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ThreeThree WrongWrong LeadsLeads inin aa SearchSearch forfor anan EnvironmentalEnvironmental Ethic:�Ethic: 
TomTom ReganRegan onon AnimalAnimal Rights,Rights, InherentInherent Values,Values, andand Ecology"�"Deep"Deep Ecology" 

InIn "Two"Two ConceptionsConceptions ofof anan Envi­Envi­
ronmentalronmental EthicEthic andand TheirTheir Implica­Implica­
tions"tions" (this(this journal,journal, IV/4,IV/4, December,December, 
1983),1983), EvelynEvelyn PIPI uu haha rr hashas exex pertlypertly andand 
meticulouslymeticulously explicatedexplicated aa basicbasic dis­dis­
tinctiontinction inin environmentalenvironmental ethics:ethics: thatthat 
ofof holismholism andand individualism.individualism. ThisThis 
distinctiondistinction maymay bebe asas fundamentalfundamental toto 
environmentalenvironmental ethicsethics asas isis naturalism/naturalism/ 
idealismidealism toto metaphysics,metaphysics, rationalism/rationalism/ 
empiricismempiricism toto epistemology,epistemology, andand utili­utili­
ty/deontologyty/deontology toto ethics.ethics. AsAs withwith 
thesethese otherother philosophicalphilosophical bifurcations,bifurcations, 
II believe,believe, asas doesdoes Pluhar,Pluhar, thatthat neitherneither 
holismholism oror individualismindividualism cancan bebe suc­suc­
cessfullycessfully subsumedsubsumed underunder thethe otherother inin 
aa comprehensivecomprehensive andand consistentconsistent envi­envi­
ronmentalronmental ethic.ethic. 11 InIn thisthis essay,essay, II 
wouldwould likelike toto examineexamine criticallycritically oneone 
attempt,attempt, thatthat ofof TomTom Regan,Regan, toto artic­artic­
ulateulate anan environmentalenvironmental ethicethic uponupon aa 
stronglystrongly individualisticindividualistic foundation­foundation­
namely,namely, uponupon thethe conceptconcept ofof "rights"rights 
ofof nature,"nature," which,which, inin turn,turn, hehe 
derivesderives fromfrom aa theorytheory ofof "inherent"inherent 
value."value." Regan'sRegan's attemptattempt isis impresiveimpresive 
inin thethe scopescope ofof hishis enterprise,enterprise, inin thethe 
clarityclarity andand eloquenceeloquence ofof hishis language,language, 
andand inin thethe subtletysubtlety andand structurestructure ofof 
hishis argument.argument. ForFor allall that,that, II believebelieve 
thatthat hehe failsfails toto accomplishaccomplish hishis objec­objec­
tives.tives. However,However, asas isis soso oftenoften thethe 
case,case, thethe lessonslessons learnedlearned throughthrough 
errorserrors ofof thisthis skillfulskillful philosophicalphilosophical 
efforteffort maymay proveprove toto bebe ofof considerableconsiderable 
valuevalue toto furtherfurther investigation.investigation. 

EarlyEarly inin hishis book,book, AllAll thatthat DwellDwell 
Therein,Therein, ReganRegan writes:writes: "I"I wantedwanted toto 
provideprovide vegetarianismvegetarianism withwith aa moralmoral 
basisbasis withoutwithout restingresting itit onon extremelyextremely 
controversialcontroversial moralmoral views.views. "2"2 BecauseBecause 
thth isisisis sousou ndnd strategystrategy forfor aa phph ii loso­loso­
pherpher toto adoptadopt inin defensedefense ofof anyany posi­posi­
tion,tion, itit wouldwould bebe appropriateappropriate toto askask 
whetherwhether ReganRegan has,has, inin defendingdefending hishis 
basicbasic viewsviews onon animalanimal rightsrights andand 

environmentalenvironmental ethics,ethics, avoidedavoided "ex­"ex­
tremelytremely controversial"controversial" assumptions.assumptions. II 
submitsubmit thatthat hehe hashas not,not, butbut ratherrather 
thatthat hehe hashas utilized,utilized, andand failedfailed toto 
defenddefend effectively,effectively, thth reeree crucialcrucial yetyet 
highlyhighly controversial,controversial, andand perhapsperhaps 
untenable,untenable, assumptions:assumptions: (a)(a) thatthat 
therethere areare nono morallymorally significantsignificant dif­dif­
ferencesferences betweenbetween humanshumans andand otherother 
animals;animals; (b)(b) thatthat "inherent"inherent value,"value," asas 
ReganRegan definesdefines it,it, isis anan intelligibleintelligible 
concept,concept, andand (c)(c) thatthat thethe viewsviews inin 
defensedefense ofof "animal"animal rights"rights" presentedpresented 
herehere areare comp.atiblecomp.atible withwith aa "deep"deep eco­eco­
logical"logical" approachapproach toto environmentalenvironmental 
ethics.ethics. TheseThese claims,claims, II willwill argue,argue, 
areare counteredcountered byby aa largelarge andand familiarfamiliar 
bodybody ofof refutingrefuting arguments,arguments, highlyhighly 
regardedregarded andand widelywidely supported,supported, bothboth 
withinwithin andand beyondbeyond thethe philosophicalphilosophical 
profession.profession. Regan'sRegan's difficultiesdifficulties arise,arise, 
inin largelarge part,part, fromfrom hishis allegianceallegiance toto 
whatwhat PluharPluhar callscalls anan "individualistic"individualistic 
conceptionconception ofof anan environmentalenvironmental ethic."ethic." 
NearNear thethe closeclose ofof thisthis essay,essay, II willwill 
suggestsuggest howhow manymany ofof thesethese pitfallspitfalls 
mightmight bebe avoidedavoided throughthrough anan accomo­accomo­
dationdation ofof "individualism""individualism" andand "holism""holism" 
inin environmentalenvironmental ethics.ethics. 

ANIMALANIMAL RIGHTSRIGHTS ANDAND HUMANHUMAN RIGHTSRIGHTS 

RegaRega n'n' ss mostmost recurecu rr rentrent stst rategyrategy 
forfor validatingvalidating animalanimal rightsrights isis toto dem­dem­
onstrateonstrate thatthat ifif humanhuman beingsbeings cancan bebe 
saidsaid toto havehave rights,rights, somesome animalsanimals cancan 
likewiselikewise bebe saidsaid toto havehave rights.rights. (1)(1) 
ThisThis argumentargument isis based,based, inin turn,turn, onon 
thethe propositionspropositions thatthat (a)(a) humanhuman andand 
animalanimal experiencesexperiences andand interestsinterests maymay 
bebe "comparable""comparable" (8,(8, 12,12, 86)86) oror eveneven 
"equal""equal" (31-2,(31-2, 50,50, 86),86), (b)(b) HumanHuman 
andand animalanimal experiencesexperiences differdiffer inin 
degreedegree butbut notnot inin kindkind (159),(159), andand (c)(c) 
nono traitstraits thatthat areare universaluniversal amongamong 



62 62 E&AE&A V/3V/3 

humanshumans areare exclusiveexclusive toto themthem (28,(28, 
36)36) .. 33 ThTh rere isis aa lala rgerge bodybody ofof pub­pub­
lishedlished opinionopinion thatthat wouldwould denydeny (a)(a) 
andand (b),(b), andand whi,chwhi,ch wouldwould holdhold thatthat 
(c),(c), thoughthough true,true, isis unsupportiveunsupportive ofof 
ReganRegan II ss conclconcl usion.usion. 

ItIt isis crucial,crucial, atat thethe outset,outset, toto 
pointpoint outout that,that, inin attemptingattempting toto derivederive 
animalanimal rightsrights thoughthough anan analogyanalogy 
betweenbetween anan imalsimals andand humans,humans, ReganRegan 
failsfails toto comecome toto termsterms withwith thethe 
strongeststrongest rivalrival position:position: namely,namely, thethe 
argumentargument thatthat so-calledso-called "human"human 
rights"rights" attach,attach, notnot toto "humans""humans" (a(a 
biologicalbiological category)category) butbut toto "persons""persons" 
(a(a moralmoral category)category) andand "potential"potential per­per­
sons."sons." (Pluhar(Pluhar repeatsrepeats thisthis error,error, onon 
pp.pp. 111-2.)111-2.) "Personhood""Personhood" refersrefers toto aa 
setset ofof capacities-self-concioucapacities-self-conciou sness,sness, 
self-awareness,self-awareness, rationality,rationality, abilityability toto 
actact onon principle,principle, etc.-whichetc.-which areare poss­poss­
essedessed byby mostmost membersmembers ofof thethe speciesspecies 
homohomo sapienssapiens ,, and,and, toto thethe bestbest ofouofou rr 
knowledge,knowledge, byby nono otherother animalsanimals inin aa 
remotelyremotely compacompa rablerable degdeg reeree andand kiki nd.nd. 
ThisThis closeclose (though(though imperfect)imperfect) correla­correla­
tiontion betweenbetween speciesspecies andand capacity-setcapacity-set 
leadsleads toto thethe common,common, thoughthough strictlystrictly 
incorrect,incorrect, termterm "human"human rights.rights. "" 
Regan'sRegan's analysisanalysis takestakes advantageadvantage ofof 
thisthis linguisticlinguistic inaccuracy.inaccuracy. (The(The errorerror 
isis alsoalso rampantrampant inin publicpublic discussionsdiscussions 
ofof "the"the rightright toto life"life" ofof fetuses.)fetuses.) 
TheThe defenderdefender ofof "person-rights""person-rights" 
(rather(rather thanthan "human-rights")"human-rights") willwill 
havehave aa muchmuch easiereasier timetime respondingresponding toto 
Regan'sRegan's arguments,arguments, forfor thethe simplesimple 
reasonreason thatthat hehe willwill readilyreadily accordaccord 
thesethese rightsrights toto anyany nonhumannonhuman beingbeing 
(animal,(animal, cybernetic,cybernetic, oror extra-terres­extra-terres­
trial)trial) shownshown toto possesspossess personalpersonal 
traits.traits. However,However, thisthis advocateadvocate wouldwould 
claim,claim, itit isis aa simplesimple empiricalempirical factfact thatthat 
nono suchsuch beingsbeings havehave yetyet beenbeen shownshown 
toto exist.exist. 

