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ARTICLE�ARTICLE 

Predation�Predation 

InIn discussionsdiscussions ofof animalanimal rights,rights, thethe 
issueissue ofof predationpredation isis usuallyusually raisedraised asas 
thethe basisbasis forfor aa reductioreductio adad absurdumabsurdum 
objection:objection: 

(1)(1) SupposeSuppose humanshumans werewere 
obligatedobligated toto alleviatealleviate avoidableavoidable 
animalanimal suffering.suffering. 

(2)(2) AnimalsAnimals suffersuffer whenwhen 
theythey areare preyedpreyed uponupon byby otherother 
animals.animals. 

(3)(3) Therefore,Therefore, humanshumans 
wouldwould bebe obligatedobligated toto preventprevent 
predation.predation. 

(4)(4) ButBut suchsuch anan obligationobligation 
wouldwould bebe absurd.absurd. 

(5)(5) Therefore,Therefore, contrarycontrary toto 
hypothesis,hypothesis, humanshumans areare notnot 
obligatedobligated toto alleviate:alleviate: avoidableavoidable 
animalanimal sufferisufferi ng.ng. 

ThereThere areare threethree waysways inin whichwhich thisthis 
argumentargument maymay bebe successfullysuccessfully count­count­
ered:ered: 

I.I. ChallengingChallenging thethe evaluationevaluation inin 
(4),(4), 

II.II. ChallengingChallenging thatthat (3)(3) followsfollows 
frofro mm ((1)1) andand (2),(2), 

III.III. ChallengingChallenging thatthat (5)(5) followsfollows 
fromfrom (1)(1) thth rourou gg hh ((4)4) .. 

II shallshall developdevelop eacheach ofof thesethese responseresponse 
strategiesstrategies inin tutu rn.rn. ButBut beforebefore doingdoing 
so,so, II wantwant toto spendspend aa momentmoment dis­dis­
cussingcussing andand dismissingdismissing somesome notnot 
uncommon,uncommon, faultyfaulty responsesresponses toto thethe 
predationpredation reductio.reductio. 

OneOne suchsuch reponsereponse runsruns asas follows:follows: 

Moral.Moral. obligationsobligations areare directeddirected 
towatowa rdrd rationalrational agents,agents, whowho 
cancan inhibitinhibit oror extendextend theirtheir 
activityactivity inin recognitionrecognition ofof thosethose 
obligations.obligations. ButBut animalsanimals areare 
notnot rationalrational agents,agents, or,or, atat 

least,least, theythey areare notnot sufficientlysufficiently 
rationalrational toto recognizerecognize andand 
respondrespond toto moralmoral obligations.obligations. 
Therefore,Therefore, __aa moralmoral obligationobligation 
forfor humanshumans toto alleviatealleviate avoida­avoida­
bleble animalanimal sufferingsuffering cannotcannot 
entailentail anan obligationobligation forfor animalsanimals 
notnot toto bebe predatory.predatory. 

ThTh isis responseresponse attemptsattempts toto followfollow thethe 
secondsecond strategystrategy notednoted above.above. ThatThat 
is,is, itit challengeschallenges thethe inferenceinference fromfrom 
(1)(1) toto (3)(3) inin thth ee predationpredation reductio.reductio. 

TheThe problemproblem withwith thisthis responseresponse isis 
thatthat itit misinterpretsmisinterprets (3).(3). TheThe con­con­
clcl usus ionion reachedreached inin (3)(3) isis notnot thatthat ani­ani­
matsmats areare obligatedobligated toto stopstop beingbeing pred­pred­
ators.ators. (3)(3) assertsasserts thatthat wewe areare 
obligatedobligated toto preventprevent predation.predation. Con­Con­
sequently,sequently, thethe inferenceinference fromfrom (1)(1) toto 
(3)(3) doesdoes notnot eveneven raiseraise thethe issueissue ofof aa 
moralmoral obligationobligation hadhad byby predatorypredatory ani­ani­
malsmals whichwhich theythey shouldshould somehowsomehow rec­rec­
ognizeognize andand observe.observe. 

ItIt mightmight bebe counteredcountered thatthat itit doesdoes 
notnot makemake sensesense toto concludeconclude thatthat wewe 
havehave anan obligationobligation toto preventprevent animalsanimals 
fromfrom beingbeing predatorspredators unlessunless theythey areare 
obligatedobligated notnot toto bebe predators.predators. ItIt 
wouldwould thenthen followfollow thatthat eveneven ifif thethe 
inferenceinference fromfrom (1)(1) toto (3)(3) doesdoes notnot 
involveinvolve anan explicitexplicit claimclaim thatthat animalsanimals 
areare subjectssubjects ofof moralmoral obligation,obligation, itit 
presumespresumes thatthat theythey are.are. 

SuchSuch aa counter-argumentcounter-argument wouldwould bebe 
mistaken.mistaken. ThereThere isis nono conceptualconceptual 
problemproblem withwith thethe ideaidea thatthat we}we} asas 
moralmoral agents,agents, shouldshould bebe obligatedobligated toto 
preventprevent others,others, whowho areare notnot moralmoral 
agents,agents, fromfrom doingdoing harm.harm. WeWe rou­rou­
tinelytinely applyapply thisthis ideaidea whenwhen wewe holdhold 
parentsparents responsibleresponsible forfor preventingpreventing 
theirtheir pre-moralpre-moral childrenchildren fromfrom doingdoing 
harm.harm. ThatThat aa youngyoung childchild "does"does notnot 
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knowknow anyany better"better" doesdoes notnot preventprevent usus 
fromfrom havinghaving anan obligationobligation toto stopstop 
him/herhim/her fromfrom tormentingtormenting thethe cat.cat. So,So, 
thatthat thethe catcat doesdoes notnot knowknow anyany betterbetter 
cannotcannot preventprevent usus fromfrom havinghaving anan 
obligationobligation toto stopstop him/herhim/her fromfrom killingkilling 
birds.birds. Consequently,Consequently, thisthis attemptattempt toto 
defeatdefeat thethe inferenceinference fromfrom (1)(1) toto (3)(3) 
fafa iIiI ss .. 

AA secondsecond faultyfaulty responseresponse toto thethe 
predationpredation reductioreductio runsruns somethingsomething likelike 
this:this: 

SinceSince animalsanimals cannotcannot bebe obli­obli­
gatedgated notnot toto bebe predators,predators, 
therethere isis nothingnothing wrongwrong withwith 
theirtheir beingbeing predators.predators. ButBut wewe 
cannotcannot bebe morallymorally obligatedobligated toto 
preventprevent predation,predation, ifif thethe rere isis 
nothingnothing wrongwrong withwith it.it. 

ThisThis objectionobjection implimpl icitlyicitly chacha IlengesIlenges thethe 
moralmoral significancesignificance ofof (2)(2) inin thethe preda­preda­
tiontion reductioreductio byby presumingpresuming thatthat thethe 
moralmoral valuevalue ofof anan actionaction derivesderives 
entirelyentirely fromfrom thethe agent'sagent's respondingresponding 
oror notnot respondingresponding toto moralmoral rules.rules. 

ThatThat presumptionpresumption isis mistamista ken.ken. 
ConsiderConsider onceonce againagain thethe exampleexample ofof aa 
youngyoung childchild tormentingtormenting aa cat.cat. TheThe 
childchild maymay bebe tootoo youngyoung toto recognizerecognize 
andand respondrespond toto humanehumane moralmoral obliga­obliga­
tions.tions. However,However, whilewhile thisthis maymay influ­influ­
enceence ourour evaluationevaluation ofof his/herhis/her charac­charac­
terter andand responsibilityresponsibility forfor his/herhis/her 
actionaction s,s, itit doesdoes notnot leadlead usus toto con­con­
eludeelude thatthat therethere isis nothingnothing wrongwrong withwith 
his/herhis/her tormentingtormenting thethe cat.cat. Torment­Torment­
inging catscats remainsremains aa wrong,wrong, whetherwhether itit 
isis donedone byby someonesomeone whowho "ought"ought toto 
knowknow better"better" oror byby someonesomeone whowho 
"can't"can't telltell rightright fromfrom wrong."wrong." ToTo 
taketake anotheranother example,example, ifif wewe determinedetermine 
thatthat someonesomeone isis criminallycriminally insane,insane, 
i.e.,i.e., isis incapableincapable ofof distinguishingdistinguishing 
rightright fromfrom wrong,wrong, thisthis affectsaffects ourour 
evaluationevaluation ofof his/herhis/her responsibilityresponsibility forfor 
his/herhis/her actionsactions andand whetherwhether he/shehe/she 
deservesdeserves punishmentpunishment forfor them.them. How­How­
ever,ever, itit doesdoes notnot readread usus toto concludeconclude 
thatthat therethere waswas nothnoth ii ngng wrongwrong withwith 

thosethose actions.actions. ThatThat theythey werewere com­com­
mittedmitted byby thethe criminallycriminally insaneinsane doesdoes 
notnot makemake casescases ofof unjustifiedunjustified homicidehomicide 
andand forcedforced sexualsexual intercourseintercourse morallymorally 
neutral;neutral; theythey areare stillstill casescases ofof murdermurder 
andand rape.rape. 

