
aa rightright toto XX eveneven thoughthough hehe isis inca­inca­
pablepable ofof understandingunderstanding andand valuingvaluing X.X. 

ThisThis conclusionconclusion mightmight bebe criticizedcriticized 
forfor ignoringignoring thethe normalitynormality dimensiondimension 
ofof thethe ideaidea ofof "capacity"."capacity". CigmanCigman 
emphasizesemphasizes whatwhat peoplepeople !!.orm.!L\y!!.orm.!L\y valuevalue 
inin herher discussiondiscussion ofof thethe misfortunemisfortune ofof 
deathdeath andand inin circumventingcircumventing thethe possi­possi­
bleble counterexamplecounterexample ofof suicidalsuicidal people.people. 
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Similarly,Similarly, StanleyStanley BennBenn contendscontends thatthat 
animalanimal rightsrights argumentsarguments referringreferring toto 
inconsistencyinconsistency inin extendingextending righhrighh toto 
subrationalsubrational humanshumans whilewhile denyingdenying themthem 
toto moremore rationalrational animalsanimals areare fallaciousfallacious 
becausebecause rightsrights areare extendedextended primarilyprimarily 
notnot toto individualsindividuals butbut toto speciesspecies basedbased 
onon thethe capabilitiescapabilities ofof normalnormal membersmembers 
ofof thethe species.species. 66 So,So, thethe properproper ques­ques­
tiontion maymay be:be: isis itit possiblepossible toto havehave aa 
rightright toto somethingsomething whichwhich affectsaffects one'sone's 
interestsinterests butbut whichwhich eveneven normalnormal 
beingsbeings ofof one'sone's kindkind areare incapableincapable ofof 
understandingunderstanding oror valuing?valuing? OfOf course,course, 
itit isis impossibleimpossible forfor usus toto referrefer toto anyany 
actualactual casescases concerningconcerning humanhuman beingsbeings 
wherewhere thisthis happens.happens. SuchSuch examplesexamples 
wouldwould requirerequire thatthat wewe understandunderstand 
thingsthings humanhuman beingsbeings areare incapableincapable ofof 
understanding.understanding. However,However, thethe follow­follow­
inging non-humannon-human exampleexample seemsseems plausi­plausi­
bleble enoughenough toto showshow atat leastleast thatthat aa 
positivepositive answeranswer toto thisthis questionquestion isis notnot 
nonsensical.nonsensical. 

CigmanCigman acknowledges,acknowledges, asas dodo mostmost 
opponentsopponents ofof anan animalanimal rightright toto life,life, 
thatthat anan imaima IsIs sshouhou IdId bebe spaspa redred unun nec­nec­
essaryessary suffering.suffering. Now,Now, industrialindustrial pol­pol­
lutionlution causescauses manymany animalsanimals avoidableavoidable 
suffering,suffering, butbut animalsanimals areare incapableincapable ofof 
understandingunderstanding howhow industrialindustrial pollu­pollu­
tantstants affectaffect theirtheir habitats,habitats, undermineundermine 
theithei rr health,health, andand causecause themthem toto suf­suf­
fer.fer. ItIt followsfollows thatthat althoughalthough animalsanimals 
suffersuffer fromfrom aa pollutedpolluted environment,environment, 
theythey areare incapableincapable ofof valuingvaluing aa pollu­pollu­
tant-freetant-free environment.environment. ButBut doesdoes itit 
alsoalso follow,follow, asas CigmanCigman wouldwould havehave toto 
claim,claim, thatthat itit wouldwould bebe nonsensicalnonsensical toto 
saysay thatthat animalsanimals whosewhose well-beingwell-being isis 
destroyeddestroyed byby industrialindustrial pollutionpollution areare 
sufferingsuffering aa misfortunemisfortune inin losinglosing theirtheir 
healthyhealthy habitatshabitats andand havehave aa rightright (call(call 
itit thethe "right"right toto aa healthfulhealthful envienvi ron­ron­
mentmenttltl 

)) toto bebe protectedprotected againstagainst indus­indus­
trialtrial pollution?pollution? WeWe encounterencounter nono con­con­
ceptualceptual difficultydifficulty inin assertingasserting thatthat 
peoplepeople havehave aa rightright toto aa healthfulhealthful 
environment.environment. IsIs thethe factfact thatthat peoplepeople 
normallynormally cancan butbut animalsanimals normallynormally 
cannotcannot understandunderstand howhow industrialindustrial pol­pol­
lutantslutants causecause themthem toto suffersuffer morallymorally 

significantsignificant enoughenough toto showshow thatthat ani­ani­
malsmals cannotcannot conceivablyconceivably shareshare inin thisthis 
right?right? SinceSince manymany ofof thethe formsforms ofof 
sufferingsuffering causedcaused byby industrialindustrial pollu­pollu­
tants,tants, e.e. g.,g., blindness,blindness, debilitation,debilitation, 
cancer,cancer, andand birthbirth defects,defects, areare sharedshared 
byby humanhuman andand non-humannon-human animals,animals, 
referencereference toto thethe normalnormal capacitycapacity forfor 
understandingunderstanding whichwhich differentiatesdifferentiates 
humanhuman fromfrom non-humannon-human animalsanimals wouldwould 
seemseem notnot onlyonly toto bebe insufficientlyinsufficiently 
weightyweighty toto justifyjustify suchsuch aa claimclaim butbut 
alsoalso toto bebe soso totallytotally besidebeside thethe pointpoint 
asas toto bebe aa blatantblatant rationalizationrationalization ofof 
anthanth ropocentricropocentric prejprej udice.udice. 

