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OnOn thethe IrreplaceabilityIrreplaceability ofof AnimalAnimal LifeLife 

AsAs animalanimal rightsrights becomesbecomes aa fash­fash­
ionableionable topictopic ofof debatedebate withinwithin thethe aca­aca­
demicdemic community,community, wewe seesee aa spatespate ofof 
argumentsarguments emergingemerging whichwhich denydeny oror 
conflictconflict withwith thethe fundamentalfundamental moralmoral 
principlesprinciples ofof equalequal considerationconsideration ofof 
interests.interests. 11 WhateverWhatever thethe motivationmotivation 
forfor suchsuch arguments,arguments, thethe practicalpractical 
resultresult isis thethe putativeputative justificationjustification ofof 
thethe continuedcontinued use,use, abuse,abuse, andand 
slaughterslaughter ofof non-humannon-human animalsanimals forfor 
man'sman's ownown purposes--purposespurposes--purposes whichwhich 
areare byby nono meansmeans consistentconsistent withwith thethe 
telostelos ofof thethe animalsanimals themselves.themselves. 

OneOne exampleexample isis thethe so-calledso-called 
"replacement"replacement argument,"argument," thethe veryvery 
namename ofof whichwhich callscalls attentionattention toto thethe 
traditionaltraditional viewview ofof animalsanimals asas meremere 
things,things, interchangeableinterchangeable fromfrom thethe pointpoint 
ofof viewview ofof humanhuman utility.utility. TheThe 
replacementreplacement aa rgumentrgument derivesderives fromfrom 
classicalclassical utilitarianism,2utilitarianism,2 butbut hashas beenbeen 
recentlyrecently revivedrevived withwith variousvarious modifi ­modifi ­
cations.cations. 33 SuchSuch anan argumentargument couldcould 
onlyonly havehave emergedemerged withinwithin thethe contextcontext 
ofof aa worldworld viewview whichwhich takestakes itit forfor 
grantedgranted thatthat animalsanimals existexist primarilyprimarily 
forfor thethe benefitbenefit ofof humanhuman beings.beings. TheThe 
argumentargument maymay bebe outlinedoutlined asas follows:follows: 

ProvidedProvided that:that: 
1.	1. anan animal'sanimal's lifelife isis onon thethe 

wholewhole "worth"worth living,"living," i.e.,i.e., 
involvesinvolves moremore pleasupleasu rere thanthan 
pain,pain, 

2.	 	 thethe wouldwould notnot havehave2.	 animalanimal 
existedexisted atat allall hadhad itit notnot 
beenbeen deldel iberatelyiberately broughtbrought 
intointo existenceexistence byby man,man, andand 

3.	3. TheThe animalanimal willwill bebe replacedreplaced 
afterafter itsits deathdeath byby anotheranother 
anan imalimal forfor whomwhom conditionsconditions 
#1#1 andand #2#2 holdhold true,true, 

Then:Then: 
thethe personperson oror personspersons whowho 
broughtbrought thatthat animalanimal intointo exis­exis­
tencetence maymay useuse andand killkill itit asas 
theythey seesee fit.fit. 

NowNow thethe fundamentalfundamental principleprinciple ofof 

utilitarianism,utilitarianism, inin allall itsits varieties,varieties, isis 
thatthat pleasurepleasure isis aa goodgood andand painpain anan 
evil.evil. IInn thethe argumentargument above,above, condi­condi­
tionstions #1#1 andand #2#2 areare intendedintended toto guar­guar­
anteeantee thatthat thethe animalanimal isis "compensated""compensated" 
forfor anyany painpain inflictedinflicted uponupon it.it. Con­Con­
ditiondition #3#3 isis intendedintended toto guaranteeguarantee thatthat 
"the"the world"world" isis "compensated""compensated" forfor anyany 
painpain inflictedinflicted uponupon itit asas aa resultresult ofof 
thethe killingkilling ofof thethe animal.animal. 

ButBut isis suchsuch aa compensationcompensation inin factfact 
possible?possible? CanCan thethe unnecessaryunnecessary inflic­inflic­
tiontion ofof painpain andand deathdeath onon non-humannon-human 
animalsanimals bebe morallymorally justified?justified? MyMy aimaim 
herehere isis toto demonstratedemonstrate thatthat rigorousrigorous 
(but(but undogmatic)undogmatic) adherenceadherence toto thethe 
principleprinciple thatthat painpain isis anan intrinsicintrinsic evilevil 
entailsentails thethe rejectionrejection ofof thethe replacementreplacement 
argument.argument. 

II shallshall alsoalso trytry toto showshow that,that, whilewhile 
developeddeveloped withinwithin thethe frameworkframework ofof 
utilitarianutilitarian thinking,thinking, thisthis argumentargument isis 
inconsistentinconsistent withwith utilitarianism,utilitarianism, asas wellwell 
asas ourour ordinaryordinary moralmoral intuitions.intuitions. 

Finally,Finally, II shallshall considerconsider howhow thethe 
argumentargument wouldwould havehave toto bebe modifiedmodified inin 
orderorder toto squaresquare withwith classicalclassical utilita­utilita­
rianism,rianism, thethe premisepremise thatthat painpain isis anan 
intrinsicintrinsic evil,evil, andand ourour ordinaryordinary moralmoral 
intuitions.intuitions. IfIf thethe assumptionassumption thatthat 
painpain isis anan intrinsicintrinsic evilevil isis correctcorrect andand 
mymy reasoningreasoning isis sound,sound, thenthen wewe areare 
morallymorally obligedobliged toto desistdesist fromfrom thethe 
overwhelmingoverwhelming majoritymajority ofof practicespractices andand 
usesuses ofof animalsanimals toto whichwhich wewe areare pres­pres­
entlyently accustomed.accustomed. 

-1­-1­

WhatWhat doesdoes itit meamea nn forfor somethsometh ii ngng toto 
bebe anan intrinsicintrinsic evil?evil? IfIf somethingsomething isis 
evilevil inin itself,itself, thatthat meansmeans thatthat itit isis notnot 
evilevil relativerelative toto somethingsomething else.else. Con­Con­
sequently,sequently, itit can'tcan't bebe justifiedjustified byby anyany 
goodgood whichwhich maymay resultresult fromfrom it,it, nornor bebe 
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weighedweighed againstagainst resultantresultant goodgood inin 
determiningdetermining howhow wewe sholdshold act.act. 

If,If, then,then, painpain isis anan intrinsicintrinsic evil,evil, 
underunder whatwhat conditions,conditions, ifif any,any, isis itit 
morallymorally justifiedjustified toto inflictinflict it?it? LetLet usus 
considerconsider severalseveral possiblepossible cases.cases. InIn 
eacheach casecase wewe shallshall askask whetherwhether thethe 
inflictioninfliction ofof painpain isis justifiedjustified inin termsterms 
ofof ourour premisepremise thatthat painpain isis anan intrin­intrin­
sicsic evil,evil, inin termsterms ofof classicalclassical utilita­utilita­
rianism,rianism, andand inin termsterms ofof ourour ordinaryordinary 
moralmoral intuitions.intuitions. ExaminationExamination ofof thesethese 
variousvarious casescases willwill enableenable usus toto judgejudge 
whetherwhether oror notnot thethe replacementreplacement argu­argu­
mentment isis valid.valid. 

1.1. NoNo pleasurepleasure bestowedbestowed oror 
resulting;resulting; nono resultantresultant reliefrelief ofof painpain 
WhereWhere painpain isis inflictedinflicted whichwhich resultsresults 
neitherneither inin pleasurepleasure nornor thethe reliefrelief ofof 
pain,pain, andand thethe beingbeing isis notnot "compen­"compen­
sated"sated" byby thethe subsequentsubsequent bestowalbestowal ofof 
pleasure,pleasure, itit isis analyticallyanalytically obviousobvious 
thatthat suchsuch conductconduct isis morallymorally wrong,wrong, ifif 
painpain isis anan intrinsicintrinsic evil.evil. ItIt isis alsoalso 
wrongwrong accordingaccording toto utlitarianism,utlitarianism, sincesince 
toto soso actact isis inin nono wayway toto promotepromote thethe 
balancebalance ofof pleasurepleasure overover pain.pain. 
Finally,Finally, itit isis inin obviousobvious violationviolation ofof 
ourour ordinaryordinary moralmoral intuitions.intuitions. 