BeingBeing unableunable toto distinguishdistinguish rightright 
fromfrom wrongwrong maymay leaveleave thethe agentagent 
"innocent,"innocent, t!t! inin thethe sensesense ofof "not"not cul­cul­
pable,"pable," butbut itit doesdoes notnot leaveleave his/herhis/her 
actionsactions "innocent,""innocent," inin thethe sensesense ofof 
"bei"bei ngng neitherneither rightright nornor wrong.wrong. "" 
ThoseThose actionsactions maymay stillstill bebe rightright oror 
wrong;wrong; itit isis justjust thatthat thethe agentagent can­can­
notnot recognizerecognize this.this. WhileWhile KantiansKantians 
areare correctcorrect whenwhen theythey emphasizeemphasize thatthat 
actionsactions donedone forfor differentdifferent reasonsreasons maymay 
havehave differentdifferent moralmoral values,values, theythey areare 
notnot correctcorrect whenwhen theythey concludeconclude thatthat 
thethe entireentire moralmoral valuevalue ofof anan actionaction 
derivesderives fromfrom thethe agent'sagent's wiwi II.II. ThereThere 
areare agent-independentagent-independent dimensionsdimensions toto 
ourour moralmoral evaluations,evaluations, suchsuch asas thosethose 
concerningconcerning thethe consequencesconsequences ofof 
actionaction s,s, asas wellwell asas agent-dependentagent-dependent 
dimensions.dimensions. 11 Consequently,Consequently, therethere 
couldcould bebe aa wrongwrong forfor usus toto rightright inin 
predation,predation, eveneven ifif thatthat wrongwrong cannotcannot 
bebe thethe animals'animals' failurefailure toto fulfillfulfill theirtheir 
moralmoral obligations.obligations. So,So, thisthis secondsecond 
responseresponse toto thethe predationpredation reductioreductio 
alsoalso fails.fails. 

TheThe lastlast ofof thethe commoncommon butbut faultyfaulty 
responsesresponses wewe willwill considerconsider runsruns asas 
follows:follows: 

InIn beingbeing predators,predators, animalsanimals areare 
justjust followingfollowing theirtheir nature.nature. WeWe 
shouldshould respectrespect thethe naturalnatural 
needsneeds andand impulsesimpulses ofof others.others. 
Therefore,Therefore, wewe shouldshould notnot 
interfereinterfere withwith predation.predation. 

ThisThis t'esponset'esponse againagain challengeschallenges thethe 
moralmoral significancesignificance ofof (2)(2) inin thethe preda­preda­
tiontion reductio,reductio, thisthis timetime byby presumingpresuming 
thatthat respectingrespecting naturenature hashas aa higherhigher 
prioritypriority amongamong ourour moralmoral valuesvalues thanthan 
doesdoes preventingpreventing suffering.suffering. 

AtAt thethe veryvery least,least, thisthis presumptionpresumption 
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isis notnot obviouslyobviously true.true. 22 OneOne ofof thethe 
fundamentalfundamental andand pervasivepervasive functionsfunctions 
ofof moralmoral rulesrules andand educationeducation isis toto 
delimitdelimit andand inhibitinhibit thethe waysways inin whichwhich 
nativenative needsneeds maymay bebe fufu IfiIfi liedlied aa ndnd nat­nat­
uralural impulsesimpulses maymay bebe pursued.pursued. Espe­Espe­
ciallycially whenwhen somesome ofof usus "doing"doing whatwhat 
comescomes naturallyllnaturallyll resultsresults inin thethe suffer­suffer­
inging oror deathdeath ofof others,others, thethe standardstandard 
moralmoral responseresponse isis thatthat herehere isis anan 
aspectaspect oror expressionexpression ofof humanhuman naturenature 
whwh ichich doesdoes notnot meritmerit ouou rr respect.respect. 
ExamplesExamples ofof thisthis wouldwould bebe ourour lacklack ofof 
moralmoral respectrespect forfor andand manymany effortsefforts toto 
delimitdelimit andand inhibitinhibit ourour tendenciestendencies toto 
aggressionaggression andand dominance.dominance. WeWe maymay 
alsoalso notenote thatthat wewe simplysimply dodo notnot acceptaccept 
thisthis thirdthird responseresponse whenwhen ourour petspets oror 
chil'drenchil'dren areare thethe intendedintended victimsvictims ofof 
predators,predators, asas occasionallyoccasionally happenshappens 
whenwhen wewe ventuventu rere intointo theithei rr territoryterritory 
oror when,when, byby destroyidestroyi ngng theithei rr habi­habi­
tats,tats, wewe leaveleave themthem nono otherother survivalsurvival 
optionoption thanthan toto ventuventu rere intointo ouou rr com­com­
munitiesmunities inin searchsearch ofof prey.prey. WhenWhen itit 
comescomes toto ouou rr lovedloved ones,ones, wewe cleaclea rlyrly 
givegive higherhigher prioritypriority toto preventingpreventing 
sufferingsuffering andand deathdeath thanthan toto respectingrespecting 
natunatu re.re. 

Thus,Thus, thisthis thirdthird responseresponse toto thethe 
predationpredation reductioreductio assignsassigns aa prioritypriority 
toto thethe naturalnatural whichwhich isis notnot confirmedconfirmed 
byby commoncommon moralmoral practice.practice. WhileWhile thisthis 
doesdoes notnot invalidateinvalidate thethe argument,argument, itit 
doesdoes showshow thatthat suchsuch anan argumentargument hashas 
aa heavyheavy burdenburden ofof proofproof toto meetmeet 
beforebefore itit posesposes aa seriousserious challengechallenge toto 
thethe predationpredation reductio.reductio. ItIt alsoalso sug­sug­
gestsgests thatthat thisthis argumentargument isis disingenu­disingenu­
ous,ous, asas areare soso manymany otherother "it's"it's onlyonly 
natural"natural" referencesreferences inin moralmoral discus­discus­
sions.sions. WhenWhen ourour interestsinterests oror thethe 
interestsinterests ofof thosethose wewe caca rere forfor wiwi IIII bebe 
hurt,hurt, wewe dodo notnot recognizerecognize aa moralmoral 
obligationobligation toto "let"let naturenature taketake itsits 
coucou rse,"rse," butbut whenwhen wewe dodo notnot wantwant toto 
bebe botheredbothered withwith anan obligation,obligation, "that's"that's 
justjust thethe wayway thethe worldworld works"works" pro­pro­
videsvides aa handyhandy excuexcu se.se. 

II shallshall nownow developdevelop inin turnturn eacheach ofof 
thethe threethree responseresponse strategiesstrategies notednoted atat 
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thethe beginningbeginning ofof thisthis paper.paper. EachEach ofof 
thesethese strategiesstrategies providesprovides anan answeranswer 
sufficientsufficient toto defusedefuse thethe predationpredation 
reductio.reductio. TheThe reasonreason forfor takingtaking timetime 
toto dealdeal withwith allall threethree ofof themthem isis thatthat 
inin additionaddition toto dealingdealing withwith thethe preda­preda­
tiontion issue,issue, theythey provideprovide opportunitiesopportunities 
forfor reflectingreflecting onon g~neralg~neral questionsquestions 
concerningconcerning thethe logiclogic ofof moralmoral reason­reason­
ii ng.ng. EachEach ofof thesethese responsesresponses raises,raises, 
andand resolvesresolves inin aa differentdifferent way,way, thethe 
questionquestion ofof thethe practicalpractical significancesignificance 
ofof thethe absurdabsurd inin moralmoral reasoning.reasoning. 

I.I. WouldWould anan obligationobligation toto preventprevent 
predationpredation bebe absuabsu rd?rd? 

ConjuringConjuring upup aa picturepicture ofof militantmilitant 
animalanimal rightistsrightists fanningfanning outout acrossacross 
landland andand seasea toto protectprotect micemice fromfrom 
snakessnakes andand owls,owls, rabbitsrabbits fromfrom hawkshawks 
andand foxes,foxes, fishfish fromfrom bearsbears andand 
sharks,sharks, andand otherwiseotherwise makingmaking thethe 
worldworld safesafe forfor thethe smallsmall andand thethe her­her­
bivorousbivorous cancan easilyeasily makemake anan obligationobligation 
toto preventprevent predationpredation appeaappea rr aabsbs uu rd.rd. 
ButBut appearancesappearances cancan bebe deceiving.deceiving. 
WhatWhat isis commonlycommonly lostlost inin thethe laughlaugh ofof 
thethe predationpredation reductioreductio isis thatthat therethere 
areare severalseveral differentdifferent waysways inin whichwhich 
somethingsomething cancan bebe absurdabsurd andand thatthat thethe 
legitimacylegitimacy ofof thethe evaluationevaluation inin (4)(4) 
cannotcannot bebe ascertainedascertained untiluntil wewe knowknow 
justjust whichwhich ofof thesethese formsforms ofof absurdityabsurdity 
isis beingbeing asserted.asserted. 

WhenWhen philosophersphilosophers (perhaps,(perhaps, oth­oth­
ers,ers, too)too) thinkthink ofof absurdity,absurdity, thethe firstfirst 
thth iingng thatthat comescomes toto mimi ndnd isis logicallogical 
absurdity.absurdity. However,However, thatthat certainlycertainly 
cannotcannot bebe thethe sensesense ofof thethe termterm thatthat 
isis beingbeing employedemployed inin (4).(4). ThatThat 
humanshumans shouldshould attemptattempt toto preventprevent 
predationpredation isis notnot inin aa classclass withwith 
attemptingattempting toto squaresquare thethe circle,circle, makemake 
twotwo plusplus twotwo equalequal five,five, oror havehave aa 
sentencesentence bebe bothboth truetrue andand falsefalse atat thethe 
samesame timetime andand placeplace andand inin thethe samesame 
way.way. TheThe classicclassic formform ofof thethe reductioreductio 
adad absurdumabsurdum argumentargument requiresrequires thatthat 
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thethe conclusionconclusion entailedentailed byby thethe 
hypothesishypothesis inin questionquestion contradictcontradict somesome 
basicbasic principleprinciple ofof reasoning,reasoning, suchsuch asas 
thethe lawslaws ofof geometry,geometry, aa rithmetic,rithmetic, oror 
logic.logic. ThatThat humanshumans oughtought toto preventprevent 
predationpredation doesdoes notnot violateviolate anyany suchsuch 
lawlaw ofof reasoningreasoning andand is,is, therefore,therefore, 
notnot logicallylogically absuabsu rd.rd. 

