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RepliesReplies 

(IN(IN RE:RE: E&AE&A 11/4,11/4, Rowan'sRowan's replyreply 
toto Cave'sCave's reviewreview ofof Russow'sRussow's "Why"Why DoDo 
SpeciesSpecies Matter?")Matter?") 

IInn hishis replyreply toto mymy review,review, Mr.Mr. 
AndrewAndrew RowanRowan chargescharges meme (and(and Rus­Rus­
sow)sow) withwith makingmaking aa "semantic"semantic error"error" 
inin speakingspeaking ofof thethe aestheticaesthetic valuevalue ofof aa 
species.species. ItIt isis Mr.Mr. Rowan'sRowan's reply,reply, 
rather,rather, whichwhich isis semanticallysemantically con­con­
fused.fused. ThereThere isis nono errorerror inin speakingspeaking 
ofof thethe aestheticaesthetic valuevalue ofof aa speciesspecies inin 
termsterms ofof humanhuman perceptionsperceptions ofof beauty.beauty. 
ItIt isis Mr.Mr. RowanRowan whowho stretchesstretches thethe 
meaningmeaning ofof "aesthetic"aesthetic value"value" beyondbeyond 
allall reasonablereasonable boundsbounds inin contendingcontending 
thatthat visuallyvisually unattractiveunattractive speciesspecies 
"have"have aestheticaesthetic valuevalue asas partsparts ofof thethe 
ecosystem."ecosystem." TheThe exampleexample whichwhich hehe 
givesgives ofof thethe consequencesconsequences ofof wantonlywantonly 

destroyingdestroying suchsuch speciesspecies certainlycertainly 
establishesestablishes theirtheir ecologicalecological value,value, butbut 
therethere isis nono reasonreason whatsoeverwhatsoever toto 
characterizecharacterize thisthis valuevalue asas "aesthetic.""aesthetic." 
ThisThis isis simplysimply metaphoricalmetaphorical claptrap.claptrap. 
TheThe unityunity andand balancebalance withinwithin aa 
healthyhealthy ecosystemecosystem mightmight bebe viewedviewed asas 
analogous,analogous, inin somesome respects,respects, toto thethe 
unityunity andand balancebalance withinwithin anan objectobject ofof 
beauty,beauty, butbut itit isis absuabsu rdrd toto attributeattribute 
"aesthetic"aesthetic value"value" toto aa particularparticular spec­spec­
iesies simplysimply becausebecause itit isis anan essentialessential 
partpart ofof thatthat ecosystem.ecosystem. 

Mr.Mr. RowanRowan nextnext proceedsproceeds toto 
argue,argue, unconvincingly,unconvincingly, forfor thethe relativ­relativ­
ityity ofof aestheticaesthetic valuevalue inin thethe traditionaltraditional 
sensesense ofof beauty.beauty. II willwill notnot disputedispute 
thethe issueissue herehere asas toto whetherwhether beautybeauty isis 
subjectivesubjective oror objective.objective. ItIt isis notnot nec­nec­
essary,essary, however,however, toto maintainmaintain thatthat 
beautybeauty isis relativerelative inin orderorder toto drawdraw 
thethe conclusionconclusion whichwhich hehe draws,draws, 
namely,namely, thatthat "a"a speciesspecies shouldshould notnot bebe 
confinedconfined toto aa moralmoral limbo"limbo" onon asetheticasethetic 
grounds.grounds. This,This, indeed,indeed, waswas thethe 
wholewhole pointpoint ofof mymy criticismcriticism ofof Russow,Russow, 
andand itit isis astonishingastonishing thatthat RowanRowan couldcould 
havehave soso misconstruedmisconstrued mymy reviewreview asas toto 
accuseaccuse meme ofof preciselyprecisely whatwhat II waswas 
criticizing.criticizing. WeWe evidentlyevidently bothboth wishwish toto 
safeguardsafeguard thethe moralmoral statusstatus ofof animalsanimals 
againstagainst reductionreduction toto aestheticaesthetic criteria.criteria. 
WeWe differdiffer onlyonly inin thethe wayway wewe wantwant toto 
dodo it.it. RowanRowan wantswants toto expandexpand thethe 
conceptconcept ofof aestheticsaesthetics toto iinclncl udeude thethe 
pseudo-sciencepseudo-science ofof "ecological"ecological aesthet­aesthet­
ics.ics. "" MyMy contentioncontention isis thatthat thethe dem­dem­
onstrationonstration ofof ecologicalecological valuevalue ---- aesth­aesth­
eticetic oror otherwiseotherwise ---- failsfails toto safeguardsafeguard 
thethe rightsrights ofof animalsanimals andand atat bottombottom isis 
justjust asas speciesistspeciesist andand homocentrichomocentric asas 
thethe aestheticaesthetic valuevalue criterioncriterion inin thethe 
narrowernarrower sensesense whichwhich hehe rejects.rejects. II 
havehave yetyet toto seesee anan ecologicalecological argumentargument 
forfor animalanimal rightsrights whichwhich isis rootedrooted inin 
genuinegenuine moralmoral concernconcern forfor individualindividual 
animalsanimals ratherrather thanthan (ultimately)(ultimately) aa con­con­
cerncern forfor man'sman's ownown survival.survival. 

GeorgeGeorge P.P. Cave�Cave 
Unlimited�Trans-SpeciesTrans-Species Unlimited 
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(IN(IN RE:RE: E&AE&A 11/4,11/4, Frey'sFrey's replyreply 
toto Johnson'sJohnson's reviewreview ofof Frey'sFrey's Inter­Inter­
estsests andand Rights)Rights) 

ReplyReply toto FreyFrey 

II amam gratefulgrateful forfor Frey'sFrey's carefulcareful 
elucidationelucidation ofof thethe intentionsintentions ofof hishis 
skepticalskeptical book,book, IInte..!'...!!.tsnte..!'...!!.ts andand B.l9J:Lt.!:B.l9J:Lt.!: 
TheThe .Case.Case ~9ainst~9ainst Animals.Animals. II hopehope aa 
fewfew moremore remarksremarks ofof minemine maymay helphelp toto 
advanceadvance discussion.discussion. 