ItIt mightmight bebe objectedobjected thatthat 
(a)(a) sincesince animalsanimals taketake anan interestinterest 

inin suffering,suffering, sufferingsuffering cancan bebe misfor­misfor­
tunetune forfor them;them; 

(b)(b) consequently,consequently, animalsanimals can,can, atat 
leastleast asas farfar asas Cigman'sCigman's argumentargument isis 
concerned,concerned, havehave aa rightright notnot toto suffer;suffer; 

(c)(c) thethe rightright toto aa healthfulhealthful envi­envi­
ronmentronment isis justjust aa partpart ofof thisthis rightright 
notnot toto suffer,suffer, sincesince aa healthfulhealthful envi­envi­
ronmentronment isis essentialessential toto avoidavoid suffer­suffer­
ing;ing; 

(d)(d) therefore,therefore, thethe exampleexample ofof thethe 
rightright toto aa healthfulhealthful envienvi ronmentronment doesdoes 
notnot showshow thatthat animalsanimals cancan havehave rightsrights 
toto thingsthings theythey areare incapableincapable ofof valu­valu­
ing.ing. 

AnAn obviousobvious problemproblem withwith suchsuch anan 
objectionobjection isis thatthat aa healthfulhealthful environ­environ­
mentment isis notnot reallyreally "a"a partpart of"of" notnot suf­suf­
fering.fering. However,However, settingsetting asideaside suchsuch 
technicaltechnical problems,problems, wewe maymay notenote thatthat 
usingusing (a)(a) andand (b)(b) inin conjunctionconjunction withwith 
thethe followingfollowing modificationmodification ofof (c)(c) yieldsyields 
thethe conclusionconclusion thatthat animalsanimals cancan havehave aa 
rightright toto life:life: 

(c')(c') thethe rightright toto lifelife isis aa partpart ofof 
thethe rightright notnot toto suffer,suffer, sincesince lifelife isis 
essentialessential toto avoidavoid suffering.suffering. 
OneOne cancan avoidavoid sufferingsuffering byby dying,dying, ofof 
course,course, butbut whatwhat isis ordinarilyordinarily valuedvalued 
underunder thethe labellabel ofof "avoiding"avoiding suffer­suffer­
ing"ing" isis notnot merelymerely thethe absenceabsence ofof suf­suf­
feringfering butbut aa lifelife freefree ofof suffering.suffering. ItIt 
isis suchsuch aa lifelife thatthat requirequi resres aa healthfulhealthful 
environment,environment, soso anyany sortsort ofof "negative"negative 
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utilitarianism"utilitarianism" rebuttalrebuttal herehere isis alreadyalready 
ruledruled outout byby (c).(c). Consequently,Consequently, thethe 
patternpattern ofof analysisanalysis inin (a)(a) throughthrough (d)(d) 
cannotcannot bebe usedused toto supportsupport thethe claimclaim 
thatthat animalsanimals cannotcannot havehave aa rightright toto 
life.life. 

II findfind thethe inabilityinability toto understandunderstand 
whatwhat isis causingcausing oneone toto suffersuffer toto bebe 
morallymorally insignificantinsignificant wherewhere avoidableavoidable 
sufferingsuffering isis involved,involved, andand thethe almostalmost 
universaluniversal rejectionrejection ofof crueltycruelty toto ani­ani­
mals,mals, withoutwithout requiringrequiring priorprior analysisanalysis 
ofof theirtheir levellevel ofof understanding,understanding, sug­sug­
gestsgests thatthat mymy judgmentjudgment isis notnot anoma­anoma­
lous.lous. UntilUntil moremore persuasivepersuasive argumentargument 
isis forthcoming,forthcoming, II concludeconclude thatthat beingsbeings 
cancan havehave rightsrights toto thingsthings whichwhich nor­nor­
malmal beingsbeings ofof theithei rr kindskinds areare incapa­incapa­
bleble ofof understandingunderstanding andand valuing.valuing. 

TheseThese threethree possibilities,possibilities, igno­igno­
rance,rance, individualindividual inabilityinability toto under­under­
stand,stand, andand normalnormal inabilityinability toto under­under­
stand,stand, seemseem toto covercover thethe field.field. So,So, II 
concludeconclude thatthat takingtaking anan interestinterest inin oror 
valuingvaluing XX itselfitself isis notnot aa necessarynecessary 
conditioncondition forfor havinghaving aa rightright toto X.X. 
SinceSince allall thethe casescases justjust discusseddiscussed sat­sat­
isfyisfy P3P3 '' ,, thethe problemproblem withwith thethe aboveabove 
argumentargument formform mustmust lielie inin Pl'Pl' oror P2'.P2'. 
ButBut Cigman'sCigman's claimclaim thatthat rightsrights entailentail 
correspondingcorresponding misfortunesmisfortunes (P2')(P2') waswas 
conceded,conceded, soso thethe failurefailure ofof thisthis argu­argu­
mentment formform mustmust lielie inin PlPl t,t, thethe claimclaim 
thatthat sufferingsuffering thethe misfortunemisfortune ofof not-Xnot-X 
requiresrequires takingtaking anan interestinterest inin X.X. InIn 
allall thethe aboveabove examples,examples, thethe individualsindividuals 
whowho diddid notnot oror couldcould notnot taketake anan 
interestinterest inin XX nonethelessnonetheless hadhad anan 
interestinterest inin X.X. ThisThis suggestssuggests thatthat wewe 
cancan correctcorrect thethe aboveabove argumentargument formform 
byby substitutingsubstituting thethe followingfollowing forfor PlPl II 

(and(and P3'):P3'): 
Pl"Pl" OnlyOnly beingsbeings whichwhich havehave anan 

interestinterest inin XX cancan suffersuffer thethe misfor­misfor­
tunetune ofof not-X.not-X. 