AA moremore modernmodern formform ofof thethe reductioreductio 
isis thethe useuse ofof hypothetical-deductivehypothetical-deductive 
reasoningreasoning toto falsifyfalsify scientificscientific hypoth­hypoth­
eses.eses. InIn thisthis sortsort ofof reductio,reductio, thethe 
conclusionconclusion entailedentailed byby thethe hypothesishypothesis 
mustmust bebe contracontra ryry toto whatwhat isis observedobserved 
inin fact.fact. ButBut (3)(3) doesdoes notnot containcontain aa 
factualfactual claim,claim, e.e. g.g. ,, aboutabout thethe exis­exis­
tencetence ofof aa legallegal statutestatute obligatingobligating usus 
toto preventprevent predation.predation. Rather,Rather, (3)(3) 
containscontains anan imperativeimperative directingdirecting usus toto 
undertakeundertake suchsuch prevention.prevention. SinceSince (3)(3) 
doesdoes notnot containcontain aa factualfactual claim,claim, itit 
caca nn notnot bebe contracontra ryry toto somesome mattematte rr ofof 
fact.fact. Consequently,Consequently, (3)(3) isis notnot "fac­"fac­
tuallytually absurd,"absurd," either.either. 

RecentRecent studiesstudies ofof thethe useuse ofof papa ra­ra­
digmsdigms inin sciencescience suggestsuggest yetyet anotheranother 
wayway inin whichwhich aa reductioreductio maymay work.work. 
TheThe proposedproposed conclusionconclusion maymay contra­contra­
dictdict somesome thoroughthorough IyIy acceptedaccepted theory,theory, 
thethe principlesprinciples ofof whichwhich seemseem muchmuch lessless 
questionablequestionable thanthan thethe hypothesishypothesis fromfrom 
whichwhich thethe offendingoffending conclusionconclusion 
derives.derives. Then,Then, forcedforced toto choosechoose 
betweenbetween thethe thoroughlythoroughly acceptedaccepted 
theorytheory andand thethe moremore questionablequestionable 
hypothesis,hypothesis, wewe willwill feelfeel justifiedjustified inin 
rejectingrejecting thatthat hypothesishypothesis onon thethe 
groundsgrounds thatthat whatwhat itit entailsentails isis "theo­"theo­
reticallyretically absurd."absurd." ForFor example,example, ifif thethe 
conclusionsconclusions ofof one'sone's cosmologicalcosmological 
theorizingtheorizing contradictedcontradicted contemporarycontemporary 
quantumquantum mechanics,mechanics, thosethose conclusionsconclusions 
wouldwould likelylikely bebe consideredconsidered unworthyunworthy 
ofof seriousserious considerationconsideration andand thethe basesbases 
forfor themthem bebe dismissed.dismissed. ThisThis sortsort ofof 
absuabsu rdityrdity isis likelike logicallogical absuabsu rdity,rdity, thethe 
differencedifference beingbeing thatthat herehere thethe princi­princi­
plesples contradictedcontradicted maymay bebe substantivesubstantive 
ones,ones, whereaswhereas thosethose contradictedcontradicted inin 
thethe fifi rstrst casecase werewere strictlystrictly formalformal 
principles.principles. 

InIn thethe casecase atat hand,hand, environmentalenvironmental 
ethicistsethicists whowho holdhold thatthat "a"a thingthing isis 
rightright whenwhen itit tendstends toto preservepreserve thethe 
integrity,integrity, stability,stability, andand beautybeauty ofof thethe 
bioticbiotic community,community, [and][and] itit isis wrongwrong 
whenwhen itit tendstends otherwise"otherwise" 33 wouwou IdId 
doubtlessdoubtless findfind anan obligationobligation toto preventprevent 
predationpredation toto bebe theoreticallytheoretically absurd.absurd. 
However,However, suchsuch aa nn evaeva IIuationuation coucou IdId notnot 
bebe sustained,sustained, sincesince thethe aboveabove envi­envi­
ronmentalronmental principleprinciple doesdoes notnot enjoyenjoy 
anythinganything likelike thethe widewide acceptanceacceptance thatthat 
thethe basisbasis forfor anan evaluationevaluation ofof theoret­theoret­
icalical absurdityabsurdity mustmust possess.possess. Indeed,Indeed, 
thatthat environmentalenvironmental principleprinciple isis soso con­con­
trarytrary toto paradigmparadigm ethicalethical principles,principles, 
e.g.,e.g., inin givinggiving intrinsicintrinsic moralmoral valuevalue 
toto inaina nn imateimate objects,objects, thatthat itit i·si·s muchmuch 
likelylikely toto bebe thethe objectobject ofof aa theoreticaltheoretical 
reductioreductio thanthan thethe basisbasis forfor one.one. 

OfOf coucou rse,rse, II shallshall notnot eveneven trytry toto 
provideprovide aa completecomplete susu rveyrvey ofof otherother 
possiblepossible basesbases forfor labellinglabelling anan obliga­obliga­
tiontion toto preventprevent predationpredation theoreticallytheoretically 
absurd.absurd. II shallshall justjust notenote thatthat thethe 
humanehumane principleprinciple inin (1)(1) isis veryvery widelywidely 
acceptedaccepted today,today, eveneven ifif justjust whatwhat fol­fol­
lowslows fromfrom thatthat principleprinciple isis stillstill aa mat­mat­
terter ofof considerableconsiderable controversy.controversy. 
Usually;Usually; itit isis notnot thethe obligationobligation inin (1)(1) 
butbut interpretationsinterpretations ofof "avoidable""avoidable" andand 
"suffering""suffering" withinwithin thatthat obligationobligation andand 
questionsquestions aboutabout whetherwhether therethere areare 
rightsrights correlatedcorrelated withwith thisthis obligationobligation 
whichwhich areare atat issue.issue. Consequently,Consequently, itit 
isis highlyhighly doubtfuldoubtful thatthat therethere isis anyany 
moralmoral theorytheory whwh ichich isis soso muchmuch moremore 
thoroughlythoroughly acceptedaccepted thanthan ourour obliga­obliga­
ti.onti.on toto alleviatealleviate avoidableavoidable animalanimal suf­suf­
feringfering thatthat itit coucou IdId serveserve asas thethe basisbasis 
forfor discreditingdiscrediting thatthat humanehumane obligationobligation 
onon thethe groundsgrounds thatthat (3)(3) contradictscontradicts 
thatthat theorytheory andand is,is, therefore,therefore, theo­theo­
reticallyretically absurd.absurd. Rather,Rather, ifif therethere isis 
suchsuch aa contrarycontrary theory,theory, wewe wouldwould 
(initially,(initially, atat least)least) bebe leftleft inin aa condi­condi­
tiontion ofof moralmoral perplexity,perplexity, withwith widelywidely 
acceptedaccepted principlesprinciples entailingentailing contrarycontrary 
obiobi igationigation ss .. So,So, eveneven ifif (3)(3) werewere toto 
contradictcontradict thethe principlesprinciples ofof somesome ethi­ethi­
calcal theory,theory, itit wouldwould notnot "follow"follow thatthat itit 
couldcould properlyproperly bebe characterizedcharacterized asas 



 

31 31 

"theoretically"theoretically absurd."absurd." PrinciplesPrinciples ofof 
humanehumane moralitymorality areare probablyprobably tootoo 
widelywidely acceptedaccepted nowadaysnowadays toto permitpermit aa 
theoreticaltheoretical reductioreductio ofof them.them. 

AnotherAnother wayway inin whichwhich (3)(3) mightmight bebe 
absurdabsurd couldcould bebe labelledlabelled "contextual"contextual 
absurdity.1!absurdity.1! AA conclusionconclusion isis contextu­contextu­
allyally absurdabsurd ifif itit contradictscontradicts (the(the 
spiritspirit of)of) oneone oror moremore ofof itsits premises.premises. 
ItIt mightmight bebe aa rguedrgued thatthat whatwhat isis 
absurdabsurd aboutabout (3)(3) isis thatthat inin attemptingattempting 
toto preventprevent predation,predation, wewe wouldwould causecause 
muchmuch moremore sufferingsuffering thanthan wewe wouldwould 
prevent.prevent. MostMost obviously,obviously, wewe wouldwould 
havehave toto frustratefrustrate predatorspredators andand per­per­
hapshaps eveneven drivedrive manymany ofof themthem toto 
extinctionextinction (in(in thethe wild).wild). Further­Further­
more,more, wewe wouldwould havehave toto controlcontrol thethe 
populationpopulation explosionexplosion amongamong thethe formerformer 
preyprey whichwhich ourour preventionprevention ofof preda­preda­
tiontion wouldwould occasion.occasion. ThisThis wouldwould 
requirerequire frustratingfrustrating manymany ofof thesethese ani­ani­
mals,mals, too,too, andand wouldwould probablyprobably neces­neces­
sitatesitate subjectingsubjecting somesome ofof themthem toto thethe 
traumatrauma ofof surgerysurgery toto sterilizesterilize them.them. 