II havehave considerableconsiderable sympathysympathy forfor 
variousvarious formsforms ofof moralmoral skepticism,skepticism, andand 
II wouldwould certainlycertainly notnot dismissdismiss anyany ofof 
Frey'sFrey's interestinginteresting questionsquestions justjust forfor 
beingbeing startlingstartling oror perverse.perverse. WhenWhen 
FreyFrey asks,asks, forfor example,example, whywhy wewe 
shouldshould thinkthink thatthat painpain isis intrinsicallyintrinsically 
bad,bad, II perkperk upup immediately:immediately: thatthat 
soundssounds likelike aa deepdeep question.question. ItIt maymay 
bebe soso deep,deep, inin fact,fact, asas toto bebe unans­unans­
werable.werable. ReflectionReflection onon suchsuch mattersmatters 
mightmight neverthelessnevertheless serveserve toto tutu rnrn ouou rr 
entireentire moralmoral thinkingthinking intointo aa newnew direc­direc­
tion,tion, oror eveneven inclineincline usus toto givegive upup 
moralmoral thinthin kingking altogetheraltogether (probably(probably 
not)not) .. Still,Still, itit isis importantimportant notnot toto getget 
confusedconfused aboutabout thethe practicalpractical conse­conse­
quencesquences ofof theoreticaltheoretical obstacles.obstacles. IfIf 
thethe badnessbadness ofof painpain isis aa theoreticaltheoretical 
problem,problem, itit isis oneone forfor humanshumans asas wellwell 
asas nonhumans.nonhumans. IfIf wewe werewere reflectingreflecting 
onon thethe peoplepeople whowho areare beibei ngng tortutortu redred 
rightright now,now, oror thethe peoplepeople whowho areare atat 
thisthis veryvery momentmoment starving,starving, itit wouldwould 
bebe oddodd toto allowallow thethe theoreticaltheoretical ques­ques­
tiontion ofof whywhy painpain isis badbad toto derailderail usus 
completely,completely, ifif wewe werewere tryingtrying toto makemake 
somesome headwayheadway inin thinkihgthinkihg aboutabout prac­prac­
ticaltical socialsocial policy.policy. IInn thethe humanhuman 
case,case, ofof course,course, thisthis isis obvious,obvious, andand 
soso wewe don'tdon't havehave muchmuch difficultydifficulty sepa­sepa­
ratingrating ourour reflectionsreflections intointo appropriateappropriate 
layers.layers. !!!! painpain bad?bad? doesn'tdoesn't messmess usus 
upup whenwhen wewe areare askingasking IsIs torturetorture 
everever OK?OK? II worry,worry, thoughthough ,about,about thethe 
nonhumannonhuman case,case, becausebecause itit isis soso easyeasy 
toto taketake aa deepdeep theoreticaltheoretical difficultydifficulty asas 
anan excuseexcuse forfor facilefacile practicalpractical 

solutions.solutions. 

DoDo animalsanimals feelfeel pain?pain? DoDo animalsanimals 
havehave interests?interests? IsIs painpain (intrinsically)(intrinsically) 
bad?bad? II taketake itit thatthat Frey'sFrey's answersanswers toto 
thesethese questionsquestions are:are: Yes,Yes, No,andNo,and 
MaybeMaybe not,not, respectively-.-respectively-.- II wouldwould 
havehave thoughtthought thatthat thethe answeranswer toto thethe 
fifi rstrst questionquestion (niggling(niggling neo-cartesianneo-cartesian 
nicetiesniceties aside)aside) wouldwould bebe YesYes indeedindeed II 
InIn hishis bookbook FreyFrey doesdoes denydeny "that-'ani­"that-'ani­
malsmals havehave anyany ofof thethe following:following: 
interests,interests, desires,desires, beliefs,beliefs, language,language, 
perceptions,perceptions, reasons,reasons, emotions,emotions, moralmoral 
feelings.feelings. Nevertheless,Nevertheless, hehe allowsallows thatthat 
atat leastleast thethe "higher""higher" animalsanimals cancan "suf­"suf­
ferfer unpleasantunpleasant sensations"sensations" andand soso cancan 
bebe "hurt"."hurt". That,That, presumably,presumably, isis 
whatwhat wewe havehave inin mindmind whenwhen wewe areare 
concernedconcerned aboutabout animalsanimals feelingfeeling pain.pain. 
ButBut ifif wewe areare confidentconfident aboutabout thisthis 
fact,fact, thenthen whatwhat exactlyexactly isis thethe signifi­signifi­
cancecance ofof thethe otherother questions?questions? 

ItIt doesn'tdoesn't mattermatter muchmuch ifif non­non­
humanshumans don'tdon't havehave interestsinterests oror rightsrights 
unlessunless (a)(a) humanshumans do,do, andand (b)(b) thatthat 
differencedifference justifiesjustifies differential-differential- treat­treat­
ment.ment. TraditionalTraditional argumentsarguments denyingdenying 
animalsanimals rightsrights diddid assumeassume aa andand b.b. 
FreyFrey maymay notnot bebe makingsmakings thosethose 
assumptions,assumptions, andand II applaudapplaud that.that. ButBut 
what'swhat's thethe upshot?upshot? 