P3"P3" BB hashas nono interestinterest inin X.X. 

Pl"Pl" notnot onon IyIy accommodatesaccommodates thethe 
aboveabove counterexamplescounterexamples toto Pl';Pl'; itit alsoalso 
excludesexcludes stones,stones, worksworks ofof art,art, 
machines,machines, andand otherother inanimateinanimate objectsobjects 

whichwhich areare incapableincapable ofof havinghaving rightsrights 
ifif anythinganything is.is. SuchSuch thingsthings cannotcannot 
havehave interests,interests, sincesince theythey havehave nono 
well-beingwell-being ofof theirtheir own,own, anyany evalua­evalua­
tiontion ofof theirtheir conditioncondition beingbeing derivedderived 
fromfrom otherother beingsbeings whichwhich havehave oror taketake 
anan interestinterest inin them.them. TheThe casecase ofof 
plantsplants andand insentientinsentient animalsanimals isis aa bitbit 
moremore problematic.problematic. SinceSince theythey cancan 
flouflou rishrish oror wither,wither, itit makesmakes sensesense toto 
saysay theythey havehave aa well-beingwell-being ofof theirtheir 
own,own, anan excellenceexcellence oror virtuevirtue ofof theirtheir 
ownown nature,nature, asas AristotleAristotle wouldwould say.say. 
OnOn thethe otherother hand,hand, theythey cannotcannot bebe 
coveredcovered byby standardstandard moralmoral principles,principles, 
suchsuch asas thethe principleprinciple ofof utility,utility, whichwhich 
areare concernedconcerned withwith happinesshappiness andand notnot 
merelymerely withwith flouflou rishing.rishing. ·1·1 suggestsuggest 
handlinghandling thisthis problemproblem inin thethe followingfollowing 
way:way: sincesince moralmoral principlesprinciples areare fun­fun­
damentallydamentally concernedconcerned withwith happinesshappiness 
oror rationality,rationality, notnot withwith growthgrowth oror 
eveneven health,health, wewe shouldshould interpretinterpret "B"B 
hashas anan interestinterest inin X"X" tgtg thethe !!1_C?I~!!1_C?I~ 
relevantrelevant sensesense toto meanmean 'X'X hashas (or(or willwill 
havehave oror isis likelylikely toto have)have) anan effecteffect onon 
B'sB's feelingsfeelings ofof well-beingwell-being (e.g.,(e.g., 
pleasure,pleasure, feelingfeeling fit,fit, enthusiasm,enthusiasm, con­con­
tentment)tentment) oror hishis judgmentsjudgments aboutabout hishis 
well-being.well-being. "" ItIt followsfollows thatthat plantsplants 
andand insentientinsentient animalsanimals dodo notnot havehave 
interestsinterests inin thethe morallymorally relevantrelevant sensesense 
andand thatthat allall beingsbeings havehave morallymorally rele­rele­

·vant·vant interestsinterests onlyonly wherewhere theirtheir feel­feel­
ingsings oror judgmentsjudgments ofof well-beingwell-being areare 
involved.involved. ItIt fufu rtherrther follows,follows, accord­accord­
inging toto thethe revisedrevised argumentargument form,form, 
thatthat nono beingbeing cancan havehave rightsrights inin areasareas 
wherewhere its·its· feelingsfeelings oror judgmentsjudgments ofof 
well-beingwell-being areare notnot affected.affected. 77 ThatThat 
seemsseems toto bebe placingplacing thethe distinctiondistinction 
wherewhere itit belongs.belongs. 

ReturningReturning toto thethe specificspecific casecase ofof 
thethe misfortunemisfortune ofof deathdeath andand thethe rightright 
toto life,life, thethe onlyonly wayway toto savesave Cigman'sCigman's 
argumentargument wouldwould seemseem toto bebe somehowsomehow toto 
showshow thatthat deathdeath andand thethe rightright to·to· lifelife 
isis aa specialspecial case:case: althoughalthough inin allall thethe 
sortssorts ofof casescases justjust discusseddiscussed beingbeing aa 
possiblepossible subjectsubject ofof misfortunemisfortune andand 
rightsrights doesdoes notnot requirequi rere thethe abilityability toto 
taketake anan interest,interest, inin thethe casecase ofof thethe 
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misfortunemisfortune ofof deathdeath andand thethe rightright toto 
lifelife oneone mustmust bebe ableable toto valuevalue lifelife 
itselfitself becausebecause .. .. .. .. .. .. II dodo 
notnot knowknow howhow toto fillfill inin thatthat blank,blank, 
whichwhich leavesleaves meme withwith thethe followingfollowing 
speculationspeculation andand conclusion.conclusion. 