AsAs toto justjust howhow bleakbleak thethe indirectindirect 
consequencesconsequences ofof eliminatingeliminating predationpredation 
mightmight be,be, II willwill notnot quibble,quibble, becausebecause 
thisthis sortsort ofof objectionobjection isis easilyeasily andand 
reasonablyreasonably metmet byby reformulatingreformulating (3)(3) 
asas follows:follows: 

(3')(3') Therefore,Therefore, humanshumans wouldwould 
bebe obligatedobligated toto preventprevent preda­preda­
tiontion wheneverwhenever doingdoing soso wouldwould 
notnot occasionoccasion asas muchmuch oror moremore 
sufferingsuffering thanthan itit wouldwould pre­pre­
vent.vent. 

(3')(3') doesdoes notnot representrepresent aa retreatretreat fromfrom 
thethe moralmoral stancestance beingbeing advocatedadvocated inin 
(1).(1). (3')(3') merelymerely makesmakes explicitexplicit howhow 
(3)(3) mustmust bebe interpreted,interpreted, sincesince (3)(3) isis 
toto bebe aa consequenceconsequence ofof (1).(1). (1)(1) 
refersrefers toto alleviatingalleviating animalanimal suffering,suffering, 
andand thisthis wouldwould notnot bebe accomplishedaccomplished ifif 
preventipreventi ngng thethe sufferisufferi ngng causedcaused byby 
predationpredation causedcaused animalsanimals eveneven greatergreater 
suffering.suffering. Hence,Hence, onlyonly ifif (3)(3) isis 
interpretedinterpreted asas (3')(3') doesdoes itit validlyvalidly fol­fol­
lowlow fromfrom (1)(1) andand (2).(2). 
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ItIt mightmight bebe counteredcountered thatthat whilewhile 
(3')(3') meetsmeets thethe contextualcontextual objection,objection, itit 
doesdoes soso byby postulatingpostulating aa vacuousvacuous obli­obli­
gation,gation, sincesince therethere areare nono casescases ofof 
predationpredation whichwhich wouldwould fallfall underunder it.it. 
However,However, thatthat isis notnot true.true. (3')(3') wouldwould 
immediatelyimmediately obligateobligate usus toto preventprevent ouou rr 
petspets fromfrom beingbeing predators.predators. ItIt wouldwould 
alsoalso obligateobligate usus toto beginbegin exploringexploring 
otherother waysways inin whichwhich wewe couldcould reudcereudce 
thethe suffet~ingsuffet~ing causedcaused byby predationpredation 
withoutwithout occasioningoccasioning asas muchmuch oror moremore 
suffering,suffering, e.g.,e.g., inin zoos,zoos, wildlifewildlife pre­pre­
serves,serves, andand otherother areasareas wherewhere wewe areare 
alreadyalready managing·managing· animals.animals. 

ThTh us,us, (3')(3') contaicontai nnss aa susu bstabsta ntiventive 
obligationobligation whichwhich isis inin thethe spiritspirit ofof ourour 
obligationobligation toto alleviatealleviate avoidableavoidable animalanimal 
suffering.suffering. Consequently;Consequently; ifif contex­contex­
tualtual absurdityabsurdity isis thethe claimclaim inin (4),(4), itit 
isis unwarranted,unwarranted, andand wewe cancan makemake thisthis 
immediatelyimmediately clearclear byby substitutingsubstituting (3')(3') 
forfor (3).(3). 

However,However, contextualcontextual absuabsu rdityrdity doesdoes 
suggestsuggest yetyet anotheranother wayway inin whichwhich (3')(3') 
mightmight bebe absurd:absurd: "practical"practical absurd­absurd­
ity."ity." AsAs KantKant asserts,asserts, "ought"ought impliesimplies 
can;"can;" so,so, anan obligationobligation isis practicallypractically 
absurd,absurd, ifif itit commandscommands usus toto dodo some­some­
thingthing wewe cannotcannot do.do. Now,Now, itit reallyreally 
doesdoes seemseem inconceivableinconceivable thatthat wewe willwill 
everever bebe ableable toto eliminateeliminate predation.predation. 
OtherOther thanthan byby eliminatingeliminating carnivorouscarnivorous 
andand omnivorousomnivorous wildlifewildlife entirely,entirely, h9Wh9W 
areare wewe toto stopstop predatorspredators tromtrom catch­catch­
inging rodentsrodents inin thethe highlandhighland valleysvalleys ofof 
thethe RockiesRockies andand bigbig fishfish fromfrom eatingeating 
littlelittle fishfish inin thethe oceanocean depths?depths? OnlyOnly 
GodGod cancan see--andsee--and couldcould prevent--eachprevent--each 
sparrow'ssparrow's fall.fall. 

OnceOnce again,again, thisthis objectionobjection isis notnot asas 
seriousserious asas itit appearsappears toto be.be. ThatThat aa 
conditioncondition isis oneone wewe cannotcannot attainattain doesdoes 
notnot disqualifydisqualify itit fromfrom beingbeing aa usefuluseful 
moralmoral ideal.ideal. ForFor example,example, ChCh ristianristian 
ethicsethics instructsinstructs usus toto followfollow Christ'sChrist's 
example,example, eveneven thoughthough wewe cancan nevernever 
bebe asas goodgood asas Christ,Christ, sincesince HeHe waswas 
divinedivine ahdahd wewe areare not.not. Similarly,Similarly, 
KaKa ntnt assertsasserts thatthat thethe ultimateultimate 
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obligationobligation inin moralitymorality isis toto becomebecome aa 
holyholy will,will, whichwhich isis somethingsomething wewe cancan 
nevernever do,do, sincesince wewe areare notnot purelypurely 
rationalrational beingsbeings butbut havehave aa sensuoussensuous 
nature,nature, asas well.well. KantKant makesmakes thisthis 
situationsituation practicalpractical byby interpretinginterpreting thatthat 
ultimateultimate moralmoral obligationobligation asas anan obliga­obliga­
tiontion forfor usus toto strivestrive toto approximateapproximate 
everever moremore closelyclosely toto thethe unattainableunattainable 
idealideal ofof beingbeing holy.holy. 44 

SuchSuch examplesexamples indicateindicate thatthat whatwhat isis 
requirequi redred ofof aa practicalpractical moralmoral idealideal isis 
notnot thatthat itit bebe attainableattainable butbut merelymerely 
thatthat itit bebe somethingsomething wewe cancan workwork 
toward.toward. AsAs notednoted inin thethe discussiondiscussion ofof 
contextualcontextual absurdity,absurdity, thisthis isis aa condi­condi­
tiontion thatthat thethe obligationobligation toto prevent'prevent' 
predationpredation caca nn meet.meet. So,So, eveneven ifif wewe 
cannotcannot foreseeforesee ourselvesourselves beingbeing ableable toto 
stopstop predationpredation entirely,entirely, thethe obligationobligation 
toto preventprevent predationpredation caca nn stisti IIII fufu nnctionction 
asas aa moralmoral idealideal guidingguiding whatwhat wewe cancan 
do.do. Consequently,Consequently, itit isis notnot practi­practi­
callycally absurd.absurd. 

ThisThis wouldwould seemseem toto leaveleave onlyonly thethe 
ideaidea thatthat (3')(3') isis absurdabsurd becausebecause itit 
wouldwould directdirect humanshumans toto overstepoverstep theirtheir 
properproper placeplace inin thethe world.world. ItIt mightmight 
bebe claimedclaimed thatthat inin eveneven pursuingpursuing (3')(3') 
asas aa moralmoral ideal,ideal, wewe wouldwould bebe workingworking 
towardtoward attainingattaining God-likeGod-like controlcontrol overover 
nature,nature, somethingsomething whichwhich isis notnot merelymerely 
impracticalimpractical butbut aa falsefalse idealideal forfor ourour 
moralmoral endeavors.endeavors. 

Basically,Basically, thisthis sortsort ofof objectionobjection isis 
nothingnothing moremore thanthan purplepurple prose.prose. 
AppealsAppeals toto whatwhat isis "natural"natural andand 
proper"proper" havehave beenbeen pressedpressed asas objec­objec­
tionstions toto vivi rtuartua IlyIly everyevery moramora linlin nova­nova­
tiontion fromfrom thethe EmancipationEmancipation Proclama­Proclama­
tiontion throughthrough women'swomen's suffragesuffrage toto birthbirth 
control.control. TheseThese pastpast appealsappeals toto thethe 
naturallynaturally properproper havehave provenproven toto bebe 
nothingnothing moremore thanthan excusesexcuses forfor main­main­
tainingtaining thethe statusstatus quoquo oror forfor promot­promot­
inging personalpersonal preferences.preferences. ThereThere isis 
nono reasonreason toto believebelieve thatthat suchsuch appealsappeals 
areare anythinganything butbut excusesexcuses inin thethe dis­dis­
cussioncussion ofof ourour obligationsobligations toto animals,animals, 
either.either. 