FreyFrey sayssays thatthat "the"the veryvery wayway 
JohnsonJohnson writes,writes, ofof howhow animalanimal welfarewelfare 
oughtought toto bebe weighedweighed againstagainst humanhuman 
welfare,welfare, obscuresobscures thethe upshotupshot thatthat mymy 
attackattack onon criteriacriteria forfor conferringconferring moralmoral 
standingstanding cancan oror doesdoes have,have, namely,namely, 
thatthat unlessunless thisthis attackattack cancan bebe 
deflected,deflected, itit isis notnot clearclear thatthat aa par­par­
ticularticular theorist,theorist, inin termsterms ofof hishis ownown 
theory,theory, hashas anythinganything toto putput onon thethe 
animalanimal sideside ofof thethe balance."balance." IfIf ani­ani­
malsmals havehave nono interests,interests, FreyFrey sug­sug­
gests,gests, thenthen therethere isis nothingnothing forfor theo­theo­
ristsrists suchsuch asas FeinbergFeinberg andand SingerSinger toto 
putput "on"on thethe animalanimal sideside toto weighedweighed 
againstagainst andand toto impedeimpede thethe pupu rsuitrsuit ofof 
humanhuman interests".interests". -- ­­

II mustmust admitadmit II amam aa littlelittle puzzledpuzzled 
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byby this.this. IfIf animalsanimals cancan suffersuffer 
unpleasantunpleasant sensationssensations andand soso cancan bebe 
hurt,hurt, inin aa wayway thatthat demandsdemands justifica­justifica­
tiontion (as(as FreyFrey admits),admits), thenthen don'tdon't ani­ani­
malsmals havehave aa welfare,welfare, aa welfarewelfare thatthat 
requiresrequires moralmoral consideration?consideration? II amam 
notnot particularlyparticularly concernedconcerned (now)(now) toto 
tussletussle overover thethe wordword 'welfare','welfare', oror 'in­'in­
terest'.terest'. TheThe pointpoint isis justjust thatthat therethere 
certainlycertainly seemsseems toto bebe somethingsomething toto 
weighweigh againstagainst humanhuman interests-­interests-­
-namely,-namely, thethe (fact(fact ofof the)the) sufferingsuffering 
(or(or whateverwhatever youyou wantwant toto callcall thosethose 
unpleasantunpleasant sensations)sensations) ofof nonhumans.nonhumans. 
IsIs thethe (fact(fact ofof the)the) sufferingsuffering ofof non­non­
humanshumans unableunable toto "impede"impede thethe pursuitpursuit 
ofof humanhuman interestsinterests "?"? II don'tdon't seesee 
why.why. 

TheThe factfact thatthat FreyFrey emphasizesemphasizes 
thethe phrasephrase 'in'in termsterms ofof hishis ownown theo­theo­
.!:i..!:i. suggestS-thesuggestS-the followingfollowing argument:argument: 
althoughalthough animals-not-animals-not- having-unplea­having-unplea­
sant-sensationssant-sensations doesdoes count,count, itit cannotcannot 
fitfit intointo thethe theoriestheories ofof FeinbergFeinberg andand 
SingerSinger becausebecause itit isn'tisn't anan interest,interest, 
andand theithei rr theoriestheories balancebalance interestsinterests 
againstagainst interestsinterests (nor(nor cancan itit fitfit intointo 
Regan'sRegan's theorytheory becausebecause itit isn'tisn't aa 
right,right, etc.).etc.). FreyFrey says,says, nearnear thethe 
endend ofof hishis reply,reply, thatthat "a"a theoristtheorist 
cannotcannot weighweigh whatwhat hehe cannotcannot getget intointo 
hishis theorytheory inin thethe firstfirst place,place, andand ifif 
mymy attackattack onon thethe criteriacriteria forfor moralmoral 
standingstanding succeeds,succeeds, thenthen wewe 
havehave strongstrong groundsgrounds forfor thinkingthinking hehe 
cannotcannot encompassencompass animalsanimals withinwithin hishis 
theory"theory" .. 

ButBut whatwhat prevents,prevents, say,say, SingerSinger 
fromfrom weighingweighing animals-not-having-un­animals-not-having-un­
pleasant-sensationspleasant-sensations againstagainst variousvarious 
humanhuman interests,interests, whetherwhether oneone chooseschooses 
toto callcall whatwhat thethe animalsanimals havehave 'inter­'inter­
ests'ests' oror not?not? SingerSinger talkstalks inin termsterms ofof 
weighingweighing interestsinterests againstagainst interestsinterests 
becausebecause hehe thinksthinks thatthat animals-not­animals-not­
having-unpleasant-sensationshaving-unpleasant-sensations isis anan 
interestinterest thatthat animalsanimals have.have. FreyFrey 
arguesargues inin hishis bookbook thatthat itit isis notnot anan 
interest,interest, ifif 0teres-.!0teres-.! isis properlyproperly ana­ana­
lyzed.lyzed. SupposeSuppose rp"ur~~rp"ur~~ forfor thethe sakesake 
ofof argument)argument) thatthat itit isnisn tt anan interest.interest. 
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ThatThat doesn'tdoesn't showshow thatthat SingerSinger can'tcan't 
weighweigh itit againstagainst humanhuman interests.interests. 