Speculation:Speculation: WeWe commonlycommonly callcall 
deathdeath aa .misfortune,.misfortune, soso whenwhen CigmanCigman 
claimsclaims thatthat thethe rightright toto lifelife presup­presup­
posesposes thethe possibilitypossibility ofof sufferingsuffering thethe 
misfortunemisfortune ofof death,death, thatthat seemsseems rea­rea­
sonablesonable enough.enough. However,However, asas sheshe 
progressesprogresses throughthrough herher argument,argument, sheshe 
tiesties "misfortune""misfortune" toto valuing,valuing, inin thethe 
sensesense ofof takingtaking anan interest,interest, therebythereby 
givinggiving "misfortune""misfortune" aa technicaltechnical mean­mean­
inging whichwhich doesdoes notnot quitequite fitfit withwith itsits 
commoncommon use.use. ItIt wouldwould notnot bebe moremore 
unusualunusual toto describedescribe aa pelicanpelican bornborn 
blindblind asas "unfortunate""unfortunate" oror havinghaving "suf­"suf­
feredfered aa misfortune"misfortune" oror eveneven "tragic""tragic" 
(since(since itit willwill certainlycertainly diedie fromfrom thisthis 
affliction)affliction) thanthan itit wouldwould bebe toto soso 
describedescribe aa humanhuman infantinfant bornborn blind.blind. 
ThisThis unnoticedunnoticed equivocationequivocation onon "mis­"mis­
fortune"fortune" (technical(technical useuse inin PlPl butbut 
commoncommon useuse inin P2)P2) isis whatwhat makesmakes thethe 
argumentargument seemseem plausible.plausible. 

Conclusion:Conclusion: PlPl isis false.false. OneOne cancan 
suffersuffer thethe misfortunemisfortune ofof deathdeath eveneven 
thoughthough oneone lackslacks thethe inteilectualinteilectual 
capacitycapacity forfor takingtaking anan interestinterest inin oror 
valuingvaluing lifelife itself.itself. AssumingAssuming nono after­after­
lifelife awaitsawaits one--theone--the traditionaltraditional assump­assump­
tiontion inin thethe casecase ofof animals--thatanimals--that isis notnot 
hardhard toto understand:understand: deathdeath isis ordinar­ordinar­
ilyily aa misfortunemisfortune forfor anan individualindividual 
(whether(whether hehe knowsknows itit oror not)not) becausebecause 
itit totallytotally eliminateseliminates thethe possibilitypossibility ofof 
hishis furtherfurther happiness.happiness. ForFor aa highlyhighly 
rational,rational, self-consciousself-conscious beingbeing thethe mis­mis­
fortunefortune ofof deathdeath maymay havehave additionaladditional 
sources,sources, e.g.,e.g., thethe frustrationfrustration ofof cat­cat­
egoricalegorical desires,desires, butbut thisthis annihilationannihilation 
ofof thethe possibilitypossibility ofof happinesshappiness isis suf­suf­
ficientficient toto renderrender deathdeath aa seriousserious 
enough,enough, morallymorally significantsignificant lossloss toto bebe 
aa misfortune.misfortune. ThatThat deathdeath isis commonlycommonly 
notnot consideredconsidered aa misfortunemisfortune butbut aa 
blessingblessing whenwhen thisthis possibilitypossibility hashas 
alreadyalready beenbeen eliminatedeliminated byby diseasedisease oror 
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accidentaccident addsadds credencecredence toto thisthis inter­inter­
pretation.pretation. Consequently,Consequently, eveneven ifif ani­ani­
malsmals cannotcannot attendattend to,to, understandunderstand thethe 
importanceimportance of,of, andand valuevalue lifelife itself,itself, itit 
doesdoes notnot followfollow thatthat theythey cannotcannot suf­suf­
ferfer thethe misfortunemisfortune ofof deathdeath nornor thatthat itit 
wouldwould bebe nonsensicalnonsensical toto extendextend thethe 
rightright toto lifelife toto themthem toto protectprotect themthem 
fromfrom thisthis misfortune.misfortune. 

OneOne lastlast criticismcriticism mightmight bebe mademade atat 
thisthis point:point: itit mightmight bebe objectedobjected thatthat 
forfor anan individualindividual toto suffersuffer thethe misfor­misfor­
tunetune ofof death,death, deathdeath mustmust bebe aa mis­mis­
fortunefortune forfor himhim andand thisthis isis notnot 
accountedforaccountedfor byby thethe aboveabove analysis.analysis. 
CigmanCigman writes:writes: 

IfIf thethe worstworst thatthat cancan bebe 
saidsaid ofof thethe quickquick andand painlesspainless 
deathdeath ofof anan animalanimal isis thatthat itit 
removesremoves aa quantityquantity ofof pleasu­pleasu­
rablerable experienceexperience fromfrom thethe 
world,world, thisthis doesdoes notnot justifyjustify 
callcall thatthat deathdeath aa misfortunemisfortune forfor 
thethe animalanimal whowho dies.dies. (54)(54) 

PhrasesPhrases ofof thethe foriTl"not-XforiTl"not-X isis aa mis­mis­
fortunefortune forfor B"B" areare ambiguous.ambiguous. TheyThey 
maymay bebe equivalentequivalent toto "not-X"not-X isis B'sB's 
misfortune"misfortune" oror toto "B"B considersconsiders not-Xnot-X 
aa misfortune."misfortune." EvenEven thisthis latterlatter optionoption 
isis ambiguous,ambiguous, sincesince itit maymay bebe equiva­equiva­
lentlent toto "B"B judgesjudges not-Xnot-X toto bebe aa mis­mis­
fortune"fortune" oror toto "B"B directlydirectly experiencesexperiences 
not-Xnot-X toto bebe aa misfortune."misfortune." 