WorkingWorking towardtoward preventi~gpreventi~g 

predationpredation wouldwould merelymerely bebe anan applica­applica­
tiontion ofof aa commoncommon humanhuman activityactivity whichwhich 
isis notnot ordinarilyordinarily regardedregarded asas unnatu­unnatu­
ralral oror anan expressionexpression ofof thethe sinsin ofof 
pride.pride. WeWe routirouti nelynely interfereinterfere withwith 
naturenature toto protectprotect ourselvesourselves (and(and otherother 
animals,animals, too)too) fromfrom suchsuch threatsthreats toto lifelife 
andand limblimb asas floodingflooding rivers,rivers, diseases,diseases, 
erosion,erosion, storms,storms, birthbirth defects,defects, infec­infec­
tions,tions, avalanches,avalanches, pestilence,pestilence, epidem­epidem­
ics,ics, andand decay.decay. IInterferinterferi ngng withwith 
naturenature inin anan attemptattempt toto makemake thethe 
worldworld aa happier,happier, moremore fulfilling,fulfilling, lessless 
dangerousdangerous placeplace toto livelive isis aa partpart ofof 
beingbeing human.human. Admittedly,Admittedly, wewe havehave 
notnot alwaysalways pursuedpursued thisthis projectproject suc­suc­
cessfullycessfully oror eveneven wisely,wisely, butbut particu­particu­
larlar failuresfailures andand stupiditiesstupidities dodo notnot 
demonstratedemonstrate thatthat thethe projectproject itselfitself isis 
somehowsomehow unnatural,unnatural, anan offenseoffense againstagainst 
God,God, oranoran attemptattempt byby usus toto overstepoverstep 
"our"our assignedassigned place"place" inin thethe worldworld 
(allowing,(allowing, forfor thethe purposespurposes ofof argu­argu­
ment,ment, thatthat itit eveneven mama keskes sensesense toto useuse 
suchsuch aa phrase).phrase). 

SinceSince thisthis sortsort ofof objectionobjection isis oftenoften 
expexp resres sedsed inin atat leastleast superficiallysuperficially 
religiousreligious termsterms andand probablyprobably makesmakes 
sensesense onlyonly inin aa religiousreligious context,context, 
somesome sortsort ofof appealappeal toto religiousreligious 
authorityauthority wouldwould seemseem toto bebe thethe mostmost 
likelylikely wayway ofof tryingtrying toto supportsupport it.it. 
However,However, ifif wewe turnturn toto Judeo-Chris­Judeo-Chris­
tiantian scripture,scripture, wewe findfind thatthat GodGod gavegave 
humanshumans dominiondominion overover thethe earthearth andand 
allall thatthat livelive uponupon it.it. NoNo mattermatter howhow 
oneone interpretsinterprets "dominion,""dominion," fromfrom abso­abso­
lutelute powerpower toto stewardship,stewardship, itit followsfollows 
thatthat GodGod has,has, atat thethe least,least, givengiven usus 
permissionpermission toto managemanage nature.nature. Fur­Fur­
thermore,thermore, sincesince thisthis scripturescripture alsoalso 
claimsclaims thatthat GodGod isis aa creatorcreator andand thatthat 
humanshumans havehave beenbeen createdcreated inin HisHis 
image,image, itit wouwou IdId seemseem toto followfollow thatthat inin 
exercisexercis iingng ouou rr domindomin ionion overover thethe 
earth,earth, wewe cancan bebe expectedexpected toto re-cre­re-cre­
ateate itit toto somesome degdeg ree-ree- -and-and thatthat re­re­
creationcreation isis notnot limitedlimited byby aa command­command­
mentment statistati nngg "T"T houhou ss hha,lta,lt notnot iintente rferfe rere 
withwith predation!"predation!" Judeo-ChristianJudeo-Christian tra­tra­
ditiondition thusthus doesdoes notnot supportsupport thethe 
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contentioncontention thatthat itit wouldwould bebe improperimproper 
forfor usus toto attemptattempt toto preventprevent preda­preda­
tion.tion. 

OfOf course,course, therethere areare otherother scrip­scrip­
turestures besidesbesides thethe Bible,Bible, butbut itit wouldwould 
certainlycertainly bebe outout ofof placeplace eveneven toto 
attemptattempt toto surveysurvey themthem here.here. WeWe maymay 
simplysimply notenote thatthat ifif therethere areare conflict­conflict­
inging religiousreligious teachingsteachings onon thisthis issue,issue, 
thatthat fact,fact, alongalong withwith thethe notoriousnotorious 
difficultiesdifficulties involvedinvolved inin tryingtrying toto findfind 
rationalrational groundsgrounds forfor choosingchoosing amongamong 
competingcompeting religiousreligious traditions,traditions, isis suf­suf­
ficientficient toto bluntblunt thethe forceforce ofof thisthis 
objectionobjection toto ouou rr havinghaving anan obligationobligation 
toto preventprevent predation.predation. Consequently,Consequently, 

.. itit seemsseems fafa iirr toto conclconcl udeude thatthat thethe 
chargecharge thatthat (3')(3') isis "unnaturally"unnaturally 
absurd"absurd" eithereither isis merelymerely rhetorical,rhetorical, 
doesdoes notnot fitfit withwith commoncommon practicepractice andand 
drawsdraws unwarrantedunwarranted conclusionsconclusions fromfrom 
ourour pastpast failures,failures, oror isis unwarrantedunwarranted 
byby thethe religiousreligious contextcontext neededneeded toto 
makemake itit atat allall sensible.sensible. WhicheverWhichever thethe 
option,option, whenwhen interpretedinterpreted asas aa chargecharge 
ofof unnaturalunnatural absurdity,absurdity, (4)(4) isis leftleft 
unwarranted.unwarranted. 

Thus,Thus, atat thethe veryvery least,least, itit isis notnot 
atat allall clearclear thatthat thethe evaluationevaluation inin (4)(4) 
isis warranted.warranted. SinceSince aa reductioreductio adad 
absurdumabsurdum argumentargument reliesrelies onon thethe 
absurdityabsurdity ofof thethe proposedproposed conclusionconclusion 
beibei ngng blatant,blatant, itit followsfollows thatthat thethe pp re­re­
dationdation reductioreductio ofof humanhuman obligationsobligations toto 
animalsanimals fails.fails. 

OfOf thethe reasonsreasons justjust offeredoffered forfor thisthis 
failure,failure, perhapsperhaps thethe oneone withwith thethe 
greatestgreatest generalgeneral importimport isis thatthat 
althoughalthough somethingsomething maymay bebe impracticalimpractical 
asas anan immediateimmediate goalgoal ofof ouou rr moralmoral 
endeavors,endeavors, thatthat doesdoes notnot disqualifydisqualify itit 
fromfrom beingbeing aa usefuluseful moralmoral idealideal guid­guid­
inging whatwhat wewe cancan accomplish.accomplish. TheThe 
spectrespectre ofof grossgross impracticalityimpracticality seemsseems 
toto bebe whatwhat underliesunderlies thethe feelingfeeling thatthat 
therethere isis somethingsomething absurdabsurd inin thethe ideaidea 
ofof humanshumans beingbeing obligatedobligated toto preventprevent 
predation.predation. RecognizingRecognizing thatthat anan unat­unat­
tainabletainable conditioncondition maymay stillstill serveserve asas aa 
usefuluseful guidingguiding idealideal forfor whatwhat isis at-at-
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tainabletainable dispersesdisperses thisthis spectrespectre byby 
givinggiving practicalpractical importimport toto thethe unattai­unattai­
nablenable andand showingshowing thatthat anan obligationobligation 
isis notnot absurdabsurd justjust becausebecause itit com­com­
mandsmands usus toto pursuepursue whatwhat wewe cannotcannot 
attain.attain. 

II.II. WouldWould anan obligationobligation toto preventprevent 
avoidableavoidable animalanimal sufferingsuffering entailentail anan 
obligationobligation toto preventprevent predation?predation? 

ThroughThrough thethe years,years, moralmoral philoso­philoso­
phersphers havehave agreedagreed withwith AristotleAristotle thatthat 
ethicsethics isis "a"a practicalpractical science,"science," butbut 
justjust whatwhat isis involvedinvolved inin aa sciencescience 
beingbeing aa practical'practical' oneone isis notnot well-es­well-es­
tablished.tablished. AA classicalclassical ideal,ideal, exempli­exempli­
fiedfied inin Plato'sPlato's RepublicRepublic andand Spinoza'sSpinoza's 
Ethics,Ethics, isis thatthat reasonreason functionsfunctions inin 
fundamentallyfundamentally thethe samesame wayway inin allall 
areas,areas, withwith onlyonly thethe subjectsubject mattersmatters 
andand thethe conclusionsconclusions beingbeing different,different, 
thethe conclusionconclusion ofof theoreticaltheoretical reasoningreasoning 
beingbeing knowledge,knowledge, whilewhile thethe conclusionconclusion 
ofof practicalpractical reasoningreasoning isis action.action. OnOn 
thethe otherother hand,hand, contemporary,contemporary, non­non­
cognitivistcognitivist meta-ethicalmeta-ethical theoriestheories pointpoint 
towardtoward fundamentalfundamental differencesdifferences inin thethe 
operationsoperations ofof reasonreason inin practicalpractical andand 
theoreticaltheoretical endeavours.endeavours. II findfind thethe 
non-cognitivistnon-cognitivist analysisanalysis moremore crediblecredible 
thanthan thethe classicalclassical ideal,ideal, andand whatwhat II 
wantwant toto suggestsuggest herehere isis thatthat therethere isis 
aa rulerule forfor practicalpractical reasoningreasoning whichwhich 
rendersrenders oneone kindkind ofof reductioreductio invalidinvalid 
inin practicalpractical contexts,contexts, eveneven thougthoug hh 
thatthat kindkind ofof argumentargument doesdoes notnot violateviolate 
thethe generalgeneral rulesrules ofof logic.logic. TheThe effecteffect 
ofof thisthis rulerule willwill bebe toto renderrender aa certaincertain 
criticalcritical strategystrategy fallaciousfallacious inin practicalpractical 
contexts,contexts, suchsuch asas ethics.ethics. 