IInn thethe fifi nalnal footnotefootnote inin InterestsInterests 
andand Rights:Rights: TheThe CaseCase AgainstAgainst Ani­Ani­
mals,mals, FreyFrey sayssays this:this: "If"If oneone doesdoes 
comecome toto agreeagree thatthat wantonlywantonly inflictinginflicting 
unpleasantunpleasant sensationssensations onon animalsanimals isis 
wrong,wrong, thenthen anan opponentopponent maymay trytry .. .. 
.. toto basebase thethe moralmoral casecase forfor boycot­boycot­
tingting meatmeat uponupon thethe painpain andand sufferingsuffering 
animalsanimals endureendure onon factoryfactory farms,farms, 
withoutwithout bringingbringing inin anyany oror anyany 
explicitexplicit concernsconcerns withwith interests.interests. "" 
ThisThis possibility,possibility, sayssays Frey,Frey, hehe isis 
dealingdealing withwith inin anan unpublishedunpublished bookbook 
onon ModernModern MoralMoral Vegetarianism.Vegetarianism. II 
havenhaven ItIt yetyet seenseen howhow hehe dealsdeals withwith it,it, 
butbut thatthat isis thethe positionposition thatthat mustmust bebe 
dealtdealt withwith andand isis notnot inin IInterestsnterests andand 
Rights,Rights, whichwhich isis whywhy II saidsaid inin mymy 
reviewreview thatthat FreyFrey hadn'thadn't reallyreally pre­pre­
sentedsented aa casecase againstagainst animals.animals. IfIf 
therethere waswas suchsuch aa case,case, II felt,felt, itit hadhad 
yetyet toto bebe presented.presented. II looklook forwardforward 
toto Frey'sFrey's nextnext attempt.attempt. 

Johnson�EdwardEdward Johnson 
Orleans�UniversityUniversity ofof NewNew Orleans 

(IN(IN RE:RE: E&AE&A \1/2,\1/2, Devine'sDevine's replyreply 
toto Gruzalski'sGruzalski's reviewreview ofof Devine'sDevine's "The"The 
MoralMoral BasisBasis ofof Vegetarianism")Vegetarianism") 

ResponseResponse toto DevineDevine 

InIn "The"The MoralMoral BasisBasis ofof Vegetari­Vegetari­
anism,"anism," PhilipPhilip DevineDevine arguedargued thatthat 
therethere isis neitherneither aa utilitarianutilitarian nornor aa 
deontologicaldeontological justificationjustification forfor beingbeing aa 
vegetarian.vegetarian. IInn mymy criticismcriticism ofof hishis 
account,account, II focusedfocused onlyonly onon hishis misap­misap­
plicationplication ofof utilitarianism.utilitarianism. InIn hishis arti­arti­
cle,cle, DevineDevine hadhad arguedargued (a)(a) thatthat "ani­"ani­
malmal experienceexperience isis soso lackinglacking inin 
intensityintensity thatthat thethe painspains ofof animalsanimals areare 
overridenoverriden byby thethe pleasupleasu resres experi­experi­
encedenced byby humanhuman beings"(49l).beings"(49l). InIn 
orderorder toto useuse (a)(a) toto reachreach thethe conclu­conclu­
sionsion thatthat eatingeating animalsanimals waswas permissi­permissi­
bleble onon utilitarianutilitarian grounds,grounds, DevineDevine 
assumedassumed (b)(b) thatthat anan actionaction whichwhich 
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producesproduces moremore pleasurepleasure thanthan sufferingsuffering 
isis permissiblepermissible onon utilitarianutilitarian grounds.grounds. 
IInn mymy criticismcriticism ofof Devine'sDevine's apologyapology forfor 
conventionalconventional omnivoreomnivore behavior,behavior, II 
showedshowed (a')(a') thatthat Devine'sDevine's reasonsreasons forfor 
thinkingthinking thatthat animalanimal experienceexperience lackslacks 
intensityintensity diddid notnot supportsupport thethe claimclaim hehe 
waswas making.making. InIn particular,particular, DevineDevine 
arguedargued thatthat conceptualconceptual richnessrichness makesmakes 
humanhuman experiencesexperiences moremore intense,intense, butbut II 
showedshowed thatthat conceptualconceptual richnessrichness oftenoften 
makesmakes humanhuman experiencesexperiences lessless intenseintense 
andand alsoalso tendstends toto makemake nonhumannonhuman suf­suf­
feringfering extremelyextremely intenseintense becausebecause non­non­
humanhuman sufferingsuffering isis unmitigatedunmitigated byby 
rationalization,rationalization, distraction,distraction, oror aware­aware­
nessness ofof itsits purposepurpose (this(this pointpoint isis alsoalso 
mademade inin AlternativesAlternatives toto Pain,Pain, D.D. 
Pratt,Pratt, pp-.pp-.--14-15).--14-15). Devine·Devine· alsoalso 
arguedargued thatthat becausebecause animalsanimals cannotcannot 
!!y. toto usus thatthat theythey areare inin pain,pain, wewe!!Y. 
maymay bebe justifiedjustified inin thinkingthinking thatthat theirtheir 
painspains areare lessless intense.intense. But,But, again,again, ifif 
therethere isis aa problemproblem aboutabout knowingknowing 
whetherwhether anotheranother sentientsentient beingbeing isis inin 
greatgreat pain,pain, thisthis problemproblem willwill notnot bebe 
solvedsolved byby discoveringdiscovering thatthat thethe crea­crea­
turestures uttersutters thethe statementstatement 'It'It hurtshurts aa 
lot'.lot'. ThatThat somesome beingsbeings areare ableable toto 
replacereplace loudloud screamsscreams oror whiningwhining 
cringescringes withwith anan utteranceutterance doesdoes notnot 
alteralter ouou rr justificationjustification forfor thinthin kingking thethe 
beingbeing isis inin greatgreat pain.pain. ItIt isis truetrue 
thatthat wewe maymay havehave toto becomebecome veryvery fami­fami­
larlar withwith somesome kindskinds ofof nonhumannonhuman ani­ani­
malsmals inin orderorder toto gaingain sufficientsufficient exper­exper­
tisetise toto calibratecalibrate thosethose painspains thatthat areare 
minorminor fromfrom theirtheir pointpoint ofof view,view, butbut 
thisthis doesdoes notnot supportsupport anyany weakeningweakening 
ofof thethe utilitarianutilitarian justificationjustification ofof vege­vege­
tarianism,tarianism, since,since, asas farfar asas wewe cancan 
tell,tell, thethe sufferingssufferings ofof nonhumannonhuman ani­ani­
malsmals asas theythey areare raisedraised andand slaugh­slaugh­
teredtered forfor theithei rr fleshflesh areare asas intenseintense asas 
anyany painspains sufferedsuffered byby humanhuman animals.animals. 
AlthoughAlthough thisthis isis sufficientsufficient toto under­under­
minemine Devine'sDevine's attackattack onon thethe utilitarianutilitarian 
justificationjustification forfor vegetarianism,vegetarianism, ~~ alsoalso 
showedshowed (b')(b') thatthat thethe crucialcrucial utilitarianutilitarian 
calculationcalculation isis notnot whetherwhether anan actionaction 
willwill produceproduce moremore pleasupleasu rere thanthan pain,pain, 
butbut whetherwhether therethere isis !!!y.!!!y. alternativealternative 
toto thethe actionaction inin questionquestion thatthat wouldwould 