ItIt doesdoes notnot followfollow fromfrom thisthis analy­analy­
sissis thatthat nonhumansnonhumans possesspossess nono rightsrights 
whatever.whatever. SeveralSeveral philosophersphilosophers havehave 
arguedargued thatthat sentientsentient animalsanimals havehave aa 
rightright toto humanehumane treatment.treatment. 44 How­How­
ever,ever, nono animalsanimals cancan bebe saidsaid toto havehave 

suchsuch "person-rights""person-rights" asas "freedom"freedom ofof 
worship,"worship," oror aa "right"right toto aa collegecollege 
education,"education," simplysimply becausebecause theythey havehave 
nono capacitycapacity toto exerciseexercise suchsuch rights.rights. 

What,What, then,then, ofof so-calledso-called "marginal"marginal 
cases"cases" ofof humanhuman beingsbeings withwith onlyonly par­par­
tialtial oror potentialpotential person-traits?person-traits? AsAs 
withwith animals,animals, theythey mightmight bebe accordedaccorded 
suchsuch rightsrights asas theythey havehave thethe capacitycapacity 
toto exercise.exercise. Also,Also, potentialpotential persons,persons, 
suchsuch asas infantsinfants oror temporarilytemporarily coma­coma­
tosetose i'ndividuals,i'ndividuals, areare plausiblyplausibly 
accordedaccorded rightsrights "in"in anticipation"anticipation" ofof 
laterlater capacities.capacities. ButBut again,again, personalpersonal 
capacity,capacity, notnot speciesspecies membershmembersh ip,ip, isis 
thethe keykey toto suchsuch anan analysisanalysis ofof rights.rights. 
SurelySurely itit is,is, toto saysay thethe least,least, aa prom­prom­
inentinent analysisanalysis amongamong philosophersphilosophers whowho 
dealdeal withwith thisthis issue.issue. ss YetYet itit isis notnot 
thethe approachapproach adoptedadopted byby ReganRegan (or(or 
Pluhar),Pluhar), whowho repeatedlyrepeatedly writeswrites ofof 
"humans""humans" (as(as aa species)species) andand onlyonly 
rarelyrarely ofof "persons."persons. "6"6 

WhyWhy shouldshould "personhood""personhood" loomloom soso 
largelarge inin aa philosophicalphilosophical analysisanalysis ofof 
humanhuman andand animalanimal rights?rights? EssentiallyEssentially 
forfor thesethese reasons:reasons: (a)(a) thethe qualityquality ofof 
personalpersonal life,life, andand ofof thethe experienceexperience 
therein,therein, maymay bebe fundamentallyfundamentally differ­differ­
entent fromfrom thatthat ofof non-personalnon-personal life;life; (b)(b) 
thisthis qualitativequalitative differencedifference isis suchsuch thatthat 
personalpersonal lifelife maymay bebe saidsaid toto bebe richer,richer, 
moremore comprehensive,comprehensive, andand moremore valua­valua­
bleble toto thethe person,person, thanthan aa lifelife ofof aa 
non-personalnon-personal beingbeing toto thatthat being;being; andand 
(c)(c) "personhood""personhood" denotesdenotes aa setset ofof 
capacitiescapacities thatthat appearsappears toto bebe exclusiveexclusive 
toto thethe humanhuman speciesspecies (a(a contingentcontingent 
fact),fact), thoughthough notnot universaluniversal thereto.thereto. 77 

IfIf thesethese claimsclaims cancan bebe sustained,sustained, thenthen 
itit followsfollows thatthat thethe rightsrights ofof personspersons 
(i.e.,(i.e., mostmost humans)humans) areare bothboth moremore 
comprehensivecomprehensive andand moremore stringentstringent thatthat 
thethe rightsrights ofof relevantrelevant non-personsnon-persons 
(i.(i. e.,e., somesome animals).animals). This,This, ofof 
course,course, isis aa conclusionconclusion toto whichwhich 
ReganRegan strenuouslystrenuously objects.objects. 

Why,Why, then,then, shouldshould personalpersonal life,life, 
contrarycontrary toto Regan'sRegan's contention,contention, bebe 
qualitativelyqualitatively different?different? TheThe key,key, mostmost 
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commentatorscommentators agag ree,ree, isis language,language, 
defined,defined, notnot asas "sign"sign communication,"communication," 
butbut asas aa syntacticallysyntactically structuredstructured sys­sys­
temtem ofof significantsignificant symbols.symbols. 88 WithWith lan­lan­
guage,guage, anan organismorganism isis ableable toto 
responrespon d,d, notnot onon IyIy toto mentamenta II imagesimages ofof 
objectsobjects ofof experienceexperience (a(a capacitycapacity per­per­
hapshaps attainableattainable withoutwithout language),language), butbut 
alsoalso toto typestypes (abstractions),(abstractions), factsfacts (as(as 
propositions),propositions), projections,projections, hypoth­hypoth­
eses,eses, timetime frames,frames, argumentargument forms,forms, 
andand moralmoral principles.principles. FuFu rthermore,rthermore, 
allall thisthis andand moremore can,can, throughthrough gram­gram­
mar,mar, bebe combinedcombined andand structuredstructured inin 
anan inexhaustibleinexhaustible varietyvariety ofof ways.ways. 
FinFin aa IIII yy ,, tt hh roro ughugh IIaa nngg uuage,age, 00 nnee maymay 
acquireacquire aa self-concept,self-concept, andand viewview one­one­
selfself asas aa nn entityentity conticonti nn uu ii ngng thth rougroug hh 
time.time. 

InIn viewview ofof allall this,this, Regan'sRegan's treat­treat­
mentment ofof "the"the languagelanguage difference"difference" isis 
remarkablyremarkably restrictive.restrictive. ThoughThough thethe 
poipoi ntnt ofof viewview outout IIii nedned aboveabove hashas beenbeen 
extensivelyextensively andand recentlyrecently arguedargued byby 
philosophersphilosophers (such(such asas Mead,Mead, Dewey,Dewey, 
CassiCassi rerrer ,, Langer,Langer, WittgensteiWittgenstei n)n) andand 
manymany linguists,linguists, psychologists,psychologists, andand 
anthropologists,anthropologists, ReganRegan chooseschooses insteadinstead 
toto taketake onon ReneRene Descartes-andDescartes-and nono oneone 
else.else. (6-7)(6-7) ReganRegan writes:writes: "one"one mightmight 
disputedispute thethe viewview thatthat beingbeing ableable toto 
useuse aa languagelanguage isis aa necessarynecessary condi­condi­
tiontion ofof beingbeing aa consciousconscious being."being." (6)(6) 
LaterLater hehe asserts:asserts: whetherwhether oror notnot aa 
personperson isis experiencingexperiencing painpain ...... doesdoes 
notnot dependdepend onon hishis beingbeing ableable toto per­per­
formform oneone oror anotheranother linguisticlinguistic feat."feat." 
(7,(7, cf.cf. 32)32) However,However, byby "linguistic"linguistic 
feat,"feat," ReganRegan seemsseems toto meanmean thethe 
capacitycapacity toto speaspea kk oror write-i.write-i. e.,e., toto 
"produce""produce" discourse.discourse. HeHe thusthus dis­dis­
missesmisses "the"the linguisticlinguistic difference:"difference:" 

ImagineImagine aa personperson whosewhose vocalvocal 
cordscords havehave beenbeen damageddamaged toto 
suchsuch anan extentextent thatthat hehe nono 
longerlonger hashas thethe abilityability toto utterutter 
wordswords oror eveneven toto makemake inarti­inarti­
culateculate sounds,sounds, andand whosewhose armsarms 
havehave beenbeen papa ralyzedralyzed soso thatthat hehe 
cannotcannot write,write, butbut who,who, whenwhen 
hishis toothtooth abcesses,abcesses, twiststwists andand 
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turnsturns onon hishis bed,bed, grimacesgrimaces andand 
sobs.sobs. WeWe dodo notnot saysay "Ah,"Ah, ifif 
onon IyIy hehe coucou IdId stisti IIII speaspea k,k, wewe 
couldcould givegive himhim somethingsomething forfor 
hishis pain.pain. AsAs itit is,is, ~ince~ince hehe 
caca nn notnot speaspea k,k, there'sthere's nothnoth iingng 
wewe needneed givegive him.him. ForFor hehe 
feelsfeels nono pain."pain." WeWe saysay hehe isis 
inin pain,pain, despitedespite hishis lossloss ofof thethe 
abilityability toto saysay so.so. (6-7)(6-7) 

HereHere ReganRegan attacksattacks aa positionposition withwith 
nono adherents,adherents, andand drawsdraws ourour attentionattention 
fromfrom aa significantsignificant rivalrival position.position. OfOf 
course,course, animalsanimals andand language-deprivedlanguage-deprived 
humanshumans cancan suffersuffer pain,pain, andand maymay bebe 
saidsaid toto havehave aa rightright notnot toto endureendure 
gratuitousgratuitous pain.pain. However,However, paralyzedparalyzed 
humanshumans whowho cannotcannot "perform"perform linguisticlinguistic 
feats"feats" maymay notnot bebe language-deprived,language-deprived, 
sincesince therethere maymay bebe aa -g-g reatreat deadea II 
"goi"goi ngng onon inside.inside. "" SpeaSpea kingking andand 
writing,writing, inin fact,fact, areare notnot eveneven thethe 
mostmost significantsignificant "linguistic"linguistic feats."feats." 
TheyThey are,are, instead,instead, thethe outwardoutward mani­mani­
festationsfestations ofof anan inwardinward accomplishmentaccomplishment 
whichwhich supportssupports advancedadvanced thought-thethought-the 
basisbasis ofof uniquelyuniquely personalpersonal (presum­(presum­
ablyably human)human) experiences.experiences. 