SurveyingSurveying thesethese alternatives,alternatives, wewe 
cancan seesee thatthat thethe lastlast isis tootoo strongstrong forfor 
anan acceptableacceptable analysisanalysis ofof thethe misfor­misfor­
tunetune ofof death.death. ThereThere areare somesome formsforms 
ofof deathdeath whichwhich wewe cannotcannot directlydirectly 
experienceexperience butbut whichwhich wewe wantwant toto bebe 
protectedprotected againstagainst byby thethe rightright toto lifelife 
and,and, therefore,therefore, wantwant toto havehave countedcounted 
asas misfortunes.misfortunes. ForFor example,example, wewe can­can­
notnot directlydirectly experienceexperience aa suddensudden 
deathdeath whilewhile inin aa deepdeep sleepsleep toto bebe aa 
misfortune.misfortune. 88 OnOn thethe otherother hand,hand, thethe 
secondsecond alternativealternative isis tootoo weak,weak, sincesince 
wewe cancan judgejudge toto bebe misfortunesmisfortunes thingsthings 
whichwhich dodo notnot affectaffect ouou rr lives.lives. ForFor 
example,example, II wouldwould judgejudge thatthat thethe mem­mem­
bersbers ofof TheThe People'sPeople's TempleTemple whowho sufsuf.... 
feredfered aa massmass deathdeath inin GuyanaGuyana threethree 
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yearsyears agoago sufferedsuffered aa misfortune,misfortune, butbut 
itit certainlycertainly doesdoes notnot followfollow thatthat II havehave 
sufferedsuffered thethe misfortunemisfortune ofof death.death. 
ThisThis leavesleaves only.only. thethe "not-X"not-X isis B'sB's 
misfortune"misfortune" alternativealternative asas aa suitablesuitable 
interpretationinterpretation ofof "death"death isis aa misfor­misfor­
tunetune forfor B,"B," andand thethe aboveabove analysisanalysis 
ofof thethe misfortunemisfortune ofof deathdeath accountsaccounts 
forfor thatthat alternative.alternative. DeathDeath isis aa mis­mis­
fortunefortune forfor anan animalanimal becausebecause itit isis itsits 
possibilitypossibility ofof futurefuture happiness,happiness, andand 
notnot merelymerely somesome anonymousanonymous "quantity"quantity 
ofof pleasupleasu rablerable experience,"experience," whichwhich isis 
destroyeddestroyed byby itsits death.death. So,So, thethe claimclaim 
thatthat toto suffersuffer thethe misfortunemisfortune ofof deathdeath 
deathdeath mustmust bebe aa misfortunemisfortune forfor thethe 
oneone whowho diesdies doesdoes notnot constituteconstitute anan 
objectionobjection toto anan animal'sanimal's deathdeath beingbeing aa 
misfortune.misfortune. 99 

CommonCommon usageusage confirmsconfirms thisthis conclu­conclu­
sion.sion. RecentRecent aa youngyoung womanwoman waswas 
walwal kingking alongalong aa SanSan FranciscoFrancisco streetstreet 
onon aa stormystormy night.night. AsAs sheshe walkedwalked 
pastpast anan oldold building,building, aa largelarge piecepiece ofof 
thethe building'sbuilding's concreteconcrete parapetparapet fellfell 
fromfrom thethe sixthsixth floorfloor andand struckstruck herher onon 
thethe head.head. SheShe nevernever knewknew whatwhat hithit 
her;her; sheshe dieddied instantly.instantly. NoNo oneone 
wouldwould feelfeel anyany hesitationhesitation inin sayingsaying 
thisthis waswas aa misfortunemisfortune forfor thethe youngyoung 
womanwoman (not(not justjust forfor herher familyfamily andand 
friends),friends), eveneven thoughthough sheshe experiencedexperienced 
nono fearfear ofof impendingimpending deathdeath nornor anyany 
sensesense ofof frustrationfrustration ofof herher plansplans forfor 
thethe future.future. TheThe misfortunemisfortune isis thatthat 
herehere waswas aa youngyoung womanwoman "cut"cut offoff inin 
thethe primeprime ofof life,"life," aa youngyoung womanwoman 
"with"with herher wholewhole lifelife aheadahead ofof her,"her," aa 
youngyoung womanwoman whowho willwill nevernever havehave thethe 
chancechance toto experienceexperience "the"the joysjoys lifelife 
mightmight havehave broughtbrought her."her." TheseThese 
commoncommon expressionsexpressions dodo notnot referrefer toto 
thethe youngyoung woman'swoman's philosophyphilosophy ofof life,life, 
feelingsfeelings atat dying,dying, oror prospectsprospects forfor 
thethe future.future. TheyThey referrefer toto thethe happyhappy 
lifelife sheshe mightmight havehave hadhad butbut nownow nevernever 
will,will, andand thatthat isis veryvery sad.sad. TheThe samesame 
cancan bebe saidsaid forfor aa caraculcaracul lamblamb killedkilled 
lessless thanthan aa dayday outout ofof itsits mother'smother's 
wombwomb oror aa babybaby sealseal killedkilled whenwhen onlyonly 
aa fewfew daysdays oldold oror aa vealveal calfcalf slaugh­slaugh­
teredtered whenwhen onlyonly aa fewfew monthsmonths old.old. 