eroduceeroduce betterbetter resultsresults thanthan thethe actionaction 
inin guestion.guestion. IfIf therethere isis anan alternativealternative 
thatthat wouldwould likelylikely produceproduce lessless painpain 
andand moremore pleasurepleasure onon thethe whole,whole, thenthen 
thatthat isis thethe actionaction toto bebe performedperformed andand 
toto dodo otherwiseotherwise isis toto performperform aa wrongwrong 
action.action. Hence,Hence, whenwhen calculatingcalculating thethe 
amountamount ofof humanhuman pleasupleasu rere producedproduced 
byby eatingeating flesh,flesh, thethe utilitarianutilitarian isis onlyonly 
interestedinterested inin thethe amountamount ofof pleasurepleasure 
thatthat wouldwould notnot occuroccur werewere wewe toto eateat 
tastytasty vegetablesvegetables butbut ~~ occursoccurs 
becausebecause ofof eatingeating meat.meat. SinceSince therethere 
isis excellentexcellent evidenceevidence forfor thinkingthinking thatthat 
thethe amountamount ofof pleasurepleasure lostlost byby eatingeating 
onlyonly vegetablesvegetables hovershovers betweenbetween thethe 
minimalminimal andand thethe nonexistent,nonexistent, itit followsfollows 
thatthat thethe vegetarianvegetarian alternativealternative isis man­man­
dateddated byby utilitarianism,utilitarianism, forfor aa minimalminimal 
oror nonexistentnonexistent amountamount ofof pleasurepleasure 
wouldwould nevernever outweighoutweigh thethe animalanimal suf­suf­
feringfering requiredrequired toto putput fleshflesh onon thethe 
table.table. 

InIn hishis reply,reply, DevineDevine answersanswers nei­nei­
therther criticism,criticism, althoughalthough eithereither uunder­nder­
minesmines hishis claimclaim toto havehave shownshown thatthat 
vegetarianismvegetarianism doesdoes notnot havehave aa solidsolid 
andand compellingcompelling moralmoral basis.basis. DevineDevine 
doesdoes repeatrepeat aa weakweak versionversion ofof (a),(a), 
viz.,viz., "the"the preciseprecise issueissue isis thethe weightweight 
toto bebe givengiven thethe impoverishedimpoverished concep­concep­
tualtual structustructu rere ofof animalanimal experience."experience." 
OfOf coucou rse,rse, thisthis isis eveneven fufu rtherrther offoff 
thethe mark,mark, sincesince whatwhat isis atat stakestake isis 
thethe valuevalue wewe areare toto placeplace onon animalanimal 
suffering,suffering, regardlessregardless ofof "conceptual"conceptual 
structure"structure" oror abilitiesabilities toto verbalize.verbalize. 
RatherRather thanthan addressaddress criticismscriticisms (a')(a') 
andand (b'),(b'), DevineDevine attacksattacks hedonistichedonistic 
utilitarianism,utilitarianism, claimingclaiming thatthat hedonistichedonistic 
utilitarianismutilitarianism culminatesculminates inin "the"the rejec­rejec­
tiontion ofof utilitarianismutilitarianism asas aa moralmoral sys­sys­
tem.tem. "" ThatThat isis newsnews toto thosethose whowho 
articulatearticulate andand defenddefend hedonistichedonistic ver­ver­
sionssions ofof utilitarianism.utilitarianism. Surprisingly,Surprisingly, 
inin thethe samesame paragraphparagraph DevineDevine decidesdecides 
toto engageengage inin "playing"playing utilitarianism"utilitarianism" 
italicsitalics minemine andand soso claimsclaims thatthat hehe isis 
entitledentitled "to"to exploitexploit thethe complexitiescomplexities ofof 
sufferingsuffering andand enjoyment."enjoyment." ButBut thatthat 
depends.depends. IfIf whatwhat hehe meansmeans isis thatthat 
therethere isis somesome theorytheory hehe cancan articulatearticulate 
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thatthat isis utilitarianutilitarian accordingaccording toto aa text­text­
bookbook definitiondefinition andand thatthat onon thisthis 
theorytheory eatingeating animalanimal fleshflesh isis permissi­permissi­
ble,ble, whatwhat wouldwould thisthis show?show? AnyAny 
strawmanstrawman accountaccount couldcould bebe con­con­
structed,structed, labeledlabeled 'utilitarian','utilitarian', andand failfail 
toto justifyjustify ourour obligationsobligations toto animalsanimals 
(e.(e. g.,g., imagineimagine aa theorytheory inin whichwhich thethe 
onlyonly experiencesexperiences thatthat countcount amongamong thethe 
consequencesconsequences ofof ourour actionsactions areare thethe 
experiencesexperiences ofof thethe humanhuman andand thethe 
divine).divine). ThereThere is,is, unfortunately,unfortunately, nono 
paucitypaucity ofof inaccuinaccu raterate andand strawmanstrawman 
accountsaccounts ofof utilitarianismutilitarianism inin thethe "Iiter­"Iiter­
atuatu re".re". IfIf .. DevineDevine isis trulytruly interestedinterested 
inin thethe questionquestion ofof whetherwhether utilitarian­utilitarian­
ismism prescribesprescribes vegetarianism,vegetarianism, hehe 
wouldwould considerconsider carefullycarefully thethe strongeststrongest 
utilitarianutilitarian accounts,accounts, amongamong whichwhich isis 
hedonistichedonistic utilitarianism.utilitarianism. 