WithWith languagelanguage andand personperson hood,hood, 
life-qualitylife-quality isis transformed.transformed. TheThe lifelife 
andand experiencesexperiences ofof personspersons andand ofof 
non-personsnon-persons areare nono longerlonger "compara­"compara­
ble;"ble;" theythey areare "different"different inin kind."kind." 
ReganRegan wouldwould havehave usus believebelieve other­other­
wise.wise. HisHis defensedefense ofof "animal"animal rights,"rights," 
asas wewe havehave noted,noted, standsstands repeatedlyrepeatedly 
onon thethe contentioncontention thatthat humanhuman andand ani­ani­
malmal experiencesexperiences mightmight bebe regardedregarded asas 
""comparacomparabl'"bl'"e,e, oror eveneven "I""I" anan ddequa,equa, 
thusthus thatthat humanhuman andand animalanimal "inter­"inter­
ests"ests" andand "rights""rights" migmig htht bebe "eq"eq uaua I.I. "" 
SuchSuch aa contentioncontention seemsseems toto restrest upon;·upon;· 
aa presumptionpresumption thatthat humanhuman andand animalanimal 
lives,lives, likelike safe-depositsafe-deposit boxesboxes contain­contain­
inging coinscoins andand notesnotes ofof debit,debit, areare com­com­
posedposed ofof discretediscrete andand transferabletransferable 
iexperientialiexperiential (and(and derivativelyderivatively moral)moral) 
counters.counters. ButBut surely,surely, thisthis isis notnot howhow 
itit is.is. BecauseBecause experiencesexperiences areare inter­inter­
active,active, organic,organic, andand systemic,systemic, anan 
"autobiography""autobiography" isis moremore thanathana sumsum ofof 
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discretediscrete sequentialsequential experiences.experiences. Be­Be­
causecause humanhuman experiencesexperiences areare contex­contex­
tual,tual, theythey comecome outout ofof anan ongoingongoing 
life,life, andand affectaffect thethe futurefuture ofof thatthat life.life. 
ExperiencesExperiences whichwhich "happen"happen to"to" aa life-alife-a 
stubbedstubbed toe,toe, aa toothache,toothache, anan unex­unex­
pectedpected prize,prize, etc.,etc., havehave sense,sense, mean­mean­
ing,ing, value,value, inin thethe contextcontext ofof thatthat life.life. 
ThusThus thethe qualityquality ofof aa pleasurepleasure oror painpain 
cancan notnot bebe assessedassessed apartapart fromfrom thethe 
qualityquality ofof thethe lifelife itit happenshappens "in""in" oror 
"to"-apart"to"-apart fromfrom thethe matrixmatrix ofof atti­atti­
tudes,tudes, expectationsexpectations andand evaluationsevaluations 
thatthat makemake upup thatthat life.life. NowNow if,if, asas 
Regan'sRegan's argumentargument seemsseems toto require,require, 
thethe differencesdifferences betweenbetween humanhuman andand 
animalanimal liveslives areare simplysimply mattersmatters ofof 
degreedegree (not(not kind,kind, cf.cf. 159)159) amongamong iso­iso­
latedlated phenomenalphenomenal bits,bits, thenthen somesome 
sensesense andand useuse maymay bebe mademade ofof hishis 
argumentsarguments byby analogy.analogy. OurOur accountaccount 
ofof "personhood""personhood" seemsseems toto suggest,suggest, 
however,however, thatthat thisthis positionposition isis radicallyradically 
mistaken.mistaken. Humans,Humans, quaqua persons,persons, dealdeal 
withwith eacheach otherother inin conversationconversation andand 
withwith themselvesthemselves inin thought,thought, withwith andand 
thth rougroug hh conceptsconcepts aa rticurticu latedlated thth rougroug hh 
syntacticalsyntactical language.language. TheyThey thinkthink 
abstractlyabstractly ofof themselves,themselves, ofof others,others, ofof 
commucommu nnity,ity, ofof time,time, ofof theithei rr pastpast andand 
future,future, ofof conceptsconcepts suchsuch asas rationalityrationality 
andand ofof morality.morality. AsAs persons,persons, humanshumans 
experienceexperience uniqueunique dimensionsdimensions ofof men­men­
taltal andand emotionalemotional pain;pain; self-reproach,self-reproach, 
dreaddread ofof impendingimpending loss,loss, regretregret forfor 
abandonedabandoned projects,projects, fearfear ofof death,death, 
andand suchsuch moralmoral sentimentssentiments asas guiltguilt 
andand shame.shame. PersonsPersons alsoalso uniquelyuniquely 
enjoyenjoy suchsuch pleasupleasu resres asas self-self- respect,respect, 
intellectualintellectual andand creativecreative accomplish­accomplish­
ment,ment, patriotism,patriotism, irony,irony, humorhumor andand 
pride.pride. InIn sumsum thethe transcendingtranscending andand 
transformingtransforming factfact thatthat humanhuman beingsbeings 
areare personspersons givesgives themthem aa moralmoral con­con­
siderabilitysiderability farfar beyondbeyond thatthat ofof ani­ani­
mals.mals. ThusThus ifif wewe regardregard thethe humanhuman 
conditioncondition ofof personhoodpersonhood seriously,seriously, taltal kk 
ofof "comparability""comparability" oror eveneven "equality""equality" 
ofof experiencesexperiences ofof animalsanimals andand humanhuman 
beingsbeings becomesbecomes unsupportable.unsupportable. 

HavingHaving saidsaid allall this,this, wewe mustmust notnot 
coastcoast offoff thethe deepdeep end.end. InIn 

papa rticurticu lala r,r, acknowledgmentacknowledgment ofof thesethese 
significantsignificant differencesdifferences doesdoes notnot entailentail 
thatthat animalanimal experiencesexperiences dodo notnot morallymorally 
"matter,""matter," andand thatthat gratuitousgratuitous torturetorture 
ofof animalsanimals isis notnot morallymorally reprehensi­reprehensi­
ble.ble. HoweverHowever differentdifferent andand eveneven 
unknowableunknowable animalanimal painpain maymay be,be, itit isis 
painpain nonetheless.nonetheless. Furthermore,Furthermore, thisthis 
pointpoint ofof viewview needneed notnot bebe regardedregarded asas 
"species"species chauvinism."chauvinism." IfIf homohomo sapienssapiens 
isis thethe onlyonly terrestrialterrestrial personalpersonal spec­spec­
ies,ies, thisthis isis aa contingentcontingent fact.fact. Per­Per­
sonalsonal capacities,capacities, andand thethe entailedentailed 
transformationtransformation ofof experience,experience, areare log­log­
icallyically attributableattributable toto anyany creature.creature. 
TheThe limitationlimitation thereofthereof isis basedbased uponupon 
empiricalempirical factfact andand circumstance.circumstance. IfIf 
wewe werewere toto discoverdiscover thatthat chimpschimps oror 
dolphinsdolphins couldcould bebe educatededucated toto person­person­
hood,hood, ourour moralmoral stancestance towardtoward themthem 
wouldwould andand shouldshould bebe radicallyradically trans­trans­
formed.formed. SoSo tootoo ifif wewe werewere toto encoun­encoun­
terter anan extra-terrestrialextra-terrestrial person.person. 
IIndeed,ndeed, ifif recentrecent experimentsexperiments withwith 
"ape"ape language"language" areare asas significantsignificant asas 
somesome claimclaim thenthen aa reassessmentreassessment ofof ouou rr 
moralmoral stancestance towardtoward thesethese cousinscousins isis 
overdue.overdue. 

IInannan effectiveeffective defendefen sese ofof humanhuman 
rights,rights, ReganRegan pointspoints outout that:that: "The"The 
worldworld containscontains individualsindividuals (e.g.,(e.g., 
humanhuman beings)beings) whowho notnot onlyonly areare alivealive 
butbut havehave aa life;life; thesethese individualsindividuals areare 
notnot meremere thingsthings (objects),(objects), theythey areare 
thethe subjectssubjects ofof aa life;life; theythey have,have, inin 
JamesJames Rachels'Rachels' helpfulhelpful phrase,phrase, autob­autob­
iographies."iographies." (70,(70, cf.cf. 94,94, 135)135) Pre­Pre­
dictably,dictably, hehe thenthen attemptsattempts toto extendextend 
thisthis argumentargument toto animals.animals. 99 ItIt won'twon't 
do.do. WhileWhile somesome non-personalnon-personal animalsanimals 
maymay bebe saidsaid toto "have"have aa life,"life," beingbeing 
withoutwithout time-time- aa ndnd self-consciousnessself-consciousness 
theythey cancan scarcelyscarcely bebe saidsaid toto havehave 
"autobiographies.""autobiographies." GivenGiven thesethese di­di­
mensionsmensions ofof consciousnessconsciousness inin personalpersonal 
life,life, thethe significancesignificance ofof one'sone's lifelife toto 
oneselfoneself isis utterlyutterly transformed.transformed. AA 
steersteer doesdoes notnot looklook uponupon itsits scheduledscheduled 
slaughterslaughter withwith thethe sensesense ofof dreaddread andand 
forebodingforeboding sufferedsuffered byby aa condemnedcondemned 
prisoner.prisoner. "Capital"Capital punishment"punishment" forfor 
beastsbeasts simplysimply makesmakes nono sensesense (as(as 
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ReganRegan himselfhimself tacitlytacitly admits,admits, 150-2).150-2). 
ToTo aa person,person, 'a'a life-hislife-his life-islife-is aa conti­conti­
nuitynuity andand aa unity.unity. ThisThis phenomeno­phenomeno­
logicallogical factfact entailsentails rightsrights toto lifelife thatthat 
areare uniqueunique toto persons.persons. 

ReganRegan asks:asks: "on"on whatwhat grounds,grounds, 
precisely,precisely, mightmight itit bebe claimedclaimed thatthat nono 
animalsanimals cancan reason,reason, makemake freefree choices,choices, 
oror formform aa conceptconcept ofof themselves?"themselves?" 
(13)(13) TheThe answeranswer isis richlyrichly repre­repre­
sentedsented inin recentrecent philosophical,philosophical, lin­lin­
guisticguistic andand psychologicalpsychological literature:literature: 
onon thethe groundsgrounds thatthat animalsanimals lacklack 
articulatearticulate languages-alanguages-a rejoinderrejoinder thatthat 
ReganRegan hashas utterlyutterly failedfailed toto address.address. 
HeHe continues,continues, "what"what oneone wouldwould wantwant 
[to[to supportsupport thth isis claim]claim] areare detaidetai ledled 
analysesanalyses ofof thesethese cooperativecooperative conceptsconcepts 
togethertogether withwith rationallyrationally compellingcompelling 
empiricalempirical datadata andand otherother argumentsarguments 
thatthat supportsupport thethe viewview thatthat allall non-hu­non-hu­
manman animalsanimals areare deficientdeficient inin thesethese 
respects."respects." (13)(13) Again,Again, therethere areare 
suchsuch arguments,arguments, basedbased uponupon wel\­well-
knownknown studiesstudies ofof problem-solvingproblem-solving 
skillsskills withwith andand withoutwithout language,language, 
studie,sstudie,s ofof aphasia,aphasia, ofof animaJanimaJ behavior,behavior, 
ofof chch ii IdId renren raisedraised withoutwithout lala nguag.e,nguag.e, 
ofof language-usinglanguage-using blind-deafblind-deaf (e.g.,(e.g., 
HelenHelen Keller),Keller), andand more.more. IInn addition,addition, 
therethere isis aa vastvast philosophicalphilosophical literatureliterature 
onon thethe functionfunction ofof languagelanguage inin per­per­
sonality.sonality. AmongAmong thethe prominentprominent con­con­
tributorstributors toto thisthis fieldfield ofof studystudy areare 
Mead,Mead, Dewey,Dewey, Cassirer,Cassirer, Langer,Langer, Witt­Witt­
gensteingenstein andand ChomskyChomsky (to(to offeroffer onlyonly aa 
smallsmall sample).sample). NoneNone ofof thethe aboveabove areare 
indexedindexed inin Regan'sRegan's bookbook and,and, afterafter 
twotwo carefulcareful readingsreadings ofof thethe book,book, II 
cancan recallrecall nonenone ofof themthem beingbeing men­men­
tionedtioned inin thisthis regard.regard. AllAll thesethese 
studies,studies, andand more,more, areare cruciallycrucially rele­rele­
vantvant toto Regan'sRegan's argumentsarguments andand theo­theo­
ries.ries. HisHis failurefailure toto faceface themthem andand 
respondrespond criticallycritically mustmust seriouslyseriously com­com­
promisepromise hishis case.case. 