2.2. GreaterGreater pleasurepleasure bestowedbestowed InIn 
thisthis case,case, thethe animalanimal isis "compensated""compensated" 
toto somesome degreedegree forfor thethe inflictioninfliction ofof 
painpain byby thethe subsequentsubsequent bestowalbestowal ofof 
greatergreater pleasure.pleasure. TheThe pain,pain, however,however, 
isis inin nono wayway necessarynecessary toto thethe enjoy­enjoy­

.. mentment ofof thethe pleasure.pleasure. IfIf painpain isis 
intrinsicallyintrinsically evil,evil, itit obviouslyobviously cannotcannot 
bebe cancelledcancelled outout byby thethe unrelatedunrelated 
bestowalbestowal ofof pleasure.pleasure. UtilitarianismUtilitarianism 
wouwou IdId alsoalso rejectreject thisthis casecase asas immoral,immoral, 
sincesince inin inflictinginflicting thethe painpain oneone isis notnot 
actingacting inin suchsuch aa wayway asas toto maximizemaximize 
pleasure.pleasure. OurOur moralmoral intuitionsintuitions 
conticonti ,':11,':11 thesethese conclconcl usions.usions. MostMost ofof usus 
wouldwould bebe '!owilling'!owilling toto operate·operate· onon thethe 
principleprinciple thai:thai: itit isis morallymorally rightright toto 
wrongwrong providedprovided oneone doesdoes moremore rightright 
thanthan wron:J.wron:J. .. 
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3.3. ResultantResultant greatergreater pleasurepleasure ThisThis 
casecase isis basedbased onon aa strongstrong versionversion ofof 
thethe principleprinciple thatthat thethe endend justifiesjustifies thethe 
means.means. HereHere thethe inflictioninfliction ofof painpain 
resultsresults inin greatergreater pleasure:pleasure: forfor thethe 
"world,"·"world,"· otherother individuals,individuals, oror thethe 
beingbeing himself.himself. IfIf painpain isis anan intrinsicintrinsic 
evil,evil, however,however, itit isis notnot commensurablecommensurable 
withwith pleasure,pleasure, i.e.,i.e., cannotcannot bebe can­can­
celledcelled outout by,by, oror weighedweighed againstagainst 
resultantresultant pleaurepleaure inin determiningdetermining thethe 
moralmoral ..valuevalue ofof aa particularparticular act.act. 
WhereWhere thethe totalitytotality ofof pleasurepleasure inin thethe 
worldworld isis increasedincreased asas aa resultresult ofof thethe 
inflictioninfliction ofof pain,pain, itit isis theoreticallytheoretically 
possiblepossible thatthat thethe individualindividual level.level. ofof 
happinesshappiness ofof allall thethe beingsbeings concernedconcerned 
mightmight bebe reduced.reduced. ForFor example,example, byby 
reducingreducing thethe levellevel ofof individualindividual com­com­
fortfort inin anan amelioratedameliorated factoryfactory farm,farm, 
thethe farmerfarmer maymay bebe ableable toto househouse moremore 
chickenschickens underunder conditionsconditions whichwhich pre­pre­
serveserve aa slightslight balancebalance ofof pleasurepleasure 
overover painpain forfor individualindividual chickens,chickens, 
whilewhile atat thethe samesame timetime creatingcreating aa totaltotal 
levellevel ofof happinesshappiness whichwhich isis greatergreater 
thanthan before.before. .. 

Consequently,Consequently, notnot allall versionsversions ofof 
utilitarianismutilitarianism wouldwould acceptaccept suchsuch con­con­
ductduct asas morallymorally justified.justified. ItIt wouldwould bebe 
inconsistent,inconsistent, forfor example,example, wthwth Bent­Bent­
ham'sham's principleprinciple ofof "the"the greatestgreatest hap­hap­
pipi nessness ofof thethe greatestgreatest number."number." OuOu rr 
moralmoral intuitionsintuitions confirmconfirm thatthat itit isis notnot 
justifiedjustified toto inflictinflict painpain onon someonesomeone 
elseelse toto increaseincrease thethe world'sworld's totaltotal levellevel 
ofof happinesshappiness oror pleasure.pleasure. 

WhereWhere itit isis otherother individuals,individuals, 
ratherrather thanthan "the"the world,"world," whowho experi­experi­
enceence anan increaseincrease inin pleasurepleasure asas aa 
resultresult ofof thethe inflictioninfliction ofof pain,pain, classi­classi­
calcal utilitarianismutilitarianism would,would, inin principle,principle, 
acceptaccept suchsuch conductconduct asas morallymorally justi­justi­
fiedfied sincesince itit promotespromotes aa balancebalance ofof 
pleasupleasu rere overover pain.pain. AsAs inin thethe previ­previ­
ousous .. case,case, ourour ordinaryordinary moralmoral intui­intui­
tions,tions, andand thethe premisepremise thatthat painpain isis anan 
intrinsicintrinsic evilevil telltell usus thatthat itit isis morallymorally 
wrongwrong toto inflictinflict painpain onon oneone beingbeing toto 
promotepromote pleasurepleasure inin another.another. 
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EvenEven wherewhere thethe inflictioninfliction ofof painpain 
resultsresults inin greatergreater pleasurepleasure forfor thethe 
beingbeing himself,himself, thethe premisepremise thatthat painpain isis 
anan intrinsicintrinsic evilevil wouldwould prohibitprohibit suchsuch 
conductconduct asas morallymorally unjustified.unjustified. AnAn 
individualindividual maymay indeedindeed choosechoose toto suffersuffer 
lesserlesser painpain forfor thethe sakesake ofof enjoyingenjoying 
greatergreater pleasure,pleasure, butbut ifif painpain isis 
intrinsicallyintrinsically evil,evil, thenthen nono oneone elseelse hashas 
thethe rightright toto presumepresume thatthat hehe wouldwould 
makemake thisthis choice,choice, oror toto inflictinflict painpain onon 
aa beingbeing "for"for hishis ownown good."good." Utilita­Utilita­
rianism,rianism, ofof course,course, wouldwould regardregard suchsuch 
conductconduct asas morallymorally justifiedjustified sincesince painpain 
andand pleasurepleasure cancan bebe weighedweighed againstagainst 
eacheach other.other. OurOur ordinaryordinary moralmoral intu­intu­
itionsitions appearappear ambiguousambiguous inin thisthis case.case. 
IfIf nono problematicproblematic examplesexamples areare cited,cited, 
mostmost ofof usus wouldwould probablyprobably regardregard thethe 
principleprinciple expressedexpressed herehere asas justified.justified. 
CouCou nter-examples,nter-examples, however,however, easilyeasily 
comecome toto mind.mind. WeWe maymay admitadmit thatthat thethe 
pleasurepleasure whichwhich eventuallyeventually resultsresults fromfrom 
aa childchild prodigy'sprodigy's beingbeing coercedcoerced byby hishis 
parentsparents intointo long,long, gruelinggrueling hourshours ofof 
practicepractice atat thethe pianopiano isis greatergreater thanthan 
thethe painpain thethe childchild sufferedsuffered asas aa resultresult 
ofof beingbeing depriveddeprived ofof thethe normalnormal joysjoys 
ofof childhood,childhood, withoutwithout beingbeing willingwilling toto 
acknowledgeacknowledge thatthat thethe parents'parents' actionsactions 
werewere morallymorally justified.justified. TheThe priceprice ofof 
sufferingsuffering thethe painpain maymay bebe "too"too great"great" 
eveneven wherewhere thethe pleasurepleasure thatthat resultsresults 
isis greater.greater. 

'I.'I. PreventionPrevention oror reliefrelief ofof greatergreater 
sufferingsuffering inin othersothers ThTh isis casecase isis byby 
farfar thethe mostmost difficultdifficult andand problematic,problematic, 
andand thethe oneone uponupon whichwhich thethe issueissue ofof 
animalanimal abuseabuse principallyprincipally turns.turns. TheThe 
legitimacylegitimacy ofof deliberatelydeliberately inflictinginflicting 
lesserlesser painpain toto relieverelieve greatergreater painpain inin 
othersothers isis basedbased onon aa weakweak versionversion ofof 
thethe principleprinciple thatthat thethe endend justifiesjustifies thethe 
means.means. IfIf painpain isis anan intrinsicintrinsic evil,evil, 
thenthen itit wouwou IdId seemseem obviousobvious thatthat wewe 
shouldshould attemptattempt toto eliminateeliminate asas muchmuch ofof 
itit asas possible.possible. ItIt might·might· thereforetherefore 
seemseem thatthat ifif wewe cancan eliminateeliminate greatergreater 
painpain byby inflictinginflicting lesserlesser pain,pain, wewe 
shouldshould dodo it.it. OnOn thethe otherother hand,hand, ifif 
painpain isis intrinsicallyintrinsically evil,evil, thenthen itit wouldwould 
alsoalso seemseem thatthat wewe shouldshould nevernever inflictinflict 

it,it, thatthat eveneven reliefrelief ofof greatergreater painpain 
couldcould notnot justifyjustify deliberatedeliberate inflictioninfliction 
ofof anan intrinsicintrinsic evil.evil. TheThe principleprinciple 
thatthat painpain isis anan intrinsicintrinsic evilevil thusthus doesdoes 
notnot seem,seem, inin andand ofof itself,itself, toto provideprovide 
anyany clear·clear· solution.solution. toto thethe question.question. 
ThereThere are,are, however,however, severalseveral relevantrelevant 
considerationsconsiderations whichwhich willwill helphelp leadlead usus 
toto aa solsol utionution .. 

FiFi rstrst ofof all,all, isis thethe inflictioninfliction ofof thethe 
lesserlesser painpain thethe onlyonly meansmeans ofof relievingrelieving 
thethe greatergreater pain?pain? IfIf not,not, itit seemsseems 
quitequite clear,clear, inin termsterms ofof bothboth utilita­utilita­
rianismrianism andand thethe principleprinciple thatthat painpain isis 
anan intrinsicintrinsic evil,evil, thatthat suchsuch conductconduct 
wouldwould bebe morallymorally wrong.wrong. 

Secondly,Secondly, isis thethe failurefailure toto preventprevent 
oror alleviatealleviate painpain asas morallymorally wrongwrong asas 
thethe deliberatedeliberate inflictioninfliction ofof it?it? IfIf not,not, 
thenthen thethe greatergreater seriousnessseriousness ofof delib­delib­
eratelyerately inflictinginflicting painpain mightmight counter­counter­
balancebalance thethe weightweight ofof thethe greatergreater painpain 
whichwhich isis notnot relieved,relieved, soso thatthat inflic­inflic­
tiontion ofof thethe lesserlesser painpain wouldwould bebe mor­mor­
allyally unjustified.unjustified. 