ThatThat DevineDevine hashas failedfailed toto con­con­
sidersider seriouslyseriously mymy criticismcriticism ofof thethe 
reasonsreasons hehe offeredoffered forfor (a)(a) suggestssuggests 
thatthat hehe hashas nono responseresponse or,or, perhaps,perhaps, 
thatthat hehe waswas distracted,distracted, asas wewe humanshumans 
oftenoften are.are. ThatThat DevineDevine doesdoes notnot 
respondrespond toto mymy criticismscriticisms ofof (b)(b) sug­sug­
gestsgests thatthat hehe doesdoes notnot taketake utilitarian­utilitarian­
ismism seriouslyseriously enoughenough toto examineexamine oneone 
ofof itsits defensibledefensible forms.forms. ButBut forfor thosethose 
whowho dodo wantwant toto getget thethe issueissue straight,straight, 
itit isis worthworth keepingkeeping inin mindmind thatthat thethe 
utilitarianutilitarian willwill atat leastleast considerconsider thethe 
followingfollowing inin assessingassessing anyany action:action: (I)(I) 
thethe foreseeableforeseeable consequencesconsequences ofof thethe 
actionaction andand thethe foreseeableforeseeable conse­conse­
quencesquences ofof thethe alternatives;alternatives; (2)(2) thethe 
likelihoodlikelihood ofof thesethese foreseeableforeseeable conse­conse­
quences;quences; (3)(3) thethe valuevalue ofof thesethese fore­fore­
seeableseeable consequencesconsequences inin termsterms ofof painpain 
andand pleasurepleasure forfor allall thethe sentientsentient 
beingsbeings affected.affected. SinceSince thethe foreseeableforeseeable 
pleasupleasu resres ofof eatingeating tastytasty vegetablesvegetables 
dodo notnot produceproduce thethe intenseintense foreseeableforeseeable 
sufferingssufferings thatthat nonhumannonhuman animalsanimals 
experienceexperience inin beingbeing raisedraised andand slaugh­slaugh­
teredtered forfor food,food, thesethese threethree considera­considera­
tionstions constituteconstitute aa strongstrong casecase againstagainst 
eatingeating meatmeat oror doingdoing anythinganything elseelse 
thatthat contributescontributes toto raisingraising andand slaugh­slaugh­
teringtering otherother sentientsentient beingsbeings forfor theirtheir 
flesh.flesh. 

Gruzalski
BartBart Gruzalski
 
NortheasternNortheastern University

University 

(IN(IN RE:RE: E&AE&A 11/311/3 andand 11/4,11/4, Cave'sCave's 
reviewreview ofof Russow'sRussow's "Why"Why DoDo SpeciesSpecies 
Matter?"Matter?" andand Rowan'sRowan's I"eplyI"eply thereto.)thereto.) 

and
AestheticAesthetic QualitiesQualities and 
Judgments
MoralMoral Judgments 

IInn mymy article,article, "Why"Why DoDo SpeciesSpecies 
Matter?",Matter?", ,, camecame toto thethe conclusionconclusion 
thatthat ifif therethere isis aa validvalid reasonreason forfor pro­pro­
tectingtecting endangeredendangered speciesspecies thatthat goesgoes 
atat allall beyondbeyond thethe dutiesduties wewe mightmight 
havehave notnot toto harmharm oror killkill anyany animalanimal ofof 
comparablecomparable type,type, thatthat reasonreason cancan onlyonly 
bebe groundedgrounded inin anan aestheticaesthetic apprecia­apprecia­
tiontion ofof individualsindividuals ofof thatthat species.species. 
ThisThis somewhatsomewhat disappointingdisappointing conclu­conclu­
sionsion waswas reachedreached byby eliminatingeliminating thethe 
alternatives,alternatives, andand notingnoting thatthat thethe rea­rea­
sonssons withwith whichwhich wewe werewere leftleft werewere 
adequateadequate toto explainexplain somesome ofof ourour puzz­puzz­
lingling intuitionsintuitions aboutabout thisthis complexcomplex 
issue.issue. However,However, inin theirtheir reviewsreviews ofof 
thisthis article,article, bothboth GeorgeGeorge CaveCave (E&A(E&A 
11/3,11/3, pp.pp. 63-65)63-65) andand AndrewAndrew RowanRowan 
(E&A(E&A 11/4,11/4, pp.pp. 92-93)92-93) taketake exceptionexception 
withwith thisthis conclusion.conclusion. SinceSince theithei rr rea­rea­
sonssons forfor doingdoing soso seemseem atat firstfirst toto bebe 
quitequite different,different, II shallshall considerconsider theithei rr 
objectionsobjections oneone atat aa time.time. However,However, II 
willwill endend byby suggestingsuggesting thatthat therethere 
mightmight bebe aa commoncommon concernconcern underlyingunderlying 
bothboth men'smen's apparentlyapparently disparatedisparate criti ­criti ­
cisms.cisms. 