InIn summary:summary: Regan'sRegan's basicbasic strat­strat­
egyegy inin hishis defensedefense ofof animalanimal rightsrights is.is. 
toto stressstress thethe simisimi lala rityrity betweenbetween 
humanshumans andand nonhnonh umanuman anan imals,imals, atat thethe 
expenseexpense ofof de-emphasizingde-emphasizing andand 
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perhapsperhaps devaldeval uiui ngng thatthat whichwhich setssets 
humanshumans apartapart fromfrom thethe animals;animals; 
namely,namely, thethe moralmoral significancesignificance andand 
dignitydignity ofof personhood.personhood. That,That, II sub­sub­
mit,mit, maymay bebe anan exorbitantexorbitant andand unac­unac­
ceptableceptable moralmoral cost-especiallycost-especially so,so, 
sincesince therethere areare otherother groundsgrounds uponupon 
whichwhich toto articulatearticulate andand justifyjustify aa 
humanhuman ee treatmenttreatment ofof animalanimal s.s. 

IIII 

RIGHTSRIGHTS ANDAND "INHERENT"INHERENT VALUES"VALUES" 

ReganRegan hashas assembledassembled twotwo argumentsarguments 
inin defendefen sese ofof thethe rigrig htshts ofof animalanimal s;s; 
thethe firstfirst (just(just considered)considered) mightmight bebe 
calledcalled "the"the argumentargument fromfrom analogyanalogy 
withwith humanhuman rights."rights." TheThe second,second, 
whichwhich appearsappears latelate inin thethe bookbook 
(essays(essays 6,6, 88 andand 9)9) isis "the-"the- argumentargument 
fromfrom inherentinherent value."value." IfIf thethe preced­preced­
inging analysisanalysis isis correct,correct, thethe firstfirst 
argumentargument accomplishesaccomplishes tootoo littlelittle (for(for 
Regan'sRegan's purposes,purposes, atat least).least). TheThe 
secondsecond argument,argument, II willwill contend,contend, 
accomplishesaccomplishes tootoo much.much. WithWith it,it, 
ReganRegan seemsseems toto bebe argu'ingargu'ing whatwhat mightmight 
bebe calledcalled ""panpan -liberationism;"-liberationism;" i.i. e.,e., 
withwith thisthis argumentargument itit isis difficultdifficult toto 
imagineimagine thatthat anythinganything isis withoutwithout 
rights.rights. AndAnd ifif everythingeverything hashas rights,rights, 
then,then, inin effect,effect, nothingnothing has.has. ("That("That 
whichwhich denotesdenotes everything,everything, qualifiesqualifies 
nothing.nothing. tI)tI) 

Consider,Consider, then,then, Regan'sRegan's conceptconcept ofof 
"inherent"inherent value."value." InIn explicationexplication 
thereof,thereof, hehe writes:writes: 

(1)(1) ...... ifif anyany givengiven beingbeing (x)(x) 
hashas inherentinherent value,value, thenthen x'sx's 
havinghaving valuevalue ofof thisthis kindkind isis 
logicallylogically independentindependent ofof anyany 
otherother being'sbeing's happeninghappening toto 
taketake anan interestinterest inin oror other­other­
wisewise valuingvaluing x;x; (2)(2) x'sx's 
havinghaving inherentinherent valuevalue makesmakes itit 
improperimproper (a(a signsign ofof dis.respect)dis.respect) 
toto treattreat xx asas thoughthough itit hadhad 
valuevalue onlyonly asas aa meansmeans 
...... (133)(133) 1010 
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TheThe bondbond thatthat ReganRegan tiesties betweenbetween 
"inherent"inherent value"value" andand "rights""rights" couldcould 
notnot bebe moremore complete:complete: "all"all thosethose 
beingsbeings (and(and onlyonly thosethose beings)beings) whichwhich 
havehave inherentinherent valuevalue havehave rights."rights." 
(136,(136, cfcf 139)139) (In(In logicallogical notation:notation: 
(x)(x) (IVx(IVx ~~ Rx)Rx) .).) Regan'sRegan's strategystrategy 
thenthen becomesbecomes clear:clear: proveprove (a)(a) thethe 
aboveabove "equivalence"equivalence proposition,"proposition," andand 
(b)(b) thatthat animalsanimals havehave "inherent"inherent 
value,"value," thenthen itit willwill followfollow (c)(c) thatthat 
animalsanimals havehave rights.rights. StillStill more,more, withwith 
(a)(a) andand (b')(b') (the(the claimclaim thatthat plants,plants, 
rivers,rivers, etc.,etc., havehave "inherent"inherent value"),value"), 
itit willwill followfollow (c')(c') thatthat thesethese naturalnatural 
entitiesentities alsoalso havehave rights.rights. ReganRegan 
believesbelieves thatthat thisthis argumentargument establishesestablishes 
thethe foundationsfoundations forfor anan environmentalenvironmental 
ethic.ethic. Why?Why? Because,Because, sayssays Regan,Regan, 
"it"it wouwou IdId seemseem toto bebe thethe casecase thatthat itit 
isis onlyonly ifif [inanimate[inanimate naturalnatural entities]entities] 
havehave valuevalue ofof thisthis kindkind thatthat wewe cancan 
developdevelop aa genuinegenuine ethicethic ofof thethe envi­envi­
ronment,ronment, asas 
itsits use."use." 
Cf.Cf. 167.)167.) 

distinctdistinct 
(133,(133, 

fromfrom 
Regan'sRegan's 

anan ethicethic forfor 
emphasis.emphasis. 

PerhapsPerhaps thethe mostmost astonishingastonishing 
aspectaspect ofof thisthis conceptconcept isis thethe factfact thatthat 
itit isis monadic-i.e.,monadic-i.e., non-relational.non-relational. 
WhileWhile mostmost axiologistsaxiologists regardregard evalua­evalua­
tiontion asas relational,relational, ReganRegan appaappa rentlyrently 
doesdoes not.not. ToTo Regan,Regan, valuesvalues areare notnot 
"values"values for"for" oror "transactions""transactions" betweenbetween 
evaluatorevaluator andand evaluated.evaluated. TheyThey areare 
simplysimply independentindependent andand objectiveobjective 
properties,properties, whichwhich wewe cancan taketake oror 
leaveleave alone.alone. (199)(199) ToTo somesome philoso­philoso­
phersphers (this(this writerwriter included),included), thisthis 
claimclaim makesmakes asas muchmuch sensesense asas thethe fol­fol­
lowinglowing exchange:exchange: 

"This"This thingthing isis bigger"bigger" 

"Bigger"Bigger thanthan what?"what?" 

"Nothing"Nothing inin particular,particular, justjust bigger"bigger" 

IInn otherother words,words, thethe conceptconcept ofof 
value,value, somesome contend,contend, logicallylogically 
requiresrequires anan evaluator;evaluator; someonesomeone toto 
whomwhom aa propertyproperty oror eventevent matters.matters. 
ThatThat therethere areare "independent"independent andand 

objectiveobjective properties"properties" (or,(or, ifif thethe Lock­Lock­
eanean objects,objects, "property-makers")"property-makers") isis 
gg rara nted.nted. ThatThat suchsuch propertiesproperties 
includeinclude "values""values" perper sese seemsseems con­con­
trarytrary toto thethe veryvery logiclogic ofof thethe con­con­
cept.cept. 1111 WithoutWithout aa nn evaeva IIuatouato rr onon thethe 
scene,scene, thethe "value""value" isis demoteddemoted toto thethe 
statusstatus ofof aa value-neutralvalue-neutral property,property, 
"awaiting""awaiting" evaluation.evaluation. 

TheThe dd ifficuifficu ItiesIties withwith RegaRega n'n' ss con­con­
ceptcept ofof "inherent"inherent value"value" mightmight becomebecome 
clearerclearer ifif wewe examineexamine hishis attemptsattempts toto 
illustrateillustrate thethe notion.notion. First,First, cars:cars: 

[It[It willwill not]not] dodo toto argueargue thatthat 
carscars cannotcannot havehave aa goodgood ofof 
theithei rr ownown becausebecause whatwhat chacha r­r­
acteristicsacteristics areare goodgood makingmaking inin 
caca rsrs dependsdepends onon whatwhat ouou rr 
interestsinterests are.are. ForFor aa carcar hashas 
thosethose chacha racteriracteri sticsstics itit has,has, 
includingincluding thosethose thatthat areare goodgood 
rnarna kiki ng,ng, quitequite independentlyindependently ofof 
ourour takingtaking anan interestinterest inin them.them. 
(( 177)177) 