Thirdly,Thirdly, ISIS thethe beingbeing uponupon whomwhom 
thethe lesserlesser painpain isis inflictedinflicted inin anyany wayway 
responsibleresponsible forfor thethe greatergreater painpain whichwhich 
isis beingbeing relievedrelieved oror prevented?prevented? 
Self-defenseSelf-defense wouldwould bebe aa typicaltypical 
instanceinstance ofof thisthis case.case. ItIt seemsseems 
clearlyclearly justified,justified, forfor example,example, toto 
inflictinflict lesserlesser painpain onon anan animal,animal, byby 
whomwhom oneone isis beingbeing attacked,attacked, inin orderorder 
toto preventprevent sufferingsuffering greatergreater harm,harm, 
assuming,assuming, asas alreadyalready mentioned,mentioned, thatthat 
therethere isis 
methodmethod 
harm.harm. 

nono reasonablyreasonably safesafe alternativealternative 
ofof preventingpreventing thethe greater·greater· 

TheThe samesame reasoningreasoning wouldwould applyapply 
(with(with perhapsperhaps somewhatsomewhat lessless force)force) toto 
thethe casecase ofof inflictinginflicting lesserlesser painpain onon aa 
beingbeing toto preventprevent greatergreater harmharm toto 
someonesomeone elseelse whomwhom thatthat beingbeing isis 
thth reatenreaten iing.ng. 

ItIt wouldwould appear,appear, therefore,therefore, thatthat wewe 
cancan atat leastleast delimitdelimit threethree subcasessubcases 
wherewhere thethe legitimacylegitimacy ofof inflictinginflicting 
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lesserlesser sufferingsuffering toto relieverelieve greatergreater 
sufferingsuffering isis determinable.determinable. ItIt isis nevernever 
morallymorally justifiedjustified toto inflictinflict painpain toto 
relieverelieve itit ifif thethe latterlatter painpain couldcould havehave 
beenbeen relievedrelieved inin somesome otherother way.way. ItIt 
isis always·always· morallymorally justifiedjustified toto inflictinflict 
lesserlesser painpain onon aa beingbeing inin self-defenseself-defense 
inin orderorder toto prevent·prevent· greatergreater painpain fromfrom 
beingbeing inflictedinflicted onon oneself,oneself, wherewhere therethere 
isis nono otherother wayway ofof preventingpreventing it.it. 
Finally,Finally, itit willwill inin mostmost casescases bebe justi­justi­
fiedfied toto inflictinflict lesserlesser painpain onon oneone beingbeing 
toto preventprevent himhim .from.from inflictinginflicting greatergreater 
painpain onon someonesomeone else,else, againagain providedprovided 
thatthat thisthis isis thethe onlyonly meansmeans ofof pre­pre­
ventingventing it.it. 

WhereWhere it.it. isis aa questionquestion ofof deliber­deliber­
atelyately inflictinginflicting painpain onon aa beingbeing whowho isis 
innocent,innocent, i.e.,i.e., inin nono wayway responsibleresponsible 
forfor thethe greatergreater painpain oneone isis attemptingattempting 
toto preventprevent oror alleviate,alleviate, thingsthings are,are, ofof 
course,course, muchmuch moremore difficult,difficult, andand herehere 
ourour moralmoral intuitionsintuitions appearappear toto bebe 
ambiguous.ambiguous. TheThe smallersmaller thethe painpain 
inflictedinflicted isis inin relationrelation toto thethe painpain 
relieved,relieved, thethe moremore wewe willwill bebe inclinedinclined 
toto regardregard itit asas justified.justified. TheThe greatergreater 
itit is,is, thethe lessless likelylikely thatthat wewe willwill 
regardregard itit asas justified.justified. ItIt maymay bebe thatthat 
wewe wouldwould wantwant toto drawdraw thethe lineline atat 
somesome point,point, maintainingmaintaining thatthat ifif thethe 
ratioratio betweenbetween thethe painpain inflictedinflicted andand 

.. thethe painpain relievedrelieved isis greatgreat enough,enough, 
thenthen thethe principleprinciple isis morallymorally valid,valid, 
butbut otherwiseotherwise not.not. SuchSuch aa positionposition 
would,would, ofof course,course, entailentail enormous,enormous, 
perhapsperhaps insuperableinsuperable pragmaticpragmatic diffi­diffi­
cultiesculties inin properlyproperly calculatingcalculating thethe painpain 
ratioratio inin givengiven concreteconcrete moralmoral situ­situ­
ations,ations, butbut isis aa coherentcoherent positionposition inin 
theory.theory. WhateverWhatever wewe decide,decide, how­how­
ever,ever, thethe principleprinciple mustmust bebe appliedapplied 
consistentlyconsistently ifif wewe are.are. notnot toto bebe guiltyguilty 
ofof moralmoral hypocrisy.hypocrisy. 

MostMost ofof usus areare perfectlyperfectly willingwilling toto 
acceptaccept thisthis principleprinciple withoutwithout qualifica­qualifica­
tiontion asas aa maximmaxim forfor actionaction inin thethe 
worldworld soso longlong as·as· itit isis aa non-humannon-human 
whowho sufferssuffers thethe painpain andand aa humanhuman 
whosewhose painpain isis relieved.relieved. FewFew ofof usus 
wouldwould bebe willingwilling toto applyapply itit withoutwithout 
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qualificationqualification toto humanhuman beings.beings. FewerFewer 
stillstill wouldwould acknowledgeacknowledge thatthat itit isis mor­mor­
allyally justifiablejustifiable toto conductconduct painfulpainful 
experimentsexperiments onon aa humanhuman beingbeing toto findfind 
aa curecure forfor parvoparvo inin dogs.dogs. YetYet whywhy 
not?not? IIss therethere aa relevantrelevant differencedifference 
betweenbetween humanhuman andand non-humannon-human animalsanimals 
whichwhich wouldwould justifyjustify thisthis preferentialpreferential 
treatment?treatment? ItIt seemsseems quitequite clear,clear, atat 
leastleast inin thethe casecase ofof thethe vastvast majoritymajority 
ofof non-humannon-human animals,animals, thatthat therethere isis 
not.not. ThereThere seemsseems toto bebe nono morallymorally 
validvalid groundground forfor notnot consistentlyconsistently 
applyingapplying thethe principleprinciple thatthat reliefrelief ofof 
greatergreater sufferingsuffering justifiesjustifies inflictioninfliction ofof 
pain,pain, andand indeed,indeed, toto demand,demand, forfor thethe 
sakesake ofof suchsuch consistency,consistency, thatthat humanshumans 
bebe mademade toto suffersuffer equallyequally forfor thethe 
benefitbenefit ofof dogsdogs andand otherother non-humannon-human 
animals.animals. 

If,If, onon thethe otherother hand,hand, forfor somesome 
reasonreason wewe areare unwillingunwilling toto subjectsubject 
humanshumans toto suchsuch suffering,suffering, thenthen wewe 
mustmust alsoalso refrain,refrain, ifif wewe dodo notnot wishwish 
toto bebe guiltyguilty ofof moralmoral hypocrisy,hypocrisy, fromfrom 
inflicinginflicing itit onon non-humannon-human animals.animals. 

ItIt wouwou IdId thereforetherefore seemseem thatthat 
althoughalthough thisthis principleprinciple isis clearlyclearly con­con­
sistentsistent withwith utilitarianism,utilitarianism, andand notnot 
clearlyclearly inconsistentinconsistent withwith thethe principleprinciple 
thatthat painpain isis anan intrinsicintrinsic evil,evil, itit 
involvesinvolves consequencesconsequences whichwhich thethe vastvast 
majoritymajority ofof usus wouldwould bebe unwillingunwilling toto 
accept.accept. 44 

IfIf thisthis isis so,so, thenthen thethe onlyonly inflic­inflic­
tiontion ofof painpain onon animalsanimals oror anyoneanyone eleele 
whichwhich wewe maymay acceptaccept asas morallymorally justi­justi­
fiablefiable isis forfor defensedefense oror forfor thethe benefitbenefit 
ofof thethe beingbeing himself.himself. ThisThis conclusionconclusion 
effectivelyeffectively eliminateseliminates asas immoralimmoral thethe 
overwhelmingoverwhelming majoritymajority ofof ouou rr usesuses ofof 
animals.animals. 

-2­-2­

HavingHaving examined,examined, fromfrom thethe stand­stand­
pointpoint ofof thesethese threethree viewpoints,viewpoints, thethe 
variousvarious possiblepossible casescases ofof inflictinginflicting 
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pain,pain, letlet usus nownow looklook atat thethe necessarynecessary 
conditionsconditions citedcited inin thethe replacementreplacement 
argumentargument forfor thethe moralmoral justifiabilityjustifiability ofof 
inflictinginflicting painpain onon non-humannon-human animals.animals. 