Dr.Dr. Rowan'sRowan's objectionobjection seemsseems toto bebe 
thatthat anan aestheticaesthetic judgmentjudgment isis subjec­subjec­
tive,tive, andand hencehence untrustworthy;untrustworthy; hehe 
wouldwould preferprefer toto tietie ouou rr moralmoral obliga­obliga­
tionstions toto somethingsomething hehe refersrefers toto asas 
"ecological"ecological aesthetics."aesthetics." IfIf thisthis phrasephrase 
isis meantmeant toto suggestsuggest thatthat aa creature'screature's 
adaptationadaptation toto itsits envienvi ronment,ronment, itsits uni­uni­
queque ecologicalecological fitness,fitness, mightmight inspireinspire 
aestheticaesthetic feelingsfeelings ofof admirationadmiration andand 
wonder,wonder, II wouldwould certainlycertainly agreeagree withwith 
him,him, andand acknowledgedacknowledged thisthis facetfacet ofof 
ourour aestheticaesthetic evaluationevaluation inin mymy originaloriginal 
articlearticle (p.(p. 109,111).109,111). If,If, onon thethe 
otherother hand,hand, hehe meansmeans thatthat wewe oughtought 
toto recognizerecognize thatthat anan animalanimal hashas somesome 



19E&AE&A 111/1111/1 19
 


otherother sortsort ofof valuevalue whichwhich accruesaccrues toto itit 
inin virtuevirtue ofof itsits occupyingoccupying aa certaincertain 
rolerole inin thethe ecosystem,ecosystem, thenthen hishis sug·sug· 
gestiongestion doesdoes notnot differdiffer obviouslyobviously fromfrom 
thethe claimclaim II consideredconsidered inin mymy article,article, 
andand rejectedrejected onon thethe groundsgrounds thatthat itit 
simplysimply doesdoes notnot yieldyield thethe conse­conse­
quencesquences thatthat itsits proponentsproponents claimclaim toto 
generate.generate. InIn particular,particular, itit doesdoes notnot 
supportsupport thatthat conclusionconclusion thatthat all,all, oror 
eveneven most,most, speciesspecies cancan bebe shownshown toto 
bebe valuablevaluable onon thisthis criterioncriterion (pp.(pp. 
106-108),106-108), 

Mr.Mr. Cave'sCave's objectionsobjections areare consider­consider­
ablyably moremore subtle,subtle, butbut II believebelieve thatthat 
they,they, too,too, cancan bebe answered.answered. TheThe 
fifi rstrst objectionobjection isis thatthat mymy proposedproposed 
solutionsolution isis "thoroughly"thoroughly speciesist"speciesist" (p.(p. 
63)63) andand thethe secondsecond isis thatthat mymy solutionsolution 
restsrests onon aa confusionconfusion betweenbetween thosethose 
featufeatu resres thatthat provideprovide psychologicalpsychological 
motivationmotivation forfor anan action,action, andand thatthat thatthat 
provideprovide moralmoral justificationjustification forfor it.it. 

UnderlyingUnderlying bothboth thesethese pointspoints isis anan 
issueissue aboutabout whichwhich CaveCave andand II disa­disa­
gree:gree: thethe questionquestion ofof whetherwhether aa 
thing'sthing's aestheticaesthetic valuevalue hashas anyany bear­bear­
inging onon moralmoral judgmentsjudgments aboutabout actionsactions 
whichwhich affectaffect thatthat thing.thing. CaveCave explic­explic­
itlyitly rejectsrejects thethe ideaidea thatthat "beauty"beauty hashas 
moralmoral value",value", claimingclaiming thatthat thisthis tenettenet 
isis "a"a moralmoral disaster"disaster" thatthat hashas beenbeen 
usedused toto justifyjustify suchsuch clearlyclearly immoralimmoral 
actionsactions asas slaveslave laborlabor (p.(p. 64).64). CaveCave 
isis correctcorrect inin ascribingascribing toto meme thethe 
oppositeopposite pointpoint ofof view;view; mymy positionposition 
does,does, asas hehe clearlyclearly sees,sees, presupposepresuppose 
thatthat aa thing'sthing's beingbeing beautifulbeautiful mightmight bebe 
usedused toto justifyjustify thethe claimclaim thatthat wewe havehave 
aa moralmoral obligationobligation toto preservepreserve it.it. I,I, 
acknowledgeacknowledge thatthat beautybeauty oughtought notnot toto 
bebe takentaken asas thethe solesole groundground forfor moralmoral 
valuevalue (i.(i. e.e. thatthat-other-other considerationsconsiderations 
mightmight outweighoutweigh aa particularparticular obligationobligation 
basedbased solelysolely onon aestheticaesthetic value--cf.value--cf. p.p. 
111111 ofof thethe originaloriginal article).article). II grant,grant, 
too,too, thatthat historyhistory andand imaginationimagination cancan 
provideprovide examplesexamples inin whichwhich appealsappeals toto 
aestheticaesthetic valuevalue areare usedused inin attemptsattempts toto 
justifyjustify immoralimmoral activities.activities. NeitherNeither ofof 
thesethese considerations,considerations, however,however, 

providesprovides anyany reasonreason forfor thinkingthinking thatthat 
beauty,beauty, oror aestheticaesthetic valuevalue moremore gen­gen­
erally,erally, shouldshould playplay nono rolerole inin ourour 
moralmoral deliberations.deliberations. Indeed,Indeed, ourour intu­intu­
itionsitions certainlycertainly leadlead usus toto thinkthink thatthat 
theythey should:should: someonesomeone whowho defilesdefiles aa 
greatgreat workwork ofof artart isis normallynormally consid­consid­
eredered toto havehave donedone somethingsomething immoral.immoral. 
AA fullfull explorationexploration ofof thethe relationrelation 
betweenbetween aestheticaesthetic andand moralmoral valuevalue 
wouldwould requirerequire aa paperpaper (at(at least)least) ofof itsits 
own,own, butbut II believebelieve itit isis sufficientsufficient forfor 
thethe presentpresent purposespurposes toto notenote thatthat 
CaveCave hashas notnot suppliedsupplied adequateadequate reasonreason 
toto warrantwarrant abandoningabandoning thethe intuitionintuition 
thatthat aestheticaesthetic valuevalue cancan supportsupport somesome 
claimsclaims aboutabout moralmoral obligations.obligations. 