TheThe secondsecond sentencesentence simplysimply assertsasserts 
whatwhat isis notnot inin dispute;dispute; namely,namely, thatthat 
caca rsrs havehave properties.properties. ItIt doesdoes notnot 
supportsupport Regan'sRegan's contentioncontention thatthat somesome 
ofof thesethese qualitiesqualities areare "inherently"inherently 
valuable."valuable." OfOf coursecourse thesethese "good­"good­
makingmaking qualities"qualities" (e.g.(e.g. ofof cars)cars) existexist 
independently;independently; butbut thethe valuevalue ofof thesethese 
qualitiesqualities isis notnot "independent""independent" ofof ourour 
takingtaking anan interestinterest inin them.them. HeHe 
writes,writes, fIcafIca rsrs dodo notnot become,become, say,say, 
comfortablecomfortable oror economicaeconomica II byby becomibecomi ngng 
thethe objectsobjects ofof ourour interest."interest." 
Granted,Granted, butbut thethe valuevalue ofof beingbeing "com­"com­
fortable"fortable" oror "economical""economical" isis aa mattermatter 
whichwhich requiresrequires ourour attentionattention andand 
interest.interest. 1212 AA "good""good" luxuryluxury carcar isis 
notnot economical;economical; andand aa "good""good" racingracing 
carcar isis notnot comfortable.comfortable. TheThe charac­charac­
teristicsteristics areare independent,independent, butbut thethe 
"goodness""goodness" ofof thosethose characteristicscharacteristics 
dependsdepends uponupon ourour interestinterest inin thesethese 
characteristics.characteristics. (Better,(Better, perhaps,perhaps, 
ourour "appropriate""appropriate" oror "reasoned""reasoned" inter­inter­
estest inin them.)them.) Continuing:Continuing: 
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IfIf aa goodgood carcar waswas producedproduced byby 
pupu relyrely natunatu ralral meansmeans ...... thatthat 
wouldwould notnot makemake itit anyany lessless aa 
goodgood one.one. ItIt wouldwould makemake itit anan 
unusualunusual oneone ...... IfIf wewe werewere toto 
transporttransport aa goodgood carcar fromfrom ourour 
worldworld toto aa worldworld inhabitedinhabited byby 
beingsbeings whowho diddid notnot havehave thethe 
interestsinterests wewe have,have, itit wouldwould notnot 
ceasecease toto bebe aa goodgood caca r,r, thoughthough 
itit wouwou IdId ceasecease toto bebe vava IIuedued asas 
one.one. AA goodgood caca rr doesdoes notnot loselose 
itsits goodnessgoodness ifif wewe loselose ourour 
interestinterest inin it.it. (177)(177) 

Again,Again, itit wouldwould bebe betterbetter toto saysay thatthat 
thethe carcar wouldwould notnot ceasecease toto havehave thethe 
qualitiesqualities deemeddeemed (by(by us)us) toto bebe good.good. 
InIn aa word,word, ReganRegan isis onceonce againagain con­con­
fusfus inin gg herehere certacerta inin propertiesproperties ofof anan 
objectobject withwith thethe judgmentjudgment (of(of value)value) 
mademade ofof thosethose properties.properties. Shouldn'tShouldn't 
wewe insteadinstead saysay thatthat inin thisthis strangestrange 
casecase itit wouldwould ceasecease toto bebe "a"a goodgood 
caca r,"r," eveneven ifif itsits propertiesproperties werewere notnot 
altered.altered. WhenWhen hehe writes,writes, above,above, "a"a 
goodgood caca rr doesdoes notnot loselose itsits goodgood nessness ifif 
wewe loselose ourour interestinterest inin it,it, "" allall thisthis 
meansmeans isis thatthat thethe carcar wouldwould keepkeep thethe 
propertiesproperties thatthat wewe wouldwould prizeprize if,if, 
contracontra thethe example,example, wewe werewere therethere toto 
evaluateevaluate it-or,it-or, forfor thatthat matter,matter, thethe 
propertiesproperties thatthat wewe nownow valuevalue fromfrom ourour 
hypotheticalhypothetical standpointstandpoint asas hypotheticalhypothetical 
observersobservers ofof thisthis fancifulfanciful worldworld 

ReganRegan nextnext offersoffers usus aa floralfloral illus­illus­
tration:tration: 

AA luxuriantluxuriant gardenia,gardenia, oneone withwith 
abundantabundant blossomsblossoms andand rich,rich, 
deep,deep, greengreen foliagefoliage isis aa betterbetter 
gardeniagardenia thanthan oneone thatthat isis soso 
deformeddeformed andand stuntedstunted thatthat itit 
putsputs forthforth nono blossomsblossoms atat all,all, 
andand thisthis isis quitequite independentlyindependently 
ofof thethe interestsinterests otherother beingsbeings 
happenhappen toto taketake inin them.them. (179)(179) 

IfIf thethe flowerflower inin questionquestion ISIS toto bebe 
foundfound inin aa floristflorist shop,shop, itit isis worthworth 
notingnoting thatthat itit isis anan artifact-anartifact-an artifi­artifi­
cialcial creation,creation, byby aa botanist,botanist, 
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"assembled""assembled" fromfrom n~turaln~tural (genetic;)(genetic;) 
"media,""media," andand designeddesigned toto appealappeal toto 
humanhuman tastes.tastes. AsAs such,such, thethe "better""better" 
gardeniagardenia mustmust meanmean "better"better forfor us."us." 
WeWe valuevalue thethe blossomsblossoms andand foliage.foliage. 
AnotherAnother plantplant withwith lessless blossomsblossoms andand 
foliagefoliage mightmight produceproduce moremore pol­pol­
len-betterlen-better forfor aa bee.bee. OrOr moremore 
seeds-betterseeds-better forfor aa finch.finch. ItIt mightmight bebe 
"better"better for"for" thethe gardeniagardenia and/orand/or itsits 
speciesspecies (whatever'(whatever' thatthat means)means) ifif itit 
werewere allowedallowed togotogo toto seedseed andand repro­repro­
duce!duce! AndAnd wouldwould thisthis cultivatedcultivated plantplant 
survivesurvive inin thethe wildwild asas wellwell asas itsits wildwild 
relatives?relatives? ProbablyProbably not.not. DoesDoes thatthat 
meanmean thatthat itit isis not,not, afterafter all,all, aa "bet­"bet­
terter gaga rdenrden iaia If?If? NoteNote thatthat thesethese aa Iter­Iter­
nativenative "evaluations""evaluations" applyapply differingdiffering 
contextscontexts toto Regan'sRegan's reductivereductive analY$isanalY$is 
ofof thethe gaga rdenrden iaia perper se.se. (A(A method,method, 
byby thethe way,way, ill-suitedill-suited forfor environmen­environmen­
taltal ethics.)ethics.) WithoutWithout context,context, itit justjust 
makesmakes nono sensesense toto talktalk ofof somethingsomething 
asas blanklyblankly "better.""better." 

ThereThere isis stillstill worseworse ahead.ahead. Sup­Sup­
pose,pose, asas ReganRegan argues,argues, thatthat thethe 
gaga rdenrden iaia isis "good,""good," notnot toto thethe florist,florist, 
oror thethe bee,bee, oror thethe finch,finch, oror eveneven thethe 
ecosecosystem-bystem-b utut justjust "good,"good, period.period. "" 
What,What, then"then" isis aa "bad"bad gaga rdenrden ia?"ia?" AA 
badbad (or(or good)good) anything!anything! HowHow cancan wewe 
beginbegin toto answeranswer suchsuch aa question,question, 
withoutwithout placingplacing anan evaluatorevaluator intointo thethe 
picture,picture, atat leastleast hypotheticallyhypothetically (thus(thus 
deriving,deriving, presumably,presumably, aa "hypothetical"hypothetical 
value").value"). WithoutWithout anan answeranswer toto suchsuch aa 
question,question, oror atat leastleast aa decisiondecision proce­proce­
dure,dure, thethe notionnotion ofof "inherent"inherent value"value" 
isis unbounded-itunbounded-it "underlines"underlines everyevery 
wordword inin thethe book."book." IfIf thethe conceptconcept 
lackslacks boubou nds,nds, thenthen everythingeverything isis 
"inherently\"inherently\ good,"good," andand "goodness""goodness" 
failsfails toto qualifyqualify anythinganything atat all.all. "That"That 
whichwhich denotesdenotes everything,everything, connotesconnotes 
nothing."nothing." 

HasHas ReganRegan anan answeranswer toto thisthis objec­objec­
tion?tion? ConsiderConsider hishis finalfinal wordswords onon thethe 
subject:subject: "Two"Two questionsquestions thatthat II havehave 
notnot endeavoredendeavored toto answeranswer are:are: (a)(a) 
what,what, ifif anythinganything inin general,general, makesmakes 
somethingsomething inherentlyinherently good,good, andand (b)(b) 
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howhow cancan wewe know,know, ifif wewe can,can, whatwhat 
thingsthings areare inherentlyinherently good?1lgood?1l (202)(202) 
UnfortunatelyUnfortunately forfor Regan'sRegan's argument,argument, 
andand hishis conceptconcept ofof "inherent"inherent value,"value," 
thesethese areare preciselyprecisely thethe questionsquestions thatthat 
hehe mustmust answeranswer ifif wewe areare toto makemake anyany 
sensesense ofof whatwhat hehe isis sayisayi ng.ng. WithoutWithout 
answersanswers toto thesethese questions,questions, hishis theorytheory 
hashas nono meaningmeaning oror justification.justification. HeHe 
has,has, inin effect,effect, declareddeclared conceptualconceptual 
banban kruptcy,kruptcy, byby admittingadmitting thatthat hehe isis 
unpreparedunprepared toto "cash"cash in"in" hishis conceptconcept 
ofof "inherent"inherent value"value" inin thethe commercecommerce ofof 
practicalpractical moralmoral judgmentjudgment andand experi­experi­
ence.ence. 

III�III 

ANIMALANIMAL RIGHTSRIGHTS AND�AND 
ETHICS�ENVIRONMENTALENVIRONMENTAL ETHICS 

ReganRegan admitsadmits toto beibei ngng "attracted""attracted" 
toto thethe "deep"deep ecologyllecologyll approachapproach toto 
envienvi ronmentalronmental ethics.ethics. (208)(208) ButBut cancan 
hehe embraceembrace "deep"deep ecology"ecology" withoutwithout 
seriouslyseriously compromisingcompromising hh isis viewsviews onon 
animalanimal rights?rights? II thinkthink not.not. 1313 HisHis 
primaryprimary difficultydifficulty followsfollows fromfrom hishis 
commitmentcommitment toto aa "rights"rights approach"approach" toto 
moralmoral responsibilityresponsibility toto animals.animals. AsAs 
ReganRegan correctlycorrectly perceives,perceives, thisthis 
approachapproach "emphasizes"emphasizes thethe valuevalue ofof 
individuals"individuals" (96,(96, cf.cf. 70).70). FollowingFollowing 
RonaldRonald Dworkin,Dworkin, ReganRegan affirmsaffirms thatthat 
"the"the rightsrights ofof thethe individualindividual trumptrump 
thethe goalsgoals ofof thethe group.group. (91)(91) ItIt 
wouldwould seemseem toto follow,follow, then,then, thatthat thethe 
optimumoptimum ecosystem,ecosystem, forfor Regan,Regan, wouldwould 
bebe thatthat whichwhich bestbest securessecures thethe rightsrights 
ofof eacheach organismorganism therein.therein. 