TheirTheir earlyearly deathsdeaths areare misfortunesmisfortunes forfor 
them,them, forfor they,they, too,too, areare cutcut offoff inin 
thethe primeprime ofof life,life, hadhad theirtheir wholewhole 
liveslives aheadahead ofof them,them, andand willwill nevernever 
knowknow thethe joysjoys lifelife mightmight havehave broughtbrought 
them.them. TheseThese cases,cases, too,too, areare veryvery 
sad,sad, andand ifif wewe cancan setset asideaside ourour sen­sen­
timentaltimental biasbias inin favorfavor ofof ouou rr oWnoWn spec­spec­
ies,ies, wewe cancan seesee thatthat wewe havehave thethe samesame 
reasonsreasons forfor sayingsaying thatthat aa misfortunemisfortune 
hashas befallenbefallen thesethese animalsanimals asas wewe dodo 
forfor sayingsaying thatthat aa misfortunemisfortune hashas befal­befal­
lenlen thethe youngyoung womanwoman killedkilled byby thethe 
fallingfalling parapet.parapet. 

InIn closingclosing II wouldwould likelike brieflybriefly toto 
discussdiscuss oneone other,other, unfortunateunfortunate classicclassic 
toto bebe foundfound inin Cigman'sCigman's paper.paper. SheShe 
assertsasserts thatthat advocatesadvocates ofof animalanimal rightsrights 
whowho drawdraw anan analogyanalogy betweenbetween specie­specie­
sismsism andand racismracism andand sexismsexism areare claim­claim­
inging thatthat 

asas womenwomen andand blacksblacks shouldshould 
havehave equal·equal· rightsrights toto thosethose ofof 
menmen andand whites,whites, animalsanimals shouldshould 
havehave rightsrights equalequal toto thosethose ofof 
persons,persons, becausebecause differencedifference ofof 
speciesspecies doesdoes notnot constituteconstitute aa 
morallymorally relevantrelevant difference.difference. (47)(47) 

Apparently,Apparently, manymany peoplepeople havehave beenbeen 
offendedoffended byby thethe suggestionsuggestion thatthat therethere 
isis anan analogyanalogy betweenbetween speciesspecies ismism andand 
racismracism andand sexism.sexism. 11 DD TheyThey seemseem toto 
feelfeel thatthat itit isis absuabsu rdrd toto suggestsuggest thatthat 
animalanimal welfarewelfare issuesissues havehave thethe samesame 
moralmoral importanceimportance asas humanhuman justicejustice 
issuesissues andand thatthat thethe analogyanalogy demeansdemeans 
effortsefforts toto securesecure humanhuman justice.justice. Per­Per­
hapshaps itit isis thesethese feelingsfeelings whichwhich leadlead 
opponentsopponents ofof animalanimal rights.rights. soso oftenoften toto 
misrepresentmisrepresent thethe animalanimal rightsrights move­move­
mentment asas aa callcall forfor equalequal rights.rights. 

TheThe prejudiceprejudice ofof speciesismspeciesism doesdoes 
notnot lielie inin denyingdenying animalsanimals thethe samesame 
setset ofof rightsrights enjoyedenjoyed byby humans.humans. 
AnimalsAnimals havehave nono interestinterest inin equalequal edu­edu­
cationalcational oror vocationalvocational opportunities,opportunities, soso 
itit wouldwould bebe nonsensicalnonsensical toto suggestsuggest 
thatthat theythey shouldshould shareshare humanhuman rightsrights 
toto them.them. Similarly,Similarly, thethe prejudiceprejudice ofof 
speciesismspeciesism doesdoes notnot lielie inin believingbelieving 
thatthat humanhuman life,life, withwith itsits greatergreater 
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rangerange ofof capabilitiescapabilities forfor makingmaking thethe 
worldworld aa morallymorally better'better' place,place, hashas aa 
greatergreater moralmoral worthworth thanthan animalanimal life.life. 
PeterPeter Singer,Singer, forfor example,example, explicitlyexplicitly 
acknowledgesacknowledges thatthat ifif oneone isis forcedforced toto 
choosechoose betweenbetween preservingpreserving aa humanhuman 
lifelife oror anan animal'sanimal's life,life, itit wouldwould (in(in 
mostmost cases)cases) notnot bebe speciesistspeciesist toto preferprefer 
thethe humanhuman life.life. 1111 TheThe prejudiceprejudice ofof 
speciesismspeciesism lieslies inin denyingdenying thethe inter~inter~ 

estsests ofof animalsanimals equalequal considerationconsideration 
withwith thethe IiIi keke interestsinterests ofof humans.humans. 