ThereThere areare twotwo kindskinds ofof benefitsbenefits 
whichwhich proponentsproponents ofof thisthis argumentargument 
believebelieve compensatecompensate thethe animal.animal. TheThe 
firstfirst isis thethe benefitbenefit ofof beingbeing ableable toto 
livelive outout atat leastleast aa portionportion ofof hishis natu­natu­
ralral lifelife inin aa conditioncondition inin whichwhich therethere 
isis aa preponderancepreponderance ofof pleasurepleasure overover 
painpain (premise(premise #1).#1). TheThe secondsecond isis thethe 
"benefit"benefit ofof existence"existence" (premise(premise #2).#2). 
AA littlelittle reflectionreflection uponupon thesethese supposedsupposed 
"benefits""benefits" revealsreveals thatthat inin mostmost casescases 
theythey areare nono benefitsbenefits atat all.all. Permit­Permit­
tingting anan animalanimal toto leadlead aa semblancesemblance ofof 
hishis natunatu ralral life,life, ratherrather thanthan totallytotally 
thwartingthwarting hishis physical,physical, psychological,psychological, 
andand behavioralbehavioral needs--whichneeds--which isis whatwhat 
isis usuallyusually meantmeant byby allowingallowing thethe ani­ani­
malmal toto havehave aa lifelife "worth"worth living"--isliving"--is inin 
nono wayway toto bestowbestow aa benefitbenefit uponupon him,him, 
butbut merelymerely toto refrainrefrain fromfrom aa greatergreater 
evil.evil. WhatWhat unabashedunabashed pretensionpretension onon 
thethe papa rtrt ofof the·the· "concerned""concerned" fafa rmerrmer 
andand thethe "humane""humane" experimenterexperimenter (not(not 
toto mentionmention thethe collegecollege professorprofessor whowho 
supportssupports them)them) toto claimclaim thatthat theythey areare 
doingdoing thethe animalanimal aa favorfavor byby allowingallowing 
himhim toto livelive inin somewhatsomewhat thethe mannermanner hehe 
wouldwould livelive anyway,anyway, underunder naturalnatural 
conditions,conditions, apartapart fromfrom theirtheir interfer­interfer­
enceence andand exploitation.exploitation. AsAs DaleDale Jamie­Jamie­
sonson hashas pointedpointed out,out, animalsanimals don'tdon't 
needneed toto bebe protectedprotected byby mama nn ;; thth eyey 
simplysimply needneed toto bebe leftleft alone.alone. ToTo allowallow 
animalsanimals toto bebe whatwhat theythey areare isis notnot 
magnanimitymagnanimity onon man'sman's part;part; itit isis sim­sim­
pleple justice.justice. ToTo dodo soso isis merelymerely toto 
givegive animalsanimals theirtheir due.due. WereWere itit notnot 
forfor thethe factfact thatthat wewe livelive inin aa worldworld inin 
whichwhich grossgross institutionalizedinstitutionalized abuseabuse ofof 
animalsanimals isis thethe rule,rule, ratherrather thanthan thethe 
exception,exception, suchsuch actionaction wouldwould notnot eveneven 
meritmerit commendation.commendation. 

WhileWhile thethe replacementreplacement argumentargument asas 
givengiven would,would, ofof course,course, allowallow aa per­per­
sonson toto treattreat animalsanimals inin aa wayway whichwhich isis 
morallymorally justifiedjustified accordingaccording toto thethe 
premisepremise thatthat painpain isis intrinsicallyintrinsically evil,evil, 

itit inin nono wayway requiresrequires himhim toto dodo so,so, 
andand indeedindeed permitspermits conductconduct ofof thethe 
worstworst sortsort (i.(i. e,e, .. casecase #1)#1) asas analyzedanalyzed 
above.above. ForFor example:example: itit isis perfectlyperfectly 
compatiblecompatible withwith thethe replacementreplacement agu­agu­
mentment toto wantonlywantonly andand sadisticallysadistically 
engageengage inin thethe periodicperiodic beatingbeating ofof aa 
dogdog whichwhich oneone hashas deliberatelydeliberately bred,bred, 
providedprovided thatthat suchsuch treatmenttreatment doesdoes notnot 
occuroccur soso oftenoften asas toto makemake thethe dog'sdog's 
lifelife onon thethe wholewhole moremore painfulpainful thanthan 
pleasurable.pleasurable. TheThe replacementreplacement argu­argu­
mentment doesdoes notnot requirerequire thatthat anyany goodgood 
whateverwhatever resultresult fromfrom thethe inflictioninfliction ofof 
pain,pain, whetherwhether forfor thethe animalanimal oror any­any­
oneone else.else. ItIt doesdoes notnot eveneven requirerequire 
thatthat oneone "compensate""compensate" thethe animalanimal forfor 
thethe uselessuseless painpain inflictedinflicted uponupon itit 
(case(case #2).#2). ItIt isis sufficientsufficient thatthat thethe 
animal'sanimal's lifelife isis onon balancebalance "worth"worth liv­liv­
ing,"ing," eveneven thoughthough oneone maymay havehave 
reducedreduced thatthat animal's·animal's· levellevel ofof happi­happi­
nessness wellwell belowbelow whatwhat itit otherwiseotherwise 
wouwou IdId havehave beenbeen withoutwithout therebythereby 
increasingincreasing inin thethe slightestslightest anyoneanyone 
else'selse's happiness,happiness, oror relievingrelieving anyone'sanyone's 
pain.pain. 

TheThe objectionobjection mightmight bebe mademade thatthat 
thethe replacementreplacement argument'sargument's secondsecond 
premise--thatpremise--that thethe animalanimal wouldwould notnot 
havehave existedexisted atat allall werewere itit notnot forfor thethe 
personperson whowho broughtbrought himhim intointo exis­exis­
tence--guaranteestence--guarantees thatthat thethe satisfactionsatisfaction 
ofof thethe firstfirst premise--thatpremise--that thethe animal'sanimal's 
lifelife isis onon thethe wholewhole "worth"worth living"--isliving"--is 
due,due, atat leastleast indiindi rectly,rectly, toto thethe personperson 
whowho inflictsinflicts thethe painpain andand thatthat there­there­
forefore casecase #1#1 isis exclexcl udeduded byby thethe 
replacementreplacement argument.argument. TheThe bestowalbestowal 
ofof pleasure,pleasure, inin otherother words,words, whichwhich 
"compensates""compensates" thethe dogdog forfor thethe inflic­inflic­
tiontion ofof pain,pain, eveneven ifif providedprovided directlydirectly 
byby others,others, isis indirectlyindirectly providedprovided byby 
thethe "owner,""owner," insofarinsofar asas hehe broughtbrought 
thethe dogdog intointo existenceexistence andand therebythereby 
mademade itit possiblepossible forfor othersothers toto bestowbestow 
benefitsbenefits onon him.him. 

AsAs ludicrousludicrous asas thisthis objectionobjection 
appears,appears, letlet usus supposesuppose itit isis justified.justified. 
ItIt wouldwould stillstill bebe perfectlyperfectly possiblepossible forfor 
someonesomeone toto inflictinflict painpain onon anan animalanimal 
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withoutwithout didi rectlyrectly bestowingbestowing anyany benefitbenefit 
whateverwhatever uponupon itit himself,himself, soso longlong asas 
therethere werewere othersothers whowho werewere suffi­suffi­
cient�ycient�y concernedconcerned toto provideprovide suchsuch 
benefits,benefits, oror thethe animalanimal himself,himself, duedue toto 
otherwiseotherwise favorablefavorable conditions,conditions, waswas 
ableable toto preservepreserve thethe balancebalance ofof pleas­pleas­
ureure overover painpain inin hishis ownown life.life. AllAll 
thatthat thethe replacementreplacement argumentargument 
requires,requires, inin otherother words,words, forfor thethe 
inflictioninfliction ofof painpain onon animals,animals, isis satis­satis­
faction,faction, inin thethe weakestweakest possiblepossible sense,sense, 
ofof thethe criteriacriteria citedcited inin casecase #2.#2. ButBut 
thatthat case,case, asas wewe havehave seen,seen, mustmust bebe 
rejectedrejected asas immoralimmoral ifif wewe believebelieve thatthat 
painpain isis anan intrinsicintrinsic evil,evil, ifif wewe areare 
utilitarians,utilitarians, oror ifif we·we· abideabide byby ourour 
ordinaryordinary moralmoral intuitions.intuitions. 

-3­-3­

SoSo farfar asas thethe "benefit"benefit ofof existence"existence" 
inin concerned,concerned, thatthat productproduct ofof skewedskewed 
logiclogic hashas alal readyready beenbeen adequatelyadequately 
refutedrefuted byby PeterPeter SingerSinger inin AnimalAnimal 
Liberation,SLiberation,S moremore recentrecent attemptsattempts toto 
resuscitateresuscitate itit notwithstandinotwithstandi ng.ng. 66 AsAs 
SingerSinger hashas poipoi ntednted out,out, therethere isis nono 
beingbeing uponupon whomwhom thethe "benefit"benefit ofof exis­exis­
tence"tence" maymay bebe conferred.conferred. TheThe rootroot ofof 
thethe errorerror isis aa confusionconfusion betweenbetween beingbeing 
alivealive vs.vs. beingbeing dead,dead, andand existingexisting vs.vs. 
notnot existing.existing. AlivenessAliveness andand deadnessdeadness 
areare bothboth formsforms ofof existence.existence. WhenWhen aa 
beingbeing whichwhich waswas alivealive dies,dies, itit stillstill 
exists,exists, althoughalthough thethe formform ofof itsits exis­exis­
tencetence hashas changed.changed. ItIt isis aa lifelesslifeless 
bodybody ratherrather thanthan aa livelive body.body. .. ItIt isis 
perfectlyperfectly reasonablereasonable toto speakspeak ofof thethe 
statestate ofof beingbeing alivealive asas preferablepreferable toto 
thethe statestate ofof beingbeing dead,dead, sincesince inin bothboth 
casescases somethingsomething existsexists whichwhich isis thethe 
"subject""subject" ofof thosethose states.states. FromFrom thethe 
vantagevantage pointpoint ofof life,life, aa comparisoncomparison ofof 
beingbeing alivealive withwith beingbeing deaddead cancan bebe 
made.made. NoNo comparisoncomparison cancan bebe mademade 
betweenbetween existingexisting andand notnot existingexisting 
sincesince "a"a beingbeing whichwhich doesdoes notnot exist"exist" 
(a(a self-contradictoryself-contradictory phph rase)rase) isis notnot inin 
anyany statestate whichwhich cancan bebe comparedcompared inin 
itsits qualityquality toto aa statestate ofof existence.existence. ToTo 
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notnot existexist isis thusthus neitherneither betterbetter nornor 
worseworse thanthan toto exist;exist; itit lieslies entienti relyrely 
outsideoutside thethe realmrealm ofof values,values, isis abso­abso­
IIutelyutely qualityless.qualityless. Consequently,Consequently, itit 
makesmakes nono sensesense whatsoeverwhatsoever toto speakspeak 
ofof benefitingbenefiting aa "non-existent"non-existent being"being" 
byby bringingbringing "it""it" intointo existence.existence. 