ThisThis isis notnot thethe approachapproach ofof deepdeep 
ecology-notecology-not if,if, (as(as ReganRegan proposes)proposes) 
AldoAldo LeopoldLeopold isis toto bebe aa papa radigmradigm ofof 
"deep"deep ecology.ecology. 1111 IInn whatwhat isis perhapsperhaps 
hishis mostmost widelywidely quotedquoted remark,remark, Leo­Leo­
poldpold wrote:wrote: "a"a thingthing isis rightright whenwhen itit 
tendstends toto pp reservereserve thethe integinteg rity,rity, sta­sta­
bi�itybi�ity andand beautybeauty ofof thethe bioticbiotic commu­commu­
nn ity.ity. IItt isis wrongwrong whenwhen itit tendstends oth­oth­
ee rwrwisise.e. "" 11 44 TheThe rere isis notanota IIkk ofof 
individualsindividuals here.here. "The"The bioticbiotic commu­commu­
nity"-thenity"-the systemsystem andand thethe context-iscontext-is 

thethe focus.focus. TheThe wholewhole informsinforms andand 
validatesvalidates thethe part,part, whilewhile thethe Ilindivid­Ilindivid­
ual"ual" isis butbut aa componentcomponent inin thethe sys­sys­
tem,tem, andand thethe anonymousanonymous conveyerconveyer ofof 
evolution.evolution. TheThe preyprey hashas nono IlIl rr ightight toto 
life;"life;" itit mustmust reclaimreclaim titletitle toto itsits ownown 
lifelife inin eacheach encounterencounter withwith itsits preda­preda­
torstors andand thethe elements.elements. WhileWhile thethe wolfwolf 
isis thethe enemyenemy ofof thethe deer,deer, itit isis thethe 
friendfriend ofof thethe deerdeer species,species, which,which, 
throughthrough timetime andand aa cullingculling ofof thethe 
-"unfit,"-"unfit," thethe wolfwolf makesmakes everever moremore 
alertalert andand swift.swift. ThTh usus doesdoes thethe pred­pred­
atorator contributecontribute toto thethe "integrity,"integrity, sta­sta­
bilitybility andand beautybeauty ofof thethe bioticbiotic commu­commu­
nity.nity. "" 

ConsiderConsider somesome otherother contrastscontrasts 
betweenbetween animalanimal rightsrights andand "deep"deep ecol­ecol­
ogy.1logy.1l ToTo thethe advocateadvocate ofof animalanimal 
rights,rights, huntinghunting isis wicked;wicked; inin thethe con-.con-. 
texttext ofof thethe "deep"deep ecological"ecological" landland 
ethic,ethic, huntinghunting couldcould bebe aa moralmoral duty,duty, 
(e.g.,(e.g., inin aa regionregion wherewhere thethe preda­preda­
torstors havehave beenbeen depleteddepleted andand where,where, 
asas aa result,result, thethe preyprey havehave over­over­
stockedstocked thethe caca rryirryi ngng capacitycapacity ofof theithei rr 
habitat-thehabitat-the KaibabKaibab deerdeer inin NorthernNorthern 
ArizonaArizona areare thethe classicalclassical example).example). 
"Rights"Rights morality"morality" demandsdemands equalequal 
treatment;treatment; "deep"deep ecology"ecology" acknowl­acknowl­
edgesedges thethe survivalsurvival ofof thethe fittestfittest andand aa 
differentialdifferential signsign ificanceificance ofof speciesspecies andand 
individualsindividuals toto thethe "integrity""integrity" ofof thethe 
community.community. 1515 Regan'sRegan's "rights"rights 
approach"approach" isis anan explicitexplicit extensionextension intointo 
naturenature ofof aa humanistichumanistic ethic;ethic; "deep"deep 
ecology"ecology" isis anan environmentalenvironmental ethicethic 
derived,derived, inin largelarge part,part, fromfrom non-phil­non-phil­
osophical,osophical, scientificscientific origins.origins. 1616 

SoSo attachedattached isis ReganRegan toto thethe indivi­indivi­
dualistic/rightsdualistic/rights approachapproach thatthat hehe isis 
ledled toto suggestsuggest thatthat hishis conceptconcept ofof 
"inherent"inherent value"value" isis thethe "only""only" wayway toto 
"develop"develop aa genuinegenuine ethicethic ofof thethe envi­envi­
ronment,ronment, asas distinctdistinct fromfrom anan ethicethic forfor 
itsits use.use. (133)(133) IInn aa word,word, hehe sug­sug­
gestsgests thatthat byby accordingaccording rightsrights toto thethe 
mostmost trivialtrivial andand detachabledetachable bitsbits ofof 
nature,nature, wewe willwill gaingain anan environmentalenvironmental 
etheth icic byby aggagg regationregation ofof thethe papa rts.rts. ItIt 
nevernever seemsseems toto occuoccu rr toto himhim toto tata keke 
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thethe ecologicalecological perspectiveperspective seriously,seriously, 
thusthus regardingregarding thethe "biotic"biotic community"community" 
asas aa wholewhole system,system, andand thenthen derivingderiving 
thethe valuevalue ofof thethe partpart fromfrom itsits involve­involve­
mentment inin andand contributioncontribution toto thethe sys­sys­
temictemic whole.whole. That,That, ofof coucou rse,rse, isis thethe 
wayway LeopoldLeopold goesgoes aboutabout it.it. 

TheThe basicbasic discorddiscord betweenbetween "animal"animal 
rights"rights" andand "deep"deep ecology"ecology" mightmight bebe 
illustratedillustrated byby aa fancifulfanciful case.case. Imag­Imag­
ineine aa nationalnational parkpark administratoradministrator 
determineddetermined toto carrycarry outout aa wildlifewildlife 
managementmanagement polpol icyicy basedbased onon ReganRegan rr ss 
principlesprinciples ofof "animal"animal rights"?rights"? HowHow 
mightmight hehe bestbest "liberate""liberate" thethe creaturescreatures 
underunder hh isis managementmanagement andand protection?protection? 
OneOne mightmight proposepropose thatthat hehe adoptadopt thethe 
"deep"deep ecological"ecological" approachapproach andand justjust 
leaveleave thethe naturalnatural processesprocesses toto theirtheir 
ownown cruelcruel devicesdevices andand letlet naturenature taketake 
itsits terribleterrible toll.toll. AfterAfter all,all, ReganRegan willwill 
notnot faufau ItIt thethe predatorspredators forfor doidoi ngng theithei rr 
thing:thing: "the"the lamblamb cancan havehave rightsrights 
onlyonly againstagainst thosethose beingsbeings whowho areare 
capablecapable ofof takingtaking thethe interestsinterests ofof thethe 
lamblamb intointo accountaccount andand tryingtrying toto deter­deter­
mine,mine, onon thethe basisbasis ofof itsits interests,interests, asas 
wellwell asas otherother relevantrelevant considerations,considerations, 
what,what, morallymorally speaking,speaking, oughtought toto bebe 
dondon e.e. "" (( 18)18) 11 77 ItIt iiss not,not, howehowevverer ,, 
quitequite thatthat simple.simple. ForFor whilewhile thethe 
predatorspredators mightmight bebe excused,excused, thethe 
hypotheticalhypothetical parkpark administratoradministrator maymay 
notnot bebe excusedexcused forfor lettingletting thisthis brutal,brutal, 
ifif natural,natural, businessbusiness gogo on.on. HeHe cancan 
putput aa stopstop toto atat leastleast somesome ofof thisthis 
carnage;carnage; indeed,indeed, becausebecause hehe can,can, thethe 
deerdeer (and(and otherother prey)prey) havehave aa rightright toto 
hishis protection.protection. 

HowHow mightmight hehe bringbring allall thisthis about?about? 
First,First, inin orderorder toto fulfillfulfill hishis dutyduty toto 
minimizeminimize needlessneedless painpain andand death,death, hehe 
wouldwould seekseek toto eliminate,eliminate, asas humanelyhumanely 
asas possible,possible, predatorpredator species.species. ItIt 
wouldn'twouldn't do,do, ofof course,course, toto hunthunt andand 
killkill them;them; rather,rather, theirtheir eliminationelimination 
wouldwould havehave toto bebe accomplishedaccomplished 
throughthrough sterilization.sterilization. PerhapsPerhaps DDTDDT 
mightmight bebe reintroducedreintroduced intointo thethe foodfood 
chain,chain, sisi ncence thth isis seemsseems toto dimidimi nn ishish thethe 
reproductivereproductive abilityability ofof birdsbirds ofof prey.prey. 
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CarcassesCarcasses mightmight bebe lacedlaced withwith contra­contra­
ceptiveceptive chemicals,chemicals, andand thusthus predatorypredatory 
mammalsmammals wouldwould bebe eliminatedeliminated whilewhile 
avoidingavoiding thethe iniquityiniquity ofof huntinghunting them.them. 

WithWith thethe predatorspredators removed,removed, itit 
wouldwould then,then, ofof course,course, becomebecome neces­neces­
sarysary toto removeremove excessexcess herbivores,herbivores, toto 
avoidavoid theithei rr increaseincrease beyondbeyond caca rryirryi ngng 
capacitycapacity andand consequentconsequent starvation.starvation. 
SinceSince huntinghunting wouldwould bebe unacceptable,unacceptable, 
thisthis controlcontrol ofof populationpopulation mightmight bebe 
accomplaccompl ishedished thth roughrough selectiveselective andand 
papa rtiallyrtially effectiveeffective bibi rthrth controlcontrol meth­meth­
odsods (again,(again, presumablypresumably throughthrough thethe 
useuse ofof contraceptivecontraceptive chemicalschemicals inin food,food, 
water,water, etc.).etc.). 

OfOf course,course, thethe policypolicy wouldwould onlyonly 
bebe partiallypartially successful.successful. TheThe elimina­elimina­
tiontion ofof insectinsect predatorspredators wouldwould bebe eco­eco­
nomicallynomically unfeasible,unfeasible, ifif notnot inin factfact 
practicallypractically impossible.impossible. Presumably,Presumably, 
insectivoreinsectivore birdsbirds wouldwould alsoalso bebe allowedallowed 
toto survive.survive. TheThe primaryprimary "beneficiar­"beneficiar­
ies"ies" ofof thisthis "rights-oriented"rights-oriented manage­manage­
ment"ment" wouldwould bebe "higher"higher order"order" herhi­herhi­
vores.vores. ThisThis wouldwould bebe thethe policy,policy, 
notwithstandingnotwithstanding Regan'sRegan's insistenceinsistence 
thatthat allall animalsanimals havehave "right"right toto life."life." 