ThisThis rulerule isis suggestedsuggested byby aa recentrecent 
responseresponse toto oneone ofof thethe standastanda rdrd criti­criti­
cismscisms ofof utilitarianism.utilitarianism. ThatThat criticismcriticism 
ofof utilitarianismutilitarianism hashas takentaken thethe formform ofof 
imaginingimagining somesome BraveBrave NewNew WorldWorld whichwhich 
seemsseems toto fulfillfulfill thethe principleprinciple ofof utilityutility 
butbut whichwhich isis intuitivelyintuitively unacceptable.unacceptable. 
ThisThis isis supposedsupposed toto provideprovide aa reductioreductio 
ofof utilitarianism.utilitarianism. ForFor example,example, envi­envi­
ronmentalronmental etheth icistsicists havehave criticizedcriticized 
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utilitarianismutilitarianism onon thethe groundsgrounds thatthat ifif 
wewe werewere capablecapable ofof replacireplaci ngng natunatu rere 
witwithaphapIIaasstictic enen vivi roro nnmenmen tt wwhihi cc hh 99 aaveve 
asas muchmuch happinesshappiness asas thethe naturalnatural oneone 
toto allall sentientsentient beingsbeings involvedinvolved (some­(some­
thingthing wewe areare notnot eveneven nearnear beingbeing ableable 
toto do),do), thenthen thethe principleprinciple ofof utilityutility 
coucou IdId notnot generategenerate aa nn obligationobligation forfor 
usus toto favorfavor thethe naturalnatural environmentenvironment 
overover thethe plasticplastic one.one. AA recentrecent lineline ofof 
responseresponse toto thisthis sortsort ofof criticismcriticism hashas 
beenbeen toto denydeny thethe relevancerelevance ofof suchsuch 
imaginativeimaginative constructionsconstructions byby arguingarguing 
thatthat sincesince utilitarianismutilitarianism isis aa moralmoral 
philosophyphilosophy forfor workingworking withwith thethe prob­prob­
lemslems ofof thethe worldworld inin whichwhich wewe actuallyactually 
live,live, itit mustmust bebe evaluatedevaluated onon thethe basisbasis 
ofof howhow itit inin stst ructsructs usus toto deadea II withwith 
real,real, notnot imaginary,imaginary, problemsproblems andand 
possibilities.possibilities. ss Thus,Thus, thisthis defensedefense ofof 
utilitarianismutilitarianism undercutsundercuts aa lineline ofof criti­criti­
cismcism byby emphasizingemphasizing thethe practicalitypracticality ofof 
ethics,ethics, andand thisthis takestakes thethe formform ofof 
confiningconfining thethe domaindomain ofof inferenceinference fromfrom 
thethe principleprinciple ofof utilityutility toto mattersmatters ofof 
contemporarycontemporary concernconcern andand possiblepossible 
response.response. 

II findfind thisthis defensedefense ofof utilitarianismutilitarianism 
thoroughlythoroughly appropriate,appropriate, sincesince II findfind 
sciencescience fictionfiction andand "worst"worst conceivableconceivable 
case"case" criticismscriticisms ofof ethicalethical principlesprinciples toto 
missmiss thethe pointpoint ofof doingdoing ethics,ethics, aa 
practicalpractical science,science, altogether.altogether. II wantwant 
toto suggestsuggest herehere aa KantianKantian analogueanalogue toto 
thisthis defensedefense ofof utilitarianism.utilitarianism. WhatWhat II 
proposepropose isis thatthat "ought"ought impliesimplies can"can" bebe 
interpretedinterpreted asas aa rulerule forfor practicalpractical 
reasoning,reasoning, andand II offeroffer thethe followingfollowing asas 
aa formuformu lationlation ofof thatthat ruru Ie:Ie: 

AnAn argumentargument ofof thethe formform "P,"P, 
Q,Q, R,R, .... YY /Therefore/Therefore 55 
oughtought toto z"z" isis valval idid onlyonly ifif "5"5 
cancan z"z" isis true.true. 66 

JustJust howhow "can""can" isis toto bebe interpretedinterpreted 
andand justjust howhow wewe areare toto determinedetermine 
whetherwhether "s"s cancan z"z" isis true,true, shallshall 
leaveleave atat thethe intuitiveintuitive level.level. DetailedDetailed 
responsesresponses toto thesethese issuesissues wouldwould likelylikely 
requirerequire differentdifferent answersanswers forfor differentdifferent 
cases,cases, e.g.,e.g., casescases involvinginvolving specificspecific 

imperativesimperatives vs.vs. thosethose involvinginvolving gen­gen­
eraleral imperatives,imperatives, wouldwould alsoalso havehave toto 
grapplegrapple withwith thethe issueissue ofof "can"can attain"attain" 
vs.vs. "can"can workwork toward,"toward," and,and, fortu­fortu­
nately,nately, areare notnot necessarynecessary toto dealdeal withwith 
thethe issueissue atat hand,hand, the.the. predationpredation 
reductio.reductio. 

InIn thethe previousprevious section,section, wewe dis­dis­
cussedcussed severalseveral differentdifferent kindskinds ofof 
reductios,reductios, dd ifferentiatiifferentiati ngng themthem onon thethe 
basisbasis ofof thethe wayway inin whichwhich thethe pro­pro­
posedposed conclusionconclusion isis supposedsupposed toto bebe 
absurd.absurd. TheThe aboveabove rulerule forfor practicalpractical 
reasonreason iingng doesdoes notnot affectaffect mostmost ofof 
thosethose kiki ndsnds ofof reductios,reductios, butbut itit doesdoes 
affectaffect thosethose ofof thethe form:form: 

IfIf PP werewere true,true, SS wouldwould bebe 
obligatedobligated toto dodo somethingsomething he/he/ 
sheshe cannotcannot do,do, whichwhich isis 
absurd.absurd. 

AccordingAccording toto thethe aboveabove rule,rule, thisthis 
practicalpractical reductioreductio doesdoes notnot discreditdiscredit 
P.P. Rather,Rather, thethe inferenceinference fromfrom PP toto 
liSliS oughtought toto z"z" isis invalidinvalid preciselyprecisely 
becausebecause "s"s cancan z"z" isis false.false. ThatThat is,is, 
inin aa practicalpractical science,science, i.e.,i.e., oneone whichwhich 
(among(among otherother things)things) adoptsadopts thethe aboveabove 
rulerule ofof reasoning,reasoning, thethe practicalpractical 
reductioreductio isis notnot anan availableavailable lineline ofof 
criticism.criticism. ThisThis isis becausebecause inin aa prac­prac­
ticaltical science,science, itit isis notnot thethe casecase thatthat 
inferencesinferences toto impracticalimpractical obligationsobligations 
areare validvalid butbut unsound,unsound, asas theythey wouldwould 
havehave toto bebe forfor aa legitimatelegitimate reductio.reductio. 
Rather,Rather, .. suchsuch inferencesinferences areare simplysimply 
invalid.invalid. 77 

OfOf course,course, thisthis conclusionconclusion dependsdepends 
onon thethe aboveabove rulerule (or(or somethingsomething veryvery 
muchmuch likelike it)it) beingbeing acceptable,acceptable, andand 
whilewhile havinghaving specialspecial rulesrules ofof inferenceinference 
forfor limitedlimited domainsdomains ofof reasoningreasoning isis 
unproblematic,unproblematic, itit mightmight bebe objectedobjected 
thatthat aa rulerule ofof reasoningreasoning whichwhich basesbases 
thethe validityvalidity ofof anan inferenceinference onon some­some­
thingthing beingbeing truetrue confusesconfuses logicallogical withwith 
factualfactual issues.issues. FromFrom thethe viewpointviewpoint ofof 
theoreticaltheoretical reasonreason ii ng,ng, suchsuch aa criticismcriticism 
mightmight bebe well-taken,well-taken, butbut ifif one'sone's con­con­
cerncern isis practical,practical, thenthen keepingkeeping 
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inferencesinferences inin touchtouch withwith thethe factsfacts ofof 
thethe worldworld isis notnot confusionconfusion butbut reason­reason­
ableness.ableness. LimitingLimiting ourour concernconcern toto 
realreal problemsproblems andand possibilitiespossibilities isis atat 
leastleast anan importantimportant partpart ofof whatwhat itit 
meansmeans toto bebe "practical,""practical," andand whatwhat thethe 
aboveabove rulerule forfor practicalpractical reasoningreasoning 
doesdoes isis toto makemake aa logicallogical contributioncontribution 
toto specifyingspecifying thatthat practicalpractical attitude.attitude. 
Consequently,Consequently, itit wouldwould bebe aa categorycategory 
mistakemistake toto criticizecriticize thatthat rulerule forfor notnot 
employingemploying thethe distinctiondistinction betweenbetween log­log­
icalical andand factualfactual issuesissues employedemployed inin 
admittedlyadmittedly nonnon -practical-practical contexts.contexts. 88 

RetuRetu rnrn iingng toto thethe predationpredation reduc­reduc­
tio,tio, thethe analysisanalysis ofof thethe previousprevious sec­sec­
tiontion indicatesindicates thatthat ifif (3')(3') isis absurd,absurd, itit 
isis becausebecause itit containscontains anan obligationobligation wewe 
cannotcannot fulfill.fulfill. Consequently,Consequently, ifif thethe 
predationpredation reductioreductio isis toto succeed,succeed, itit 
mustmust bebe asas aa practicalpractical reductio,reductio, 
ratherrather thanthan asas aa logicallogical reductio,reductio, fac­fac­
tualtual reductio,reductio, etc.etc. ButBut sincesince thisthis isis 
anan ethicalethical issue,issue, thethe rulesrules ofof practicalpractical 
reasoningreasoning apply,apply, includingincluding thethe pro­pro­
hihi bb itionition agaiagai nnstst impimp ractiracti caca II .. iinfenfe rencesrences .. 
Consequently,Consequently, ifif (3')(3') isis impractical,impractical, 
(1)(1) andand (2)(2) dodo notnot entailentail (3').(3'). ThatThat 
is,is, ifif wewe cannotcannot preventprevent predation,predation, 
thethe aboveabove rulerule forfor practicalpractical reasoningreasoning 
tellstells usus thatthat ourour obligationobligation toto alleviatealleviate 
,avoidable,avoidable animalanimal sufferingsuffering cannotcannot 
entailentail anan obligationobligation toto preventprevent preda­preda­
tion.tion. Thus,Thus, thethe predationpredation reductioreductio isis 
fallacious.fallacious. TheThe veryvery thingthing thatthat waswas 
supposedsupposed toto renderrender (3')(3') absurdabsurd actu­actu­
allyally rendersrenders thethe inferenceinference fromfrom (1)(1) 
andand (2)(2) toto (3')(3') invalid.invalid. 