Singer,Singer, however,however, hashas comecome toto 
doubtdoubt thethe truthtruth ofof hh isis formerformer positionposition 
onon thethe issue.issue. IInn PracticalPractical EthicsEthics hehe 
states:states: "When"When II wrotewrote AnimalAnimal Libera­Libera­
tiontion II acceptedaccepted Salt'sSalt's view.view. II thoughtthought 
thatthat itit waswas absuabsu rdrd toto taltal kk asas ifif oneone 
conferredconferred aa favoufavou rr onon aa beibei ngng byby 
bringingbringing itit intointo existence,existence, sincesince atat 
thethe timetime oneone confersconfers thisthis favor,favor, therethere 
isis nono beingbeing atat ali.ali. ButBut nownow II amam lessless 
confident.confident. .. AfterAfter allall .. .. .. wewe dodo seemseem 
toto dodo somethingsomething badbad ifif wewe knowinglyknowingly 
bringbring aa miserablemiserable beingbeing intointo exis­exis­
tence,tence, andand ifif thisthis isis so,so, itit isis difficultdifficult 
toto explainexplain whywhy wewe dodo notnot dodo some­some­
thingthing goodgood whenwhen wewe knowinglyknowingly bringbring aa 
happyhappy beingbeing intointo existence.existence. "7"7 

ThisThis isis oneone ofof thethe "assymetrical"assymetrical 
relations"relations" whichwhich hashas ledled SingerSinger andand 
othersothers intointo doubtingdoubting hishis formerformer posi­posi­
tion.tion. TheThe otherother is:is: "If"If youyou harmharm aa 
beingbeing byby endingending itsits life,life, whywhy dodo youyou 
notnot benefitbenefit itit byby beginningbeginning itsits life?"life?" 
PuzzlementPuzzlement overover thisthis secondsecond relationrelation isis 
moremore easilyeasily I'esolvedI'esolved thanthan overover thethe 
fifi rst.rst. TheThe reasonreason itit isis possiblepossible toto 
harmharm aa beingbeing byby endingending itsits lifelife is,is, 
first,first, becausebecause therethere isis aa beingbeing whichwhich 
hashas lifelife andand cancan bebe harmed,harmed, andand sec­sec­
ond,ond, becausebecause asas livingliving beingsbeings withwith 
experienceexperience ofof deaddead beings,beings, wewe areare inin 
aa positionposition toto judgejudge thethe valuevalue ofof thethe 
satesate ofof alivenessaliveness asas comparedcompared withwith thethe 
statestate ofof deadness.deadness. SinceSince allall thethe evi­evi­
dencedence indicatesindicates thatthat itit isis usuallyusually bet­bet­
terter toto bebe alivealive thanthan dead,dead, wewe areare 
accustomedaccustomed toto believingbelieving thatthat endingending aa 
being'sbeing's lifelife harmsharms him.him. InIn thethe casecase ofof 
"non-existent"non-existent beings,"beings," neitherneither ofof 
thesethese isis thethe case.case. ThereThere isis nono beingbeing 
whowho cancan bebe benefitedbenefited byby bringingbringing "it""it" 
intointo existence,existence, andand therethere isis nono basisbasis 
ofof comparison,comparison, asas alreadyalready noted,noted, 
betweenbetween non-existencenon-existence andand aa statestate ofof 
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existence.existence. 

TheThe secondsecond "assymetrical"assymetrical relation"relation" 
isis moremore complex.complex. TheThe answeranswer toto thethe 
question,question, "Why"Why isis itit notnot morallymorally goodgood 
toto bringbring aa beingbeing intointo thethe worldworld whichwhich 
willwill bebe happy?"happy?" isis quitequite simplysimply thatthat 
primaprima facie,facie, itit isis goodgood toto bringbring suchsuch aa 
beingbeing intointo thethe worldworld (leaving(leaving asideaside 
suchsuch relevantrelevant considerationsconsiderations as:as: howhow 
oneone cancan bebe certaincertain thethe beingbeing willwill bebe 
happy,happy, howhow thisthis mightmight negativelynegatively 
affectaffect thethe happinesshappiness ofof othersothers alal readyready 
inin thethe world,world, thethe overpopuoverpopu lationlation 
problem,problem, worldworld hunger,hunger, etc.).etc.). ThisThis 
isis notnot equivalent,equivalent, however,however, toto sayingsaying 
thatthat oneone benefitsbenefits aa "non-existent"non-existent 
being"being" byby bringingbringing "it""it" intointo thethe 
world.world. 

ItIt isis morallymorally goodgood toto bringbring aa beingbeing 
into·into· thethe worldworld whichwhich willwill bebe happyhappy 
becausebecause thisthis actact providesprovides thethe possibil­possibil­
ityity forfor thethe benefitbenefit ofof happinesshappiness toto bebe 
bestowedbestowed uponupon thethe being,being, butbut itit isis 
notnot itselfitself aa benefitbenefit bestowedbestowed uponupon thethe 
being,being, sincesince therethere isis asas yetyet nono beingbeing 
uponupon whichwhich toto bestowbestow It.It. 

On.On. thethe otherother hand,hand, itit isis morallymorally 
badbad toto bringbring aa beingbeing intointo thethe worldworld 
whichwhich willwill bebe miserablemiserable becausebecause thisthis 
actact providesprovides thethe possibilitypossibility forfor harmharm 
toto bebe inflictedinflicted uponupon thethe being,being, but,but, 
similarly,similarly, itit isis notnot itselfitself aa harmharm 
inflictedinflicted uponupon thethe being,being, sincesince therethere 
isis asas yetyet nono beingbeing uponupon whichwhich toto 
inflictinflict it.it. 

TheThe parallelparallel thusthus provesproves thatthat whilewhile 
bringingbringing aa beingbeing intointo thethe worldworld maymay 
bebe aa goodgood oror badbad actact dependingdepending onon 
whetherwhether thethe beingbeing willwill bebe happyhappy oror 
miserable,miserable, itit doesdoes notnot itselfitself eithereither 
benefitbenefit oror harmharm thethe being,being, butbut onlyonly 
providesprovides thethe possibilitypossibility forfor benefitingbenefiting 
oror harmingharming thethe being.being. ThusThus thethe ben­ben­
efitefit ofof existenceexistence premisepremise addsadds nothingnothing 
toto thethe replacementreplacement argumentargument toto justifyjustify 
thethe inflictioninfliction ofof painpain oror deathdeath soso farfar 
asas thethe animalanimal isis concerned.concerned. 88 ItIt doesdoes 
notnot offset,offset, nornor cancan itit bebe weighedweighed 
againstagainst thethe animal'sanimal's painpain oror death,death, 

sincesince non-existencenon-existence cannotcannot bebe meas­meas­
uredured againstagainst aa happyhappy existence,existence, nor,nor, 
forfor thatthat matter,matter, againstagainst aa miserablemiserable 
one.one. 99 ItIt isis neitherneither betterbetter nornor worseworse 
toto havehave existedexisted thanthan toto havehave notnot 
existed,existed, forfor existence,existence, inin itself,itself, isis 
neitherneither goodgood nornor bad.bad. 11 DD 

AccordingAccording toto thethe replacementreplacement argu­argu­
ment,itment,it wouldwould notnot bebe justifiedjustified toto killkill 
aa deerdeer bornborn inin thethe wild,wild, eveneven ifif thethe 
deerdeer couldcould bebe replacedreplaced byby oneone bredbred 
forfor thatthat purposepurpose andand itsits lifelife onon bal­bal­
anceance waswas "worth"worth living."living." YetYet howhow 
doesdoes thisthis casecase differdiffer fromfrom thatthat ofof aa 
factoryfactory farmfarm pig?pig? WhatWhat hashas oneone givengiven 
thethe pigpig whichwhich oneone hashas notnot givengiven thethe 
deer?deer? TheThe answer,answer, obviously,obviously, isis "its"its 
life."life." ButBut asas wewe havehave seen,seen, existenceexistence 
inin itselfitself isis neitherneither goodgood nornor bad.bad. ItIt 
dependsdepends onon howhow thethe animalanimal isis treatedtreated 
afterafter .. itit isis broughtbrought intointo existence.existence. 
GivingGiving itit itsits lifelife maymay eveneven bebe morallymorally 
wrongwrong ifif oneone intendsintends toto illill treattreat it,it, 
forfor oneone therebythereby providesprovides thethe opportu­opportu­
nitynity forfor thatthat ill-treatment.ill-treatment. HenceHence 
givinggiving thethe pigpig lifelife isis inin nono sensesense toto 
bestowbestow aa benefitbenefit uponupon it.it. Conse­Conse­
quently,quently, ifif oneone treatedtreated thethe pigpig andand 
deerdeer equallyequally well,well, therethere wouldwould bebe nono 
moremore justification,justification, inin termsterms ofof thethe ani­ani­
malsmals themselves;themselves; 1111 forfor killingkilling thethe pigpig 
thanthan forfor killingkilling thethe deer.deer. 