AnAn interestinginteresting consequenceconsequence ofof thisthis 
fancifulfanciful exerciseexercise isis thethe discoverydiscovery 
that,that, farfar fromfrom beingbeing anan "extension""extension" oror 
aa "foundation""foundation" ofof environmentalenvironmental eth­eth­
ics,ics, vegetarianismvegetarianism andand "animal"animal 
rights,"rights," unconstrained,unconstrained, runrun contrarycontrary 
toto fundamentalfundamental ecologicalecological principles.principles. 
ForFor oneone thing,thing, byby insistinginsisting uponupon thethe 
"rights""rights" ofof individualindividual beingsbeings toto bebe 
sparedspared unnecessaryunnecessary pain,pain, oneone losesloses 
sightsight ofof thethe speciesspecies andand thethe ecosys­ecosys­
tem-andtem-and thethe factfact thatthat predators,predators, whilewhile 
"enemies""enemies" ofof individualindividual preyprey animals,animals, 
areare "benefactors""benefactors" ofof thethe preyprey species.species. 
IInn general,general, byby focusifocusi ngng uponupon thethe 
iindnd ividuals,ividuals, "an"an imalimal liberationliberation ists"ists" 
givegive inadequateinadequate attentionattention toto contextscontexts 
andand systems-thesystems-the essentialessential conceptsconcepts ofof 
thethe "ecological"ecological pointpoint ofof view."view." InIn 
short,short, thethe "rights"rights approach"approach" cancan leadlead 
usus farfar astrayastray fromfrom AldoAldo Leopold'sLeopold's 
"Land"Land Ethic."Ethic." 
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I'llI'll notnot gogo onon withwith aa criticalcritical tasktask 
thatthat hashas beenbeen superblysuperbly performedperformed 
elsewhere.elsewhere. MyMy efforteffort willwill bebe success­success­
fulful ifif II havehave managedmanaged toto suggestsuggest thatthat 
Regan'sRegan's subtitle,subtitle, "Essays"Essays onon AnimalsAnimals 
RightsRights andand EnviEnvi ronmentalronmental EthEth ics"ics" 
tends,tends, byby simplesimple conjunction,conjunction, toto paperpaper 
overover aa massivemassive theoreticaltheoretical crack-acrack-a riftrift 
thatthat hehe hashas notnot recognized,recognized, farfar lessless 
attemptedattempted toto repair,repair, inin thethe bodybody ofof 
thethe book.book. 

IVIV 

INDIVIDUALISMINDIVIDUALISM ANDAND HOLISM:HOLISM: 
TOWARDTOWARD AA SYNTHESISSYNTHESIS 

IfIf thethe foregoingforegoing analysesanalyses havehave beenbeen 
successful,successful, wewe havehave foundfound thatthat indi­indi­
vidualismvidualism alonealone failsfails asas aa groundground forfor 
anan integratedintegrated environmentalenvironmental ethics.ethics. 
ThisThis failurefailure isis mostmost apparentapparent inin thethe 
attemptattempt toto extendextend toto aaIIII natunatu rere moralmoral 
categoriescategories (such(such asas "rights,""rights," andand 
"duties")"duties") whichwhich are'are' appropriatelyappropriately 
appliedapplied withinwithin communitiescommunities ofof persons.persons. 
However,However, neitherneither cancan holismholism standstand 
alonealone asas aa basisbasis forfor aa soundsound environ­environ­
mentalmental ethic.ethic. InIn thisthis finalfinal section,section, II 
wouldwould likelike toto suggestsuggest (and(and merelymerely 
that),that), howhow thesethese contrastingcontrasting 
approachesapproaches toto environmentalenvironmental ethicsethics 
mightmight bebe integinteg rated.rated. 

SomeSome holistsholists contendcontend thatthat thethe com­com­
ponentsponents ofof anan ecosystemecosystem have,have, byby 
themselves,themselves, nono moralmoral significancesignificance 
whatever.whatever. 1818 ThatThat positionposition isis extremeextreme 
andand untenable.untenable. ForFor whilewhile wewe mightmight 
agreeagree withwith Leopold'sLeopold's maximmaxim thatthat "a"a 
thth ii ngng isis rigrig htht whenwhen itit tendstends toto re­pp re­

'serve'serve thethe integrity,integrity, stabilitystability andand 
beautybeauty ofof thethe bioticbiotic community,"community," wewe 
needneed notnot assumeassume fromfrom thisthis thatthat Leo­Leo­
pold'spold's maximmaxim isis thethe onlyonly testtest ofof 
"rig"rig htness.htness. "" (I(I amam notnot awaawa rere thatthat 
LeopoldLeopold makesmakes thisthis claim.)claim.) ThereThere maymay 
bebe other,other, independent,independent, groundsgrounds ofof 
"rightness.""rightness." ForFor instance,instance, somethingsomething 
maymay alsoalso be.be. "right""right" ifif itit enhancesenhances thethe 
interestsinterests ofof sentientsentient beings,beings, andand stillstill 
moremore "right""right" ifif itit servesserves thethe interestsinterests 
ofof cognitivecognitive sentientsentient beingsbeings (such(such asas 
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persons).persons). Hence,Hence, inin anan ecosystemecosystem 
withwith atat bestbest onlyonly minimallyminimally sentientsentient 
life-componentslife-components (e.(e. g.g. ,, anan alpinealpine 
lala ke),ke), thethe iintegnteg rityrity ofof thethe systemsystem 
wouldwould havehave aa higherhigher moralmoral claimclaim thanthan 
thatthat ofof thethe "interest""interest" ofof aa trout,trout, muchmuch 
lessless aa dragonfly.dragonfly. InIn anotheranother system,system, 
containingcontaining persons,persons, individualsindividuals maymay 
havehave validvalid claimsclaims againstagainst thethe "sys­"sys­
tem"tem" .. 

ThusThus thethe moralmoral significancesignificance ofof 
individualsindividuals maymay bebe perceivedperceived asas 
increasingincreasing incrementallyincrementally alongalong thethe 
evolevol utionautiona ryry lineline ofof thethe developmentdevelopment ofof 
"sentience.""sentience." InIn anan environmentalenvironmental eth­eth­
icsics thusthus conceived,conceived, thethe feelingsfeelings ofof aa 
molemole mightmight bebe judgedjudged toto havehave some,some, 
butbut veryvery little,little, moralmoral significancesignificance 
alongsidealongside thethe significancesignificance ofof thethe 
"integrity,"integrity, stabilitystability andand beautybeauty ofof thethe 
bioticbiotic community"community" ofof whichwhich itit isis aa 
part.part. However,However, asas neuro-mechanismsneuro-mechanisms 
evolveevolve toto greatergreater complexity,complexity, andand 
thereforetherefore towardtoward aa greatergreater acutenessacuteness 
toto thethe experienceexperience ofof pleasupleasu rere andand 
pain,pain, individualismindividualism (the(the moralitymorality ofof 
"rights")"rights") gainsgains moralmoral significance.significance. AtAt 
aa certaincertain stagestage ofof evolution,evolution, neuralneural 
complexity,complexity, andand thethe psychicpsychic lifelife thatthat 
itit supports,supports, reachesreaches aa pointpoint (perhaps(perhaps 
pastpast thethe "quantum"quantum leapleap ofof person­person­
hood")hood") atat whichwhich individualityindividuality ratesrates 
veryvery highhigh consideration-oftenconsideration-often enoughenough 
toto trumptrump thethe demandsdemands ofof ecologicalecological 
communities.communities. Thus,Thus, forfor example,example, aa 
pondpond oror aa fieldfield mightmight justifiablyjustifiably "give"give 
way"way" toto "development""development" forfor aa habitathabitat 
forfor homohomo sapiens).sapiens). 

WhyWhy shouldshould thisthis bebe so?so? WhatWhat isis itit 
aboutabout complexcomplex neuneu ralral (ergo(ergo psychic)psychic) 
lifelife thatthat shouldshould affordafford itit thisthis consid­consid­
eration?eration? TheThe questionquestion isis tootoo largelarge toto 
considerconsider thisthis latelate inin thethe paper.paper. 1919 

Briefly,Briefly, II wouldwould suggestsuggest thsths possibil­possibil­
ity:ity: FirstFirst ofof all,all, complexcomplex brainsbrains sup­sup­
portport "sheer"sheer sentience,"sentience," whichwhich demandsdemands 
iimmedmmed iiateate momo rara II attention.attention. 2020 IInn addadd i­i­
tion,tion, thoughthough lessless obviously,obviously, thethe 
braibrai n-andn-and thereforetherefore thethe mimi nd,nd, thethe 
language,language, thethe culture,culture, andand thusthus thethe 
"autobiography-of"autobiography-of aa personperson claimsclaims 
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significancesignificance throughthrough itsits replicationreplication ofof 
thethe "integrity,"integrity, stabilitystability andand beauty"beauty" 
ofof ecosystems.ecosystems. JustJust asas therethere is,is, inin 
anan ecosystem,ecosystem, anan ecologyecology ofof organ­organ­
isms,isms, therethere isis inin thethe lifelife ofof aa person,person, 
anan "ecology"ecology ofof mind"mind" featuringfeaturing com­com­
plexplex ii ntereactionsntereactions betweenbetween thethe person­person­
organism,organism, itsits nervousnervous system,system, -the-the 
naturalnatural environment,environment, andand thethe entityentity 
calledcalled "culture""culture" whichwhich intervenesintervenes 
betweenbetween organismorganism andand naturalnatural envi­envi­
ronment.ronment. MostMost immediateimmediate toto thethe mindmind 
ofof thethe person-organismperson-organism isis thatthat partpart ofof 
hishis cultureculture whichwhich isis articulatedarticulated byby 
meaningmeaning inin hishis language,language, andand whichwhich 
constitutesconstitutes hishis "thought-world.""thought-world." ThisThis 
"thoug"thoug ht-world,"ht-world," inin tutu rn,rn, . isis aa com­com­
plexplex systemsystem ofof memories,memories, cognitions,cognitions, 
connationsconnations andand affections.affections. ThisThis 
neuralneural elaborationelaboration fromfrom brain,brain, throughthrough 
languagelanguage andand community,community, toto self-con­self-con­
sciousness,sciousness, cultureculture andand "thought­"thought­
world,"world," rivalsrivals thethe complexitycomplexity andand 
iintegnteg rationration ofof thethe IIife-commuife-commu nn ityity whwh ichich 
supportssupports it.it. If,If, asas LeopoldLeopold asserts,asserts, 
"goodness""goodness" isis groundedgrounded inin thethe "integ­"integ­
rity,rity, stabilitystability andand beauty"beauty" ofof ecosys­ecosys­
tems,tems, then,then, byby displayingdisplaying thesethese quali­quali­
ties,ties, mimi ndsnds tootoo havehave vava IIue.ue. 2121 