OfOf course,course, thethe analysisanalysis ofof thethe pre­pre­
viousvious sectionsection indicatesindicates thatthat anan obliga­obliga­
tiontion toto preventprevent predationpredation wouwou IdId notnot bebe 
impractical,impractical, eveneven thoughthough completelycompletely 
eliminatingeliminating predationpredation mightmight bebe impos­impos­
sible.sible. So,So, thethe aboveabove rulerule forfor practi­practi­
calcal reasoningreasoning maymay notnot bebe necessarynecessary toto 
savesave ouou rr obligationobligation toto alleviatealleviate avoida­avoida­
bleble animalanimal sufferingsuffering fromfrom thethe preda­preda­
tiontion reductio.reductio. .. Nonetheless,Nonetheless, II thth inkink 
thethe analysisanalysis ofof thisthis sectionsection isis espe­espe­
ciallycially important,important, notnot onlyonly asas aa back­back­
stop,stop, shouldshould somesome flawflaw bebe foundfound inin 
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ourour handlinghandling ofof practicalitypracticality inin thethe 
fifi rstrst section,section, butbut alsoalso becausebecause thethe 
practicalpractical ruru IeIe ofof inferenceinference developeddeveloped 
herehere expressesexpresses thethe properproper rolerole forfor 
practicalpractical absurdityabsurdity inin ethics.ethics. Imprac­Imprac­
ticaltical inferencesinferences dodo notnot discreditdiscredit ethi­ethi­
calcal principles;principles; suchsuch inferencesinferences markmark 
thethe boundariesboundaries ofof ethicalethical concern.concern. WeWe 
shallshall developdevelop thisthis ideaidea furtherfurther inin thethe 
nextnext section.section. 

III.III. IfIf anan obligationobligation toto alleviatealleviate avoi­avoi­
dabledable animalanimal sufferingsuffering entailedentailed anan 
obiobi igationigation toto preventprevent predationpredation andand ifif 
thethe latterlatter obligationobligation wouldwould bebe absurd,absurd, 
wouldwould itit followfollow thatthat wewe areare notnot obli­obli­
gatedgated toto alleviatealleviate avoidableavoidable animalanimal 
suffering?suffering? 

WhenWhen wewe findfind that·that· aa hypothesishypothesis 
leadsleads toto anan unacceptableunacceptable conclusion,conclusion, 
wewe needneed notnot simplysimply inferinfer thatthat thethe 
hypothesishypothesis isis alsoalso unacceptable.unacceptable. 
Rather,Rather, thethe conclusionconclusion maymay bebe usedused asas 
aa guideguide forfor discoveringdiscovering whatwhat isis wrongwrong 
withwith thethe hypothesis,hypothesis, howhow wewe shouldshould 
interpretinterpret thethe hypothesis,hypothesis, howhow wewe 
mightmight reviserevise thethe hypothesis,hypothesis, oror whatwhat 
isis andand whatwhat isis notnot coveredcovered byby thatthat 
hypothesis.hypothesis. If,If, inin spitespite ofof thethe analy­analy­
sesses ofof thethe previousprevious sections,sections, wewe 
acceptaccept (1)(1) throughthrough (4)(4) inin thethe preda­preda­
tiontion reductio,reductio, thatthat argumentargument fallsfalls 
underunder thethe lastlast ofof thesethese options.options. ThatThat 
is,is, ratherrather thanthan discreditingdiscrediting (1),(1), thethe 
predationpredation reductioreductio helpshelps showshow usus whatwhat 
isis andand whatwhat isis notnot coveredcovered byby ouou rr 
obligationobligation toto alleviatealleviate avoidableavoidable animalanimal 
suffering.suffering. 

IInn thethe fifi rstrst section,section, wewe discovereddiscovered 
thatthat (4)(4) isis ambiguousambiguous andand thatthat thethe 
onlyonly substantivesubstantive interpretationinterpretation ofof itit 
wouldwould bebe moremore clearlyclearly formulatedformulated asas 
follows:follows: 

(4')(4') ThatThat wewe oughtought toto preventprevent 
predationpredation wouldwould bebe anan imprac­imprac­
ticaltical obligation.obligation. 

(4')(4') clearlyclearly indicatesindicates thatthat whatwhat isis 
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(supposedly)(supposedly) absurdabsurd aboutabout thethe obliga­obliga­
tiontion inin (3')(3') isis thatthat itit isis beyondbeyond ourour 
powerpower toto fulfillfulfill thatthat obligation.obligation. ButBut ifif 
wewe caca nnnotnot preventprevent predation,predation, --itit fol­fol­
lowslows thatthat thethe sufferingsuffering ofof animalsanimals whowho 
areare preyedpreyed uponupon byby otherother animalsanimals isis 
notnot avoidableavoidable sufferingsuffering and,and, there­there­
fore,fore, isis notnot coveredcovered byby ouou rr obligationobligation 
toto alleviatealleviate avoidableavoidable animalanimal suffering.suffering. 
Therefore,Therefore, thethe conclusionconclusion toto bebe drawndrawn 
fromfrom (1)(1) throughthrough (4')(4') isis notnot (5)(5) butbut 
thethe following:following: 

(5')(5') Therefore,Therefore, animalanimal suffer­suffer­
iingng duedue toto predationpredation isis notnot 
includedincluded amongamong thethe casescases ofof 
animalanimal sufferingsuffering whichwhich humanshumans 
areare obligatedobligated toto alleviate.alleviate. 

SayingSaying thatthat predationpredation isis unavoida­unavoida­
bleble maymay strikestrike somesome asas beingbeing asas sim­sim­
plisticplistic andand self-servingself-serving asas sayingsaying thatthat 
eatingeating meatmeat isis necessarynecessary forfor humanhuman 
healthhealth andand happiness.happiness. However,However, whilewhile 
predationpredation thatthat isis avoidable,avoidable, e.e. g.g. ,, 
predationpredation byby ourour pets,pets, maymay escapeescape thethe 
argumentargument ofof thethe precedingpreceding paragraph,paragraph, 
itit willwill notnot helphelp salvagesalvage thethe predationpredation 
reductio.reductio. AnyAny predationpredation thatthat isis avoi­avoi­
dabledable inin thethe sensesense atat issueissue here,here, 
namely,namely, "preventable"preventable byby humans,"humans," isis 
notnot somethingsomething itit wouldwould bebe practicallypractically 
absu!rdabsu!rd forfor usus toto bebe obligatedobligated toto pre­pre­
vent.vent. Therefore,Therefore, predationpredation coveredcovered 
byby (1)(1) isis notnot coveredcovered byby (4').(4'). So,So, inin 
everyevery case,case, eithereither thethe predationpredation isis 
notnot coveredcovered byby (1),(1), oror itit isis notnot cov­cov­
ered:ered: byby (4').(4'). Consequently,Consequently, inin nono 
casecase cancan (1)(1) throughthrough (4')(4') justifyjustify 
(5).~(5).~ 

OfOf course,course, thethe pointpoint stillstill remainsremains 
thatthat notnot allall predationpredation isis unavoidable.unavoidable. 
ButBut wewe nownow knowknow thethe practicalpractical con-con-

elusionelusion toto bebe drawndrawn fromfrom thth is:is: 
WhereWhere wewe cancan preventprevent preda­preda­
tiontion withoutwithout occasioningoccasioning asas 
muchmuch oror moremore sufferingsuffering thanthan 
wewe wouldwould prevent,prevent, wewe areare obli­obli ­
gatedgated toto dodo soso byby thethe principleprinciple 
thatthat wewe areare obligatedobligated toto allevi­allevi­
ateate avoidableavoidable animalanimal suffering.suffering. 
WhereWhere wewe cannotcannot preventprevent 
predationpredation oror caca nn notnot do·do· soso 
withoutwithout occasioningoccasioning asas muchmuch oror 
moremore sufferingsuffering thanthan wewe wouldwould 
prevent,prevent, thatthat principleprinciple doesdoes 
notnot obiobi igateigate usus toto attemptattempt toto 
preventprevent predation.predation. 1010 