JustJust asas itit wouldwould bebe immoralimmoral toto fol­fol­
lowlow Swift'sSwift's modestmodest proposalproposal 1212 routinelyroutinely 
(and(and avoidably)avoidably) toto sacrificesacrifice somesome peo­peo­
ple'sple's interestinterest inin lifelife toto fulfillfulfill others'others' 
interestinterest inin food,food, soso itit shouldshould bebe 
immoralimmoral routinelyroutinely (and(and avoidably)avoidably) toto 
sacrificesacrifice animals'animals' interestinterest inin lifelife forfor 
thatthat pupu rpose.rpose. SpeciesSpecies differencesdifferences dodo 
notnot morallymorally justifyjustify suchsuch routine,routine, avoi­avoi­
dabledable sacrificesacrifice ofof animalanimal interestsinterests inin 
favorfavor ofof humanhuman interests.interests. ThisThis isis thethe 
sortsort ofof proposalproposal animalanimal rightistsrightists areare 
making.making. TheThe analogy,analogy, then,then, betweenbetween 
speciesismspeciesism andand racismracism andand sexismsexism isis 
thatthat humanshumans regardregard animalsanimals asas beingsbeings 
whosewhose interestsinterests maymay bebe routinelyroutinely sac­sac­
rificedrificed forfor thethe fulfillmentfulfillment ofof theirtheir 
(human)(human) desires,desires, muchmuch asas whiteswhites andand 
menmen havehave regardedregarded blacksblacks andand womenwomen 
asas beingsbeings whosewhose interestsinterests dodo notnot meritmerit 
equalequal considerationconsideration withwith theirtheir own.own. 

TheThe animalanimal rightsrights movementmovement pres~pres~ 

entsents atat leastleast asas seriousserious aa challengechallenge toto 
contemporarycontemporary moralitymorality andand lifestylelifestyle asas 
dodo thethe civilcivil rightsrights andand women'swomen's move­move­
ments,ments, ifif seriousnessseriousness bebe measuredmeasured byby 
thethe numbernumber ofof individualsindividuals involved,involved, 
thethe factfact thatthat lifelife oror deathdeath isis oftenoften atat 
issue,issue, oror thethe changeschanges inin moralitymorality andand 
lifestylelifestyle thatthat thethe successsuccess ofof thethe move­move­
mentment wouldwould occasion.occasion. ThisThis movementmovement 
neitherneither insultsinsults thethe moralmoral significancesignificance 
ofof thethe civilcivil rightsrights andand women'swomen's rightsrights 
movementsmovements nornor makesmakes absuabsu rdrd claimsclaims 
thatthat cancan bebe demonstrateddemonstrated toto bebe non­non­
sensical.sensical. WilliamWilliam JamesJames saidsaid thatthat reac­reac­
tiontion toto philosophicalphilosophical movementsmovements passespasses 
throughthrough severalseveral phases,phases, thethe firstfirst ofof 
whichwhich isis toto portrayportray thethe movementmovement asas 

nonsense.nonsense. Hopefully,Hopefully, criticismcriticism ofof 
animalanimal rightsrights willwill soonsoon exitexit thisthis 
phase.phase. 

SteveSteve F.F. Sapontzis�Sapontzis 
Univerity�CaliforniaCalifornia StateState Univerity 

Hayward�Hayward 
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meaningmeaning ofof "valuing""valuing" something,something, II 
intendintend toto discussdiscuss thethe moralmoral 
(in)significance(in)significance bothboth ofof valuingvaluing 
lifelife itselfitself andand ofof thethe capacitycapacity forfor 
valuingvaluing lifelife itself.itself. 
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itit refersrefers toto suchsuch mundanemundane thingsthings 
asas unknowinglyunknowingly puttingputting aa rarerare 
pennypenny inin aa gumballgumball machinemachine andand 
failingfailing toto answeranswer aa phonephone callcall 
whichwhich wouldwould havehave earnedearned oneone aa 
greatgreat prize.prize. FailingFailing toto recognizerecognize 
thisthis differencedifference betweenbetween sufferingsuffering aa 
lossloss andand otherother kindskinds ofof sufferingsuffering 
maymay havehave misledmisled somesome philosophersphilosophers 
intointo believingbelieving thatthat onlyonly thosethose 
capablecapable ofof experiencingexperiencing somesome feel­feel­
inging ofof grief,grief, frustration,frustration, etc.,etc., atat 
(the(the prospectprospect of)of) deathdeath areare capa­capa­
bleble ofof sufferingsuffering thethe misfortunemisfortune ofof 
death.death. Also,Also, thethe possibilitypossibility ofof 
sufferingsuffering aa 
unpleasantunpleasant 
shouldshould notnot 
possibilitypossibility 
wherewhere whatwhat 

lossloss withoutwithout sufferingsuffering 
feelingsfeelings atat thethe lossloss 
bebe confusedconfused w-fihw-fih thethe 
ofof sufferingsuffering aa lossloss 
isis lostlost willwill notnot affectaffect 

one'sone's feelingsfeelings eveneven inin thethe condi­condi­
tionaltional sensesense thatthat ifif oneone hadhad hadhad XX 
(or(or ifif XX hadhad occuoccu rred),rred), thenthen one'sone's 
lifelife wouldwould havehave beenbeen happierhappier (or(or 
moremore satisfyingsatisfying oror lessless unpleasant,unpleasant, 
etc.).etc.). HowHow thisthis latterlatter possibilitypossibility 
isis toto bebe understoodunderstood andand what,what, ifif 
any,any, moralmoral significancesignificance itit maymay 
havehave areare controversiescontroversies wewe needneed 
notnot enterenter intointo here,here, forfor II amam notnot 
attemptingattempting toto defenddefend thethe possibil­possibil ­
ityity ofof anan animalanimal rightright toto lifelife onon 
thethe basisbasis ofof thatthat latterlatter possibility.possibility. 