-4­-4­

WhatWhat ofof thethe secondsecond claimclaim thatthat thethe 
replacementreplacement argumentargument purportspurports toto 
prove,prove, namely,namely, thatthat givengiven thethe condi­condi­
tionstions citedcited above,above, thethe inflictioninfliction ofof 
deathdeath uponupon anan animalanimal isis justified?justified? ItIt 
isis obviousobvious thatthat thethe replacementreplacement argu-:­argu-:­
mentment assumesassumes thatthat thethe liveslives ofof non­non­
humanhuman animalsanimals havehave nono intrinsicintrinsic valuevalue 
apartapart fromfrom thethe animals'animals' capacitycapacity toto 
experienceexperience pleasurepleasure andand pain.pain. InIn thisthis 
itit isis consistentconsistent withwith classicalclassical uitlitari­uitlitari­
anism,anism, whichwhich reducesreduces goodgood andand evilevil toto 
pleasurepleasure andand pain.pain. TheThe assumptionassumption 
thatthat painpain isis thethe onlyonly moralmoral issueissue atat 
stakestake inin thethe killingkilling ofof anan animalanimal isis 
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grosslygrossly counter-intuitive,counter-intuitive, althoughalthough aa 
utilitarianutilitarian wouldwould trytry toto show,show, ofof 
course,course, thatthat allall formsforms ofof intrinsicintrinsic 
valuevalue whichwhich mightmight bebe attributedattributed toto 
animals'animals' liveslives areare reduciblereducible toto formsforms ofof 
pleasure.pleasure. 

TheThe replacementreplacement argumentargument asas 
stated,stated, however,however, quitequite clearlyclearly failsfails toto 
justifyjustify thethe inflictioninfliction ofof deathdeath onon non­non­
humanhuman animals,animals, justjust asas itit failsfails toto jus­jus­
tifytify thethe inflictioninfliction ofof pain.pain. IInn thisthis 
regard,regard, too,too, itit isis inconsistentinconsistent withwith 
thethe assumptionassumption thatthat painpain isis anan intrin­intrin­
sicsic evil,evil, withwith classicalclassical utilitarianism,utilitarianism, 
andand withwith ourour ordinaryordinary moralmoral intui­intui­
tions.tions. 

IInn thethe fifi rstrst place,place, so.so. fafa rr asas thethe 
animalanimal itselfitself isis concerned,concerned, itit failsfails toto 
excludeexclude thethe unjustifiedunjustified inflictioninfliction ofof 
painpain inin thethe processprocess ofof killing.killing. IInfiic­nfiic­
tiontion ofof papa ii nfunfu II death,death, withwith nono goodgood 
whatsoeverwhatsoever resultingresulting forfor anyoneanyone else,else, 
isis perfectlyperfectly compatiblecompatible withwith thethe 
replacementreplacement aa rgument,rgument, providedprovided thatthat 
thethe painpain involvedinvolved isis notnot soso greatgreat asas toto 
makemake thethe animal'sanimal's lifelife asaasa wholewhole moremore 
painfulpainful thanthan pleasurable.pleasurable. 

OneOne mustmust alsoalso taketake intointo accountaccount thethe 
painpain ofof thosethose whowho maymay bebe affectedaffected byby 
thethe animal'sanimal's death.death. TheThe mostmost obviousobvious 
wayway inin whichwhich anan animal'sanimal's deathdeath couldcould 
causecause painpain toto othersothers inin thethe world,world, 
whetherwhether humanhuman oror non-human,non-human, isis 
thth roughrough theithei rr sensesense ofof lossloss oror moumou rn­rn­
inging forfor thatthat animal.animal. ItIt isis ludicrousludicrous toto 
supposesuppose thatthat thisthis painpain cancan bebe elimi­elimi­
natednated byby simplysimply replacingreplacing thethe animalanimal 
withwith another.another. EvenEven ifif oneone killskills thethe 
animalanimal painlessly,painlessly, thatthat killingkilling isis 
unjustifiedunjustified ifif itit resultsresults inin painpain toto 
anotheranother unlessunless itit alsoalso resultsresults inin thethe 
reliefrelief ofof greatergreater sufferingsuffering forfor thatthat 
being.being. TheThe replacementreplacement argument,argument, 
however,however, quitequite clearlyclearly permitspermits inflic­inflic­
tiontion ofof incidentalincidental painpain onon someonesomeone elseelse 
asas aa resultresult ofof thethe killingkilling ofof anan animalanimal 
withoutwithout reirei iefief ofof greatergreater ss ufferiufferi ng.ng. 

TheThe painpain ofof thosethose affectedaffected byby thethe 
animal'sanimal's deathdeath directlydirectly isis notnot whatwhat 
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proponentsproponents ofof thethe replacementreplacement argu­argu­
mentment areare chieflychiefly concernedconcerned with,with, how­how­
ever.ever. TheyThey speakspeak insteadinstead ofof aa 
reductionreduction inin thethe "total"total levellevel ofof happi­happi­
ness"ness" inin thethe world.world. ToTo killkill aa happyhappy 
beingbeing is·is· toto reducereduce thisthis levellevel andand 
therebythereby iindindi rectlyrectly thethe happinesshappiness levellevel 
ofof thosethose whowho remainremain inin thethe world.world. 
TheThe presumptionpresumption isis thatthat thethe moremore 
happinesshappiness therethere isis inin thethe world,world, inin aa 
quantitativequantitative sense,sense, thethe happierhappier areare 
thethe individualsindividuals whowho inhabitinhabit it.it. TheThe 
dubiousnessdubiousness ofof thisthis assumptionassumption hashas 
alreadyalready beenbeen pointedpointed outout above.above. 1212 

TheThe conceptconcept ofof thethe "total"total levellevel .. of.of. 
happiness"happiness" wouldwould seemseem toto bebe aa largelylargely 
meanmean inglessingless abstraction.abstraction. This,This, how­how­
ever,ever, isis thethe apparentapparent reasonreason forfor thethe 
introductionintroduction ofof thethe thithi rdrd conditioncondition forfor 
inflictinginflicting painpain andand deathdeath onon animals,animals, 
namely,namely, thatthat itit bebe replacedreplaced afterafter itsits 
deathdeath byby anotheranother happyhappy animal.animal. 

ThisThis premise,premise, togethertogether withwith thethe 
"benefit"benefit ofof existence"existence" premise,premise, guar-·guar-· 
anteesantees thatthat thethe world'sworld's stockstock ofof hap­hap­
pinesspiness willwill notnot bebe reducedreduced byby thethe 
killingkilling ofof thethe animal.animal. ForFor thethe animalanimal 
beingbeing killedkilled waswas deliberatelydeliberately addedadded toto 
thethe worldworld inin thethe firstfirst placeplace byby thethe 
personperson killingkilling it,it, andand anotheranother suchsuch 
animalanimal willwill bebe addedadded toto thethe worldworld toto 
replacereplace itit whenwhen itit isis gone.gone. 

ItIt isis obvious,obvious, however,however, thatthat pre­pre­
servingserving thethe samesame levellevel ofof totaltotal happi­happi­
nessness inin thethe worldworld inin nono wayway justifiesjustifies 
thethe painpain inflictedinflicted onon thethe worldworld 
throughthrough thethe killingkilling ofof animalsanimals bred·bred· forfor 
thatthat purpose.purpose. ThatThat painpain isis inin nono wisewise 
anan unavoidableunavoidable meansmeans toto thethe reliefrelief ofof 
greatergreater sufferingsuffering ofof thethe animalsanimals them­them­
selvesselves oror ofof humanhuman beingsbeings whosewhose suf­suf­
feringfering isis causedcaused byby thosethose animals.animals. 

TheThe replacementreplacement argumentargument thusthus 
permitspermits killingkilling ofof animalsanimals .. whichwhich 
involvesinvolves inflictioninfliction ofof unjustifiedunjustified pain:pain: 
toto thethe animalsanimals themselves,themselves, toto othersothers 
whowho carecare aboutabout them,them, andand toto "the"the 
world."world." EvenEven withoutwithout raisingraising thethe 
questionquestion asas toto whetherwhether therethere areare notnot 
otherother moralmoral issuesissues thanthan painpain involvedinvolved 
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inin thethe killingkilling ofof animals,animals, itit isis obviousobvious 
thatthat thethe replacementreplacement argumentargument failsfails toto 
justifyjustify suchsuch killing.killing. 