WhileWhile thatthat isis thethe specificspecific moralmoral ofof 
thisthis story,story, thethe generalgeneral moralmoral thatthat 
runsruns throughthrough allall threethree ofof thethe aboveabove 
analysesanalyses isis thatthat whilewhile aa concernconcern withwith 
practicalitypracticality isis certainlycertainly relevantrelevant inin 
ethicalethical disputations,disputations, exactlyexactly howhow thethe 
issueissue ofof practicalitypracticality figuresfigures intointo ethi­ethi­
calcal deliberationsdeliberations isis notnot immediatelyimmediately 
obviousobvious andand isis inin needneed ofof carefulcareful 
reflectionreflection andand clarification.clarification. SuchSuch 
clarificationclarification maymay involveinvolve carefullycarefully dif­dif­
ferentiatingferentiating thethe waysways inin whichwhich differ­differ­
entent elementselements ofof ouou rr moralmoral theoriestheories 
work,work, e.g.,e.g., differentiatingdifferentiating unattaina­unattaina­
bleble moralmoral idealsideals fromfrom attainableattainable moralmoral 
goals,goals, asas waswas donedone inin sectionsection I.I. OrOr 
itit maymay involveinvolve recognizingrecognizing thatthat therethere 
areare rulesrules forfor practicalpractical reasoningreasoning notnot 
foundfound inin theoreticaltheoretical reasoning,reasoning, suchsuch 
asas thethe rulerule discusseddiscussed inin sectionsection II.II. 
OrOr itit maymay involveinvolve clarifyingclarifying a!T!bigui­a!T!bigui­
tiesties inin keykey termsterms relatedrelated toto practical­practical­
ity,ity, asas waswas donedone withwith "avoidable""avoidable" inin 
sectionsection III.III. WhicheverWhichever ofof thesethese pro­pro­
cedurescedures isis followed,followed, thethe issueissue ofof 
practicalitypracticality willwill bebe treatedtreated asas aa guideguide 
forfor moralmoral concern,concern, ratherrather thanthan asas anan 
occasionoccasion forfor ridiculingridiculing thatthat concern.concern. 
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NotesNotes 

11 .. ForFor anan extendedextended discussiondiscussion ofof 
thisthis point,point, seesee mymy "Moral"Moral ValueValue andand 
Reason,"Reason," TheThe MonistMonist 66/166/1 (1983),(1983), pp.pp. 
146-159.146-159. 

2.2. CriticallyCritically discussingdiscussing argumentsarguments 
concerningconcerning whatwhat isis duedue thethe naturalnatural isis 
mademade difficultdifficult byby thethe strong,strong, positivepositive 
evaluativeevaluative meaningmeaning ofof "natural""natural" inin itsits 
oppositionopposition toto "artificial,""artificial," "distorted,""distorted," 
"disguised,""disguised," "polluted,""polluted," andand otherother 
suchsuch terms.terms. But,But, ofof course,course, toto thethe 
degreedegree thatthat anan argumentargument tradestrades onon 
thatthat evaluativeevaluative meaningmeaning ofof thethe term,term, itit 
begsbegs thethe questionquestion ofof thethe respectrespect duedue 
thethe "natural,""natural," inin thethe sensesense ofof thethe 
termterm whichwhich isis descriptivedescriptive andand refersrefers 
toto thethe native,native, instinctual,instinctual, biological,biological, 
unmanufactured,unmanufactured, etc.etc. 

3.3. AldoAldo Leopold,Leopold, AA SandSand CountyCounty 
AlmanacAlmanac (Oxford:(Oxford: OxfordOxford UniversityUniversity 
Press,Press, 1949),1949), pp.pp. 224-225.224-225. 

4.4. ImmanuelImmanuel Kant,Kant, CritiqueCritique ofof 
PracticalPractical Reason,Reason, BookBook II,II, ChapterChapter II,II, 
PartPart IV.IV. 

5.5. R.R. M.M. HaHa rere developsdevelops thth isis sortsort 
ofof defensedefense ofof utilitarianismutilitarianism inin "Ethical"Ethical 
TheoryTheory andand Utilitarianism,"Utilitarianism," inin Con­Con­
temporarytemporary BritishBritish Philosophy,Philosophy, volumevolume 
4,4, ed.ed. H.H. D.D. LewisLewis (London:(London: AllenAllen 
andand Unwin,Unwin, 1976).1976). 

6.6. II suspectsuspect thatthat logicallylogically speci­speci­
fyingfying "ought"ought impliesimplies can"can" asas aa princi­princi­
pleple ofof practicalpractical reasoningreasoning wouldwould 
requirerequire elaboratingelaborating aa wholewhole familyfamily ofof 
rulesrules forfor practicalpractical reasoning.reasoning. ForFor 
example,example, inin additionaddition toto thethe aboveabove 
inferenceinference rule,rule, therethere mustmust alsoalso bebe aa 
selectionselection rulerule 'like'like '''s'''s oughtought toto z'z' isis aa 
basicbasic moralmoral principleprinciple onlyonly if'Sif'S cancan z'z' 
'is'is true."true." Fortunately,Fortunately, itit isis notnot nec­nec­
essaryessary toto produceproduce thethe entireentire familyfamily inin 
orderorder toto dealdeal withwith thethe predationpredation 
reductio.reductio. 

7.7. SinceSince itit isis doubtfuldoubtful thatthat aa 
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practicalpractical reductioreductio wouldwould bebe ofof anyany useuse 
inaina nonnon -- pp ractiracti caca II context,context, itit followsfollows 
thatthat thethe practicalpractical reductioreductio isis probablyprobably 
anan altogetheraltogether worthlessworthless formform ofof criti­criti­
cism.cism. 

8.8. WeWe maymay alsoalso notenote thatthat basingbasing 
thethe validityvalidity ofof inferencesinferences onon factualfactual 
considerationsconsiderations isis notnot unheardunheard ofof eveneven 
inin thethe theoreticaltheoretical sciences.sciences. TheThe mostmost 
obviousobvious exampleexample ofof thisthis isis thethe "exis­"exis­
tentialtential hypothesis"hypothesis" thatthat "There"There existsexists 
atat leastleast oneone membermember ofof S"S" isis true,true, 
whichwhich isis requiredrequired ifif thethe immediateimmediate 
inferenceinference fromfrom "All"All SS areare P"P" toto "Some"Some 
SS areare P"P" isis toto bebe valid.valid. PerhapsPerhaps 
Aristotle'sAristotle's presumptionpresumption ofof thethe existen­existen­
tialtial hypothesishypothesis isis aa testimonytestimony toto hishis 
beliefbelief thatthat eveneven logiclogic shouldshould bebe prac­prac­
tical.tical. 

9.9. InIn lineline withwith thethe discussiondiscussion ofof 
contextualcontextual absurdityabsurdity inin thethe firstfirst sec­sec­
tion,tion, itit mightmight bebe aa rguedrgued thatthat "avoida­"avoida­
ble"ble" inin (1)(1) shouldshould bebe interpretedinterpreted asas 
"preventable"preventable byby humanshumans withoutwithout occa­occa­
sioningsioning equalequal oror greatergreater suffering."suffering." 
ThisThis interpretationinterpretation wouldwould supportsupport thethe 
pointpoint beingbeing mademade herehere justjust asas wellwell asas 
thethe shortershorter interpretationinterpretation justjust dis­dis­
cussed.cussed. UsingUsing thethe expandedexpanded inter­inter­
pretationpretation ofof "avoidable""avoidable" wouwou IdId requrequ ireire 
thatthat wewe interpretinterpret (4)(4) asas follows:follows: 

(4(4 1111 
)) ThatThat wewe oughtought toto pre­pre­

ventvent predationpredation wouldwould bebe anan 
obligationobligation toto occasionoccasion asas muchmuch 
oror moremore sufferingsuffering asas wewe wouldwould 
prevent.prevent. 

ItIt followsfollows thatthat anyany casecase ofof preda­preda­
tiontion coveredcovered byby (1)(1) wouldwould notnot bebe cov­cov­
eredered byby (4")(4") andand vicevice versa.versa. So,So, (1)(1) 

(4(4 1111throughthrough )) couldcould notnot supportsupport (5)(5) 
anyany moremore thanthan cancan (1)(1) throughthrough (4').(4'). 

10.10. OnceOnce suchsuch anan obligationobligation isis 
acknowledged,acknowledged, furtherfurther issuesissues mustmust bebe 
consideredconsidered inin determiningdetermining howhow muchmuch 
andand whatwhat sortsort ofof efforteffort shouldshould bebe 
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devoteddevoted toto fulfillingfulfilling it.it. AmongAmong thesethese 
issuesissues isis whetherwhether wewe willwill dodo moremore 
goodgood byby attemptingattempting toto fulfillfulfill thisthis obli­obli­
gationgation oror byby seekingseeking toto alleviatealleviate otherother 
formsforms ofof avoidableavoidable animalanimal suffering.suffering. 
OtherOther thanthan byby preventingpreventing predationpredation 
byby aniani mama IIsunsundede rr 00 uu rr coco nntt roroII,, e.e. gg .. ,, 
pets,pets, itit seemsseems likelylikely thatthat forfor thethe for­for­
seeableseeable future,future, animalanimal rightsrights activistsactivists 
willwill dodo betterbetter byby directingdirecting theirtheir 

organizedorganized effortsefforts onon behalfbehalf ofof animalsanimals 
towardtoward alleviatingalleviating thethe sufferingsuffering 
humanshumans causecause animalsanimals thanthan byby 
attemptiattempti ngng toto preventprevent predationpredation amongamong 
animals.animals. PerhapsPerhaps thisthis questionquestion ofof 
wherewhere oneone cancan dodo thethe mostmost goodgood isis thethe 
mostmost substantivesubstantive questionquestion concernconcern iingng 
thethe practicalitypracticality ofof anan obligationobligation toto 
preventprevent predation.predation. 