If;If; however,however, II amam justifiedjustified inin 
appealingappealing toto aestheticaesthetic valuevalue asas oneone 
possiblepossible componentcomponent inin ourour moralmoral delib­delib­
erations,erations, thenthen bothboth ofof Cave'sCave's specificspecific 
objectionsobjections loselose theirtheir force.force. AsAs II 
understandunderstand thethe wordword 'speciesist','speciesist', itit isis 
notnot speciesistspeciesist toto appealappeal toto aa humanhuman 
value--i.value--i. e.,e., toto argueargue thatthat somethingsomething 
hashas moralmoral worthworth becausebecause itit isis valuablevaluable 
toto humans--ashumans--as longlong asas itit isis notnot 
assumedassumed thatthat anyany humanhuman valuevalue willwill 
outweighoutweigh nonhumannonhuman concerns.concerns. Thus,Thus, 
ifif animalsanimals havehave aa rightright toto life,life, itit 
wouldwould certainlycertainly seemseem speciesistspeciesist toto 
claimclaim thatthat itit isis morallymorally permissiblepermissible toto 
ignoreignore thatthat rightright inin casescases wherewhere wewe 
simplysimply foundfound thethe animalanimal ugly.ugly. II diddid 
nothingnothing ofof thisthis sortsort inin mymy argumentsarguments 
concerningconcerning endangeredendangered species;species; mymy 
appealappeal toto aestheticaesthetic valuevalue waswas pre­pre­
sentedsented asas somethingsomething whichwhich mightmight sup­sup­
plementplement thosethose moralmoral concernsconcerns whichwhich 
applyapply toto anyany individualindividual animalanimal ofof aa 
givegive type,type, whichwhich mightmight plausiblyplausibly 
explainexplain thosethose conernsconerns forfor endangeredendangered 
speciesspecies whichwhich extendextend beyondbeyond thethe moralmoral 
considerationsconsiderations governinggoverning ourour treatmenttreatment 
ofof cows,cows, dogs,dogs, blackbirds,blackbirds, andand labo­labo­
ratoryratory rats.rats. 

..AsAs toto thethe secondsecond objection,objection, itit 
wouldwould seemseem thatthat ifif aestheticaesthetic considera­considera­
tionstions areare morallymorally relevant,relevant, theythey cancan 
legitimatelylegitimately actact bothboth asas psychologicalpsychological 
motivationmotivation andand asas anan elementelement inin moralmoral 
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justification.justification. WeWe mightmight wellwell wishwish toto 
keepkeep thethe distinctiondistinction betweenbetween motiva­motiva­
tiontion andand justificationjustification inin mind,mind, espe­espe­
ciallycially ifif oneone isis toto dealdeal withwith questionsquestions 
aboutabout casescases inin whichwhich anan agentagent failsfails toto 
recognizerecognize thatthat somethingsomething isis beautiful,beautiful, 
oror casescases inin whichwhich mistakesmistakes inin aestheticaesthetic 
judgmentsjudgments areare made,made, butbut that,that, II taketake 
it,it, isis notnot Cave'sCave's point.point. Rather,Rather, hehe 
seemsseems toto thinkthink thatthat ifif somethingsomething isis aa 
psychologicalpsychological motivationmotivation toto act,act, itit 
cannotcannot bebe partpart ofof thethe moralmoral justifica­justifica­
tiontion forfor thatthat act;act; II cancan seesee nono reasonreason 
toto acceptaccept thisthis premise.premise. 

BothBoth Cave'sCave's andand Rowan'sRowan's objectionsobjections 
seemseem asas ifif theythey mightmight bebe linkedlinked toto aa 
worryworry thatthat ouou rr aestheticaesthetic judgmentsjudgments 
might,might, afterafter all,all, bebe anan unreliableunreliable 
guideguide toto moralmoral action.action. CaveCave suggestssuggests 
thatthat over-concernover-concern withwith beautybeauty cancan 
leadlead toto speciesistspeciesist perspectivesperspectives andand 
immoralimmoral actions.actions. RowanRowan quotesquotes HumeHume 
inin orderorder toto suggestsuggest thatthat aestheticsaesthetics 
suppliessupplies aa veryvery limitedlimited perspectiveperspective 
andand "flimsy"flimsy andand subjectivesubjective grounds"grounds" 
forfor ourour moralmoral judgmentsjudgments (p.(p. 93).93). AllAll 
ofof thisthis maymay bebe true;true; aestheticaesthetic judg­judg­
mentsments areare notoriouslynotoriously hardhard toto pinpin 
down,down, andand we·we· certainlycertainly havehave muchmuch 
workwork toto dodo inin thethe aa rearea ofof aestheticaesthetic 
valuevalue andand itsits rolerole inin ethics.ethics. Nonethe­Nonethe­
less,less, ifif mymy originaloriginal argumentsarguments areare 
correct,correct, it'sit's thethe onlyonly gamegame inin towntown asas 
farfar asas endangeredendangered speciesspecies areare con­con­
cerned.cerned. 
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