-5­-5­

AssumingAssuming wewe grantgrant thatthat painpain isis anan 
intrinsicintrinsic evil,evil, ourour analysisanalysis hashas shownshown 
thatthat thethe replacementreplacement argumentargument asas 
given·given· isis insufficientinsufficient toto justifyjustify thethe 
inflictioninfliction ofof painpain andand deathdeath onon non­non­
humanhuman animals.animals. II havehave alsoalso triedtried toto 
demonstratedemonstrate thatthat itit isis inconsistentinconsistent 
withwith classicalclassical utilitarianism,utilitarianism, fromfrom 
whichwhich itit derives,derives, andand thatthat ifif concon sis­sis­
tentlytently followed,followed, involvesinvolves consequencesconsequences 
whichwhich fewfew ofof usus wouldwould bebe willingwilling toto 
accept.accept. 

CanCan thethe replacementreplacement argumentargument bebe 
modifiedmodified inin suchsuch aa wayway asas toto squaresquare 
withwith thethe assumptionassumption thatthat painpain isis anan 
intrinsicintrinsic evil,evil, withwith utilitarianism,utilitarianism, andand 
withwith ouou rr ordiordi nana ryry moralmoral iintuntu itions,itions, 
whilewhile stillstill allowingallowing usus toto useuse andand killkill 
animalsanimals forfor humanhuman benefit?benefit? LetLet usus 
recallrecall ourour conclusionsconclusions regardingregarding thethe 
casescases inin whichwhich thethe deliberatedeliberate inflictioninfliction 
ofof painpain isis morallymorally justified.justified. ItIt isis jus­jus­
tified,tified, wewe said,said, toto inflictinflict lesserlesser painpain 
onon aa beingbeing whichwhich isis threateningthreatening usus oror 
someonesomeone elseelse withwith greatergreater pain,pain, pro­pro­
videdvided thatthat thisthis isis thethe onlyonly wayway toto 
preventprevent thethe greatergreater pain.pain. Secondly,Secondly, 
itit isis justifiedjustified toto inflictinflict lesserlesser painpain onon 
aa beingbeing ifif itit isis thethe onlyonly meansmeans ofof pre­pre­
venting.venting. greatergreater painpain inin thethe beingbeing 
himself.himself. 1313 

ItIt shouldshould bebe obviousobvious thatthat thesethese 
criteriacriteria effectivelyeffectively eliminateeliminate asas immoralimmoral 
allall useuse ofof animalsanimals forfor humanhuman benefitbenefit 
whichwhich involvesinvolves anyany inflictioninfliction ofof painpain 
whatsoever.whatsoever. SomeSome usesuses ofof animalsanimals 

.. mightmight stillstill bebe morallymorally permitted,permitted, forfor 
example,example, thethe keepingkeeping ofof freefree rovingroving 
chickenschickens forfor eggs,eggs, andand thethe useuse ofof 
certaincertain animalsanimals forfor farmingfarming oror otherother 
labor,labor, wherewhere thethe animalanimal isis notnot over­over­
worked,worked, andand isis providedprovided withwith allall nec­nec­
essaryessary care,care, aa naturalnatural environment,environment, 

andand thethe meansmeans ofof satisfyingsatisfying hishis social,social, 
psychological,psychological, andand physicalphysical needs.needs. 
StudyStudy ofof animalsanimals inin simulatedsimulated naturalnatural 
envienvi ronmentsronments andand eveneven aa limitedlimited rangerange 
ofof non-painful,non-painful, non-stressfulnon-stressful experi­experi­
mentsments mightmight alsoalso bebe permittedpermitted byby 
thesethese principles.principles. ConsumptionConsumption ofof thethe 
bodiesbodies ofof animalsanimals whichwhich havehave dieddied aa 
naturalnatural deathdeath wouldwould alsoalso involveinvolve nono 
violationviolation ofof thesethese criteria.criteria. 1414 QuiteQuite 
cleaclea rly,rly, however,however, thethe vastvast majoritymajority ofof 
ourour usesuses ofof livelive animalsanimals forfor supposedsupposed 
humanhuman benefitbenefit wouldwould havehave toto bebe elimi­elimi­
natednated ifif mymy reasoningreasoning isis correctcorrect andand 
wewe areare atat allall concernedconcerned toto actact morally.morally. 
SuchSuch aa fundamentalfundamental changechange inin ourour 
life-stylelife-style wouldwould ideallyideally bebe aa majormajor stepstep 
towardtoward thethe ultimateultimate goalgoal ofof ceasingceasing 
altogether,altogether, insofarinsofar asas possible,possible, toto 
interfereinterfere inin thethe liveslives ofof otherother animals.animals. 

WhatWhat aboutabout killing?killing? SinceSince itit isis 
extremelyextremely dubiousdubious whetherwhether painlesspainless 
killingkilling isis possiblepossible (or(or atat leastleast practi­practi­
cable),cable), thisthis requirementrequirement alonealone mightmight 
prohibitprohibit allall killingkilling ofof animalsanimals forfor 
humanhuman benefit.benefit. 

LetLet usus assume,assume, however,however, thatthat 
painlesspainless killingkilling isis possible.possible. CanCan thethe 
replacementreplacement argumentargument bebe revisedrevised inin 
suchsuch aa wayway asas toto cici rcumventrcumvent thethe 
problemproblem ofof thethe incidentalincidental painpain causedcaused 
toto othersothers andand toto "the"the world"world" byby thethe 
killingkilling ofof thethe animal?animal? SoSo farfar asas thethe 
firstfirst pointpoint isis concerned,concerned, thethe sugges­sugges­
tiontion mightmight bebe mademade thatthat thethe animalanimal 
couldcould bebe raisedraised inin isolationisolation bothboth fromfrom 
humanshumans andand fromfrom hishis ownown kind,kind, soso asas 
toto avoidavoid thethe problemproblem ofof painpain causedcaused toto 
others.others. InIn thethe casecase ofof manymany animals,animals, 
however,however, thisthis solutionsolution wouldwould betray·betray· 
thethe criteriacriteria inin aa differentdifferent way.way. ForFor 
anyany animalsanimals whichwhich havehave socialsocial instinctsinstincts 
(and(and howhow manymany ofof themthem don't?)don't?) wouldwould 
surelysurely suffersuffer psychologicalpsychological painpain underunder 
suchsuch circumstances,circumstances, painpain whichwhich wouldwould 
notnot bebe justifiedjustified byby reliefrelief fromfrom greatergreater 
sufferingsuffering forfor thethe animalsanimals themselves.themselves. 

TwoTwo otherother possiblepossible solutions,solutions, how­how­
ever,ever, comecome toto mind,mind, neitherneither ofof whichwhich 
wouldwould appearappear toto bebe beyondbeyond thethe 
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ingenuityingenuity ofof thosethose whowho areare determineddetermined 
toto useuse animalsanimals forfor humanhuman benefit.benefit. 
OneOne mightmight breedbreed thethe animalanimal selectivelyselectively 
inin suchsuch aa wayway asas toto eliminateeliminate thethe 
socialsocial instinctinstinct oror toto causecause brainbrain dam­dam­
ageage sufficientsufficient toto makemake thethe animalanimal obli­obli­
viousvious toto hishis normalnormal socialsocial needs.needs. ToTo 
be·be· sure,sure, thisthis hashas notnot yetyet beenbeen done,done, 
butbut therethere isis nono reasonreason toto presumepresume itit 
isis beyondbeyond thethe reachreach ofof scien·ce.scien·ce. OrOr 
oneone mightmight allowallow thethe animalanimal socialsocial con­con­
tacttact withwith hishis ownown kindkind (while(while conceal­conceal­
inging itsits existenceexistence fromfrom humans),humans), butbut 
killkill themthem allall atat slaughterslaughter time.time. 

ShortShort ofof thesethese solutions,solutions, anyany kill­kill­
inging ofof anan animalanimal whichwhich causedcaused inci­inci­
dentaldental sufferingsuffering toto othersothers couldcould onlyonly 
bebe justifiedjustified ifif itit waswas thethe onlyonly meansmeans 
toto thethe reliefrelief ofof theirtheir greatergreater suffer­suffer­
ing.ing. 

WhatWhat aboutabout thethe painpain inflictedinflicted onon 
thethe world?world? ToTo beginbegin with,with, thisthis notionnotion 
isis arguablyarguably incoherent.incoherent. ItIt seemsseems 
clearclear thatthat "the"the world"world" cannotcannot mean­mean­
ingfullyingfully bebe regardedregarded asas aa super-indi­super-indi­
vidual,vidual, andand thatthat thethe totaltotal levellevel ofof 
happinesshappiness inin thethe worldworld is·is· nono gaugegauge ofof 
thethe averageaverage levellevel of.of. happinesshappiness ofof thethe 
individualsindividuals inin thethe world.world. Moreover,Moreover, itit 
seemSseemS patentlypatently absurdabsurd toto maintainmaintain thatthat 
aa reductionreduction inin thisthis totaltotal levellevel ofof hap­hap­
pinesspiness in.in. thethe worldworld willwill havehave anan 
impactimpact onon thethe happinesshappiness ofof allall thethe 
individualsindividuals inin thethe world.world. HowHow couldcould 
thethe lossloss ofof happinesshappiness inflictedinflicted onon thethe 
worldworld throughthrough thethe removalremoval ofof aa singlesingle 
animalanimal possiblypossibly filterfilter downdown to.to. allall thethe 
otherother individuals?individuals? 