9.9. EpicurusEpicurus contendedcontended thatthat anan indi­indi­
vidual'svidual's deathdeath couldcould notnot bebe aa mis­mis­
fortunefortune forfor himhim becausebecause whilewhile hehe 
isis alivealive hehe cannotcannot suffersuffer itit andand 
whenwhen hehe isis deaddead hehe cannotcannot suffersuffer 
anything.anything. TheThe aboveabove analysisanalysis 
indicatesindicates thatthat itit isis thethe livingliving whowho 
suffersuffer thethe misfortunemisfortune ofof death.death. 
ThisThis isis notnot self-contradictory,self-contradictory, 
becausebecause (although(although somesome maymay broodbrood 
aboutabout itit beforehand)beforehand) thethe livingliving 
suffersuffer thisthis misfortunemisfortune onlyonly whenwhen 
theythey die.die. HarryHarry SilversteinSilverstein hashas 
recentlyrecently contendedcontended (in(in "The"The EvilEvil 
ofof Death,"Death," TheThe JournalJournal ofof Philoso­Philoso­
~~ LXXYII17(1980))LXXYII17(1980)) thatthat suchsuch aa 

deprivationdeprivation resolution"resolution" ofof "Epicu­"Epicu­
rus'rus' dilemma"dilemma" willwill notnot work,work, 
becausebecause itit includesincludes aa life-deathlife-death 
comparisoncomparison whichwhich presupposespresupposes thatthat 
deathdeath hashas aa valuevalue forfor thethe deaddead 
person,person, whichwhich isis impossible.impossible. Sil­Sil ­
versteinverstein confusesconfuses deathdeath asas thethe lossloss 
ofof aa possibilitypossibility (further(further life)life) withwith 
deathdeath asas thethe actualizationactualization ofof anan 
alternativealternative possibilitypossibility (a(a worldworld inin 
whichwhich thethe individualindividual isis nono longerlonger 
alive).alive). ItIt isis thethe formerformer whichwhich 
(ordinarily)(ordinarily) involvesinvolves thethe misfor­misfor­
tutu nene ofof death.,death., viz.,viz., thethe lossloss ofof 
the� possibilitypossibility offurtheroffurther happi­the happi­
ness,ness, andand thethe subjectsubject ofof thethe lossloss 
ofof lifelife isis thethe livingliving personperson whowho 
dies.dies. 

10.� ForFor seesee FrancisFrancis andand10.	 example,example, 
Norman,Norman, 92.92. cit.,cit., p.p. 527527 (tithe(tithe 
equationequation ofof animalanimal welfarewelfare withwith 
genuinegenuine liberationliberation movementsmovements suchsuch 
asas blackblack liberation,liberation, womenwomen 's's libera~libera~ 

tion,tion, oror gaygay liberationliberation hashas thethe 
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effecteffect ofof trivializingtrivializing thosethose realreal lib­lib­
erationeration movements")movements") andand Watson,Watson, 
9£.9£. cit.,cit., p.p. 119119 ("Singer's("Singer's claimclaim 
thatthat thethe strugglestruggle againstagainst thethe tyr­tyr­
annyanny ofof humanhuman overover nonhumannonhuman 
animalsanimals isis aa strugglestruggle asas importantimportant 
asas anyany ofof thethe moralmoral andand socialsocial 
issuesissues thatthat havehave beenbeen foughtfought overover 
inin recentrecent yearsyears isis insultinginsulting toto pastpast 
andand recentrecent victimsvictims ofof moralmoral andand 
socialsocial oppressionoppression ")."). 

11.� PeterPeter Singer,Singer, LiberationLiberation11.� AnimalAnimal 
(New(New York:York: Avon~ook~T977)Avon~ook~T977),, 
pp.pp. 20-22.20-22. AsAs inin otherother emergencyemergency 
situations,situations, wherewhere oneone hashas toto 
choosechoose betweenbetween savingsaving thethe youngyoung 
oror thethe old,old, thethe infiinfi rmrm oror thethe 
healthy,healthy, etc.,etc., whatwhat wouldwould ordinar­ordinar­
ilyily notnot makemake aa significantsignificant moralmoral 
differencedifference cancan makemake suchsuch aa differ­differ­
ence.ence. 

12.� SwiftSwift proposedproposed thatthat thethe IrishIrish12. 
problem,problem, tootoo manymany peoplepeople andand tootoo 
littlelittle money,money, bebe solvedsolved byby sellingselling 
IIrishrish infantsinfants forfor EnglishEnglish roasts.roasts. 
JonathanJonathan Swift,Swift, "A"A ModestModest Propo­Propo­
salsal forfor PreventingPreventing thethe ChildrenChildren ofof 
PoorPoor ParentsParents fromfrom BeingBeing aa BuBu rthenrthen 
toto TheirTheir ParentsParents oror Country,Country, andand 
forfor MakingMaking ThemThem BeneficialBeneficial toto thethe 
People"People" (1729);(1729); reprintedreprinted inin Ani­Ani­
malmal RightsRights andand HumanHuman Obligations.Obligations. 