ItIt followsfollows fromfrom thisthis thatthat thethe painpain 
inflictedinflicted onon thethe worldworld throughthrough thethe 
killingkilling ofof animalsanimals is,is, atat most,most, painpain 
inflictedinflicted onon somesome individualsindividuals whowho areare 
inin aa positionposition toto bebe negativelynegatively affectedaffected 
inin oneone wayway oror anotheranother byby thatthat killing.killing. 
ButBut itit isis difficudifficu ItIt toto seesee whowho thesethese 
individualsindividuals couldcould bebe unlessunless theythey areare 
thethe veryvery beingsbeings alreadyalready discussed,discussed, 
whowho suffersuffer lossloss fromfrom thethe killingkilling ofof thethe 
animal.animal. ThusThus thethe samesame conclusionsconclusions 
wouldwould apply.apply. 
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IfIf wewe presumepresume thatthat animalsanimals cancan bebe 
killedkilled painlessly,painlessly, thenthen itit isis theoreti­theoreti­
callycally possiblepossible toto modifymodify thethe replace­replace­
mentment argumentargument inin suchsuch aa wayway asas toto 
squaresquare withwith thethe principleprinciple thatthat painpain isis 
anan intrinsicintrinsic evil.evil. TheThe modificationsmodifications 
necessary,necessary, however,however, wouldwould virtualyvirtualy 
eliminate,eliminate, oror renderrender impracticable,impracticable, thethe 
achach ievementievement ofof itsits originaloriginal pupu rpose,rpose, 
namely,namely, toto justifyjustify thethe continuedcontinued useuse 
ofof animalsanimals forfor humanhuman benefit.benefit. 

Moreover,Moreover, thethe replacementreplacement argu­argu­
mentment wouldwould stillstill restrest uponupon otherother 
assumptionsassumptions whichwhich areare extremelyextremely 
questionable:questionable: thatthat animals'animals' liveslives areare 
intrinsicallyintrinsically worthlessworthless apartapart fromfrom theirtheir 
capacitycapacity toto experienceexperience pleasupleasu rere andand 
pain,pain, andand thatthat thethe preventionprevention ofof anan 
animal'sanimal's futurefuture pleasurepleasure isis notnot morallymorally 
wrong.wrong. 

AllAll thatthat isis necessarynecessary toto recognizerecognize 
thethe questionablenessquestionableness ofof thesethese assump­assump­
tionstions isis toto applyapply thethe testtest ofof ourour ordi­ordi­
narynary moralmoral intuitionsintuitions toto thethe revisedrevised 
version.version. WouldWould wewe bebe willingwilling toto con­con­
sistentlysistently applyapply thisthis argumentargument toto 
humanhuman beings?beings? WeWe maymay presumepresume thatthat 
humanhuman liveslives areare generallygenerally ofof greatergreater 
valuevalue thanthan non-humannon-human liveslives andand thatthat 
forfor themthem painpain isis notnot thethe onlyonly consid­consid­
eration.eration. ItIt isis equallyequally obvious,obvious, how­how­
ever,ever, thatthat notnot allall humanhuman lives·lives· areare ofof 
greatergreater valuevalue thanthan aliali animalanimal lives.lives. 
WouldWould wewe bebe willing,willing, then,then, toto 
acknowledgeacknowledge thethe moral·moral· legitimacylegitimacy ofof 
breedingbreeding mentallymentally retardedretarded humanshumans forfor 
humanhuman useuse soso longlong asas theythey werewere 
sparedspared suffering,suffering, killedkilled painlessly,painlessly, 
andand replacedreplaced byby otherother defectivedefective 
humans?humans? IfIf not,not, thenthen II wouldwould drawdraw 
thethe conclusionconclusion toto whichwhich thisthis wholewhole 
enquiryenquiry hashas beenbeen tending,tending, namely,namely, 
thatthat whilewhile animals'animals' liveslives unquestion­unquestion­
ablyably differdiffer significantlysignificantly inin value,value, andand 
nono doubtdoubt areare generallygenerally inferiorinferior inin 
valuevalue toto humanhuman lives,lives, eacheach andand everyevery 
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oneone isis unique.unique. NoNo animalanimal isis "replace­"replace­
able.able. "" 

GeorgeGeorge P.P. CaveCave 

Trans-SpeciesTrans-Species UnlimitedUnlimited 

NOTESNOTES 

11 Cf.Cf. PeterPeter Singer,Singer, AnimalAnimal Libera­Libera­
tion,tion, AvonAvon Books,Books, N.Y.,N.Y., 1975,1975, 
pp.1-24.pp.1-24. 

22 PeterPeter Singer,Singer, PracticalPractical Ethics,Ethics, 
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1979,1979, pp.pp. 100100 ff.ff. 

33 Cf.Cf. IbidIbid andand EthicsEthics && Animals,Animals, V.V. 
2,2, No.3,No.3, pp.pp. 46ff.46ff. 

44 ToTo maintainmaintain consistency,consistency, classicalclassical 
utilitarianismutilitarianism hashas toto admit,admit, inin theory,theory, 
thethe moralmoral legitimacylegitimacy ofof inter-speciesinter-species 
comparisonscomparisons ofof utilityutility andand thethe possi­possi­
bilitybility ofof inflictinginflicting lesserlesser painpain onon 
humanshumans inin orderorder toto relieverelieve greatergreater 
painpain inin non-humans.non-humans. Traditionally,Traditionally, 
however,however, utilitariansutilitarians havehave triedtried toto 
circumventcircumvent thesethese conclusionsconclusions byby 
appealingappealing toto otherother considerationsconsiderations rele­rele­
vantvant toto thethe determinationdetermination ofof thethe totaltotal 
quantityquantity ofof painpain involved,involved, e.g.,e.g., thethe 
painful.painful. effecteffect onon aa person'sperson's friendsfriends 
andand relativesrelatives etc.etc. ThatThat utilitariansutilitarians 
havehave feltfelt compelledcompelled toto resortresort toto allall 
sortssorts ofof cleverclever meansmeans ofof forestallingforestalling 
thethe conclusionsconclusions whichwhich followfollow fromfrom theirtheir 
ownown reasoningreasoning confirmsconfirms thethe factfact thatthat 
thethe principleprinciple inin questionquestion violatesviolates ourour 
moralmoral intuitions,intuitions, atat leastleast onceonce wewe rec­rec­
ognizeognize itsits fullfull implications.implications. 

ss AnimalAnimal Liberation,Liberation, p.p. 241.241. 

66 EthicsEthics && Animals,Animals, op.op. cit.,cit., pp.pp. 5353 
ff.ff. 

77 PracticalPractical Ethics,Ethics, p.p. 100.100. 

88 ItIt is,is, however,however, relevantrelevant toto thethe 
questionquestion ofof thethe "total"total levellevel ofof happi­happi­
nessness inin thethe world."world." SeeSee below,below, p.p. 
113.113. 

99 EvenEven ifif thethe conferralconferral ofof existenceexistence 
werewere aa benefit,benefit, however,however, itit isis obviousobvious 
thatthat thisthis benefitbenefit doesdoes notnot resultresult fromfrom 
thethe inflictioninfliction ofof painpain oror deathdeath andand 
consequentlyconsequently cancan inin nono wayway justifyjustify it.it. 

lOamlOam notnot contradicticontradicti ngng herehere mymy 
formerformer claimclaim thatthat itit isis possiblepossible toto 
comparecompare beingbeing alivealive withwith beingbeing dead.dead. 
TheThe qualityquality ofof thethe statestate ofof beingbeing alivealive 
usuallyusually makesmakes itit betterbetter .than.than thethe statestate 
ofof beingbeing dead.dead. MereMere existence,existence, how­how­
ever,ever, nono mattermatter whatwhat statestate ofof exis­exis­
tencetence oneone isis speakingspeaking of,of, isis notnot inin 
itselfitself goodgood oror bad.bad. 

1111 SeeSee below,below, p.p. 113.113. 

1212 SeeSee above,above, p.p. 107.107. 

1313 WithWith humanhuman beings,beings, however,however, itit 
wouldwould alsoalso bebe morallymorally requiredrequired toto 
obtainobtain theirtheir consent.consent. TheThe impossibil­impossibil­
ityity ofof doingdoing soso inin thethe casecase ofof non-hu­non-hu­
manman animalsanimals makesmakes ouou rr responsibiltyresponsibilty 
forfor beingbeing absolutelyabsolutely certain.certain. thatthat wewe 
areare actingacting inin theirtheir ownown bestbest interestinterest 
inin inflictinginflicting painpain onon themthem allall thethe moremore 
grave.grave. 

1414 ThisThis isis notnot toto condonecondone anyany ofof thesethese 
practices,practices, butbut merelymerely toto pointpoint outout thatthat 
theythey areare notnot inconsistentinconsistent withwith thethe 
assumptionassumption uponupon whichwhich thethe presentpresent 
argumentargument isis based,based, namely,namely, thatthat painpain 
isis anan intrinsicintrinsic evil.evil. IInn my·my· viewview ani­ani­
mals'mals' rightsrights areare byby nono meansmeans limitedlimited 
toto freedomfreedom fromfrom unnecessaryunnecessary painpain andand 
death,death, butbut include,include, atat leastleast toto somesome 
degree,degree, freedomfreedom ofof movement,movement, satis­satis­
factionfaction ofof behavioralbehavioral needs,needs, freedomfreedom 
fromfrom geneticgenetic manipulation,manipulation, andand 
respectfurespectfu II treatmenttreatment ofof theithei rr bodies.bodies. 