ThereThere aare,re, ofof coucou rse,rse, timestimes whenwhen 
thethe valuesvalues ofof ecosystemsecosystems andand thethe val­val­
uesues ofof person-communitiesperson-communities appearappear toto 
compete-as,compete-as, similarly,similarly, therethere areare con­con­
flictingflicting demands,'demands,' well-knownwell-known toto politi­politi­
calcal scientistsscientists andand moralists,moralists, betweenbetween 
humanhuman communitiescommunities andand humanhuman individ­individ­
uals.uals. Still,Still, suchsuch conflictsconflicts ofof claimsclaims 
betweenbetween IIife-commuife-commu nn ities,ities, hh umauma nn com­com­
munitiesmunities andand humanhuman individualsindividuals needneed 
notnot bebe exclusiveexclusive andand destructivedestructive ofof 
eacheach other.other. PerhapsPerhaps thethe validvalid limitslimits 
ofof thethe claimsclaims ofof thethe individualindividual uponupon 
thethe community,community, andand thethe communitycommunity 
uponupon thethe ecosystem,ecosystem, areare exceededexceeded 
whenwhen thesethese claimsclaims thth reatenreaten thethe healthhealth 
andand iintegnteg rity,rity, eveneven thth ee exex iistensten ce,ce, ofof 
thethe largerlarger systemssystems whichwhich sustainsustain thethe 
claimants.claimants. Ultimately,Ultimately, thethe notionnotion ofof aa 
"competition""competition" betweenbetween holisticholistic andand 
individualindividual valuesvalues maymay bebe false;false; bothboth 
mightmight bebe subsumedsubsumed underunder aa stillstill 
broaderbroader holisticholistic systemsystem whichwhich givesgives 
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duedue noticenotice toto thethe valuesvalues andand claimsclaims ofof 
pre-eminentlypre-eminently significantsignificant partsparts ofof thethe 
ecosystem;ecosystem; namely,namely, thethe dignity,dignity, rightsrights 
andand dutiesduties ofof thethe personalisticpersonalistic compo­compo­
nentsnents ofof thatthat system.system. 2222 

IfIf thisthis sketchsketch indicatesindicates aa promisingpromising 
avenueavenue ofof accomodationaccomodation betweenbetween indi­indi­
vidualismvidualism andand holism,holism, itit alsoalso revealsreveals aa 
fatalfatal weaknessweakness inin Regan'sRegan's individualis­individualis­
tictic approachapproach toto envienvi ronmentalronmental eth­eth­
ics-namely,ics-namely, thethe failurefailure ofof thatthat 
approachapproach toto makemake allowanceallowance forfor thethe 
incrementalincremental moralmoral significancesignificance ofof 
neuralneural complexity.complexity. InIn particular,particular, 
Regan'sRegan's approachapproach givesgives nono acknowl­acknowl­
edgmentofedgmentof thethe moralmoral significancesignificance ofof 
thethe quantumquantum leapleap whichwhich takestakes placeplace 
withwith thethe concomitantconcomitant emergenceemergence ofof 
language,language, cultureculture andand personhood.personhood. 

Notice,Notice, now,now, thatthat thisthis sketchsketch hashas 
mademade nono claimclaim forfor aa higherhigher moralmoral sig­sig­
nificancenificance ofof membersmembers ofof thethe speciesspecies 
homohomo sapiens.sapiens. ThatThat claimclaim hashas beenbeen 
appliedapplied herehere toto persons-beingspersons-beings poss­poss­
essingessing aa typetype ofof advancedadvanced neuralneural com­com­
piepiexx iityty ww hh iicch,h, ii nn tt urn,urn, supsupportportss IIaann ­­
guage,guage, self-consciousnessself-consciousness andand culture.culture. 
AnyAny speciesspecies mightmight conceivablyconceivably applyapply 
toto thatthat Club.Club. ItIt isis aa contingentcontingent fact,fact, 
notnot aa logicallogical truth,truth, thatthat onlyonly thethe 
speciesspecies homohomo sapienssapiens seemsseems ableable toto 
passpass thethe entranceentrance examination.examination. OtherOther 
beingsbeings havehave beenbeen portrayedportrayed inin fictionfiction 
toto bebe personspersons (e.g.,(e.g., inin thethe Dr.Dr. 000­000­

litlelitle talestales andand inin thethe "Star"Star Wars"Wars" 
films),films), andand somesome beingsbeings (e.g.,(e.g., dol­dol­
phins,phins, extra-terrestrials,extra-terrestrials, computers)computers) 
maymay yetyet inin factfact bebe foufou ndnd toto bebe per­per­
sons.sons. SoSo muchmuch forfor thethe chargecharge ofof 
"speciesism."speciesism. "23"23 

AnAn uncompromisinguncompromising individualisticindividualistic 
l!rights-approach"l!rights-approach" toto environmentalenvironmental 
ethicsethics leadsleads toto suchsuch absurditiesabsurdities asas 
werewere portrayedportrayed inin thethe "rights-oriented"rights-oriented 
gamegame management."management." TotalTotal commitmentcommitment 
toto aa holisticholistic ethicethic isis radicallyradically destruc­destruc­
tivetive ofof thethe rightsrights andand dignitydignity ofof per­per­
sonssons andand theirtheir communities.communities. ClearlyClearly 
anan accomodationaccomodation isis calledcalled for.for. II havehave 
suggestedsuggested aa solsol utionution whwh ichich may,may, oror 
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maymay not,not, deservedeserve elaborationelaboration andand thenthen 
survivesurvive circumspectcircumspect analysis.analysis. What­What­
everever thethe fatefate ofof thth ississ uggestion,uggestion, it"it" iiss 
moremore importantimportant thatthat thethe challengechallenge bebe 
raisedraised toto thethe philosophicalphilosophical communitycommunity 

toto scrupulouslyscrupulously searchsearch forfor anan accomo­accomo­
dationdation andand eventualeventual integration"integration" ofof thethe 
individualisticindividualistic andand holisticholistic dimensionsdimensions 
ofof envienvi ronmentalronmental etheth ics.ics. 
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NOTESNOTES 

lEvelynlEvelyn Pluhar,Pluhar, "Two"Two ConceptionsConceptions 
ofof anan EnvironmentalEnvironmental EthicEthic andand TheirTheir 
Implications,Implications, "" EthicsEthics
 
IV:4,IV:4, (December,(December, 1983),1983),
 

2Tom2Tom 
Therein,Therein, 
CaliforniaCalifornia 
after,after, allall 
bookbook willwill 

3Th3Th isis 

Regan,Regan, AllAll 
Berkeley:Berkeley: 
Press,Press, 1982,1982, 

&& Animals,Animals, 
p.p. 110.110. 

ThatThat DwellDwell 
UniversityUniversity ofof 
p.p. 2.2. Here­Here­

clearclear referencesreferences toto Regan'sRegan's 
bebe placedplaced inin thethe text.text. 

characterizationcharacterization ofof Regan'sRegan's 
positionposition isis supportedsupported byby thethe followingfollowing 
quotationsquotations fromfrom thethe book:book: (a)"(a)" 
becausebecause [animals'][animals'] interestsinterests areare fre­fre­
quentlyquently asas importantimportant toto themthem asas com­com­
parableparable interestsinterests areare toto humanhuman beings,beings, 
theirtheir interestsinterests mustmust bebe givengiven thethe samesame 
weightweight asas comparablecomparable humanhuman inter­inter­
ests."ests." (86)(86) (b)"(b)" attemptsattempts toto 
markmark aa qualitativequalitative chasmchasm thatthat sepa­sepa­
ratesrates manman fromfrom thethe beastsbeasts mustmust 
fafa iiI.I. .. .. "" ((1159)59) ((cc )) "" IItistis notnot cc IIeaea rr ,, 
first,first, thatthat nono non-humannon-human animalsanimals sat­sat­
isfyisfy anyoneanyone (or(or all)all) ofof thesethese 
[rights'-conferring][rights'-conferring] conditions,conditions, andand 
second,second, itit isis reasonablyreasonably clearclear thatthat notnot 
allall humanhuman beingsbeings satisfysatisfy them."them." (28)(28) 

4Notably,4Notably, JoelJoel FeinbergFeinberg inin hishis 
essay,essay, "The"The RightsRights ofof AnimalsAnimals andand 
UnbornUnborn Generations,"Generations," inin BlackstoneBlackstone 
(ed),(ed), PhilosophyPhilosophy andand EnvironmentalEnvironmental 
Crisis,Crisis, Athens,Athens, Georgia:Georgia: UniversityUniversity 
ofof GeorgiaGeorgia Press,Press, 1974.1974. 

5Th5Th isis isis notnot thethe placeplace toto discussdiscuss 
thethe ideaidea thatthat manifestlymanifestly "unequal""unequal" 
personspersons deservedeserve "equal"equal rights."rights." TheThe 
literatureliterature oneone thethe topictopic isis vast,vast, ofof 
coucou rse.rse. TheThe bestbest recentrecent treatments,treatments, 
inin mymy opinion,opinion, areare byby RonaldRonald DworkinDworkin 
andand JohnJohn Rawls.Rawls. 

6Regan's6Regan's indexedindexed referencesreferences toto 
"persons""persons" (152-3,(152-3, 156)156) dealdeal exclu­exclu­
sivelysively withwith "person""person" asas aa legallegal con­con­
cept-i.cept-i. e.,e., entitiesentities withwith juridicaljuridical 
standing.standing. HeHe makesmakes littlelittle useuse ofof thethe 
conceptconcept ofof "person""person" asas anan integratedintegrated 
andand continuouscontinuous setset ofof capacities.capacities. 

7S7Someome researchersresearchers claimclaim thatthat somesome 
experimentalexperimental apesapes havehave brokenbroken thisthis 
barrierbarrier (e.(e. g.,g., thethe Gardiner'sGardiner's 
"Washoe""Washoe" andand Paterson'sPaterson's "Koko")."Koko"). 
StillStill others,others, (e.g.,(e.g., JohnJohn Lilly)Lilly) believebelieve 
thatthat dolphinsdolphins maymay bebe "persons""persons" withwith 
anan articulatearticulate language.language. IfIf so,so, andand ifif 
thisthis cancan bebe demonstrated,demonstrated, thenthen thesethese 
animalsanimals areare welcomewelcome toto thethe clubclub (i.(i. e.,e., 
toto ourour "moral"moral community").community"). TheThe 
issue,issue, however,however, isis inin doubt,doubt, toto saysay 
thethe least.least. (Cf.(Cf. HerbertHerbert Terrace'sTerrace's 
workwork withwith "Nim"Nim Chimsky".)Chimsky".) 

8By8By (a)(a) "significant""significant" isis meantmeant thatthat 
symbol,symbol, "x","x", evokesevokes thethe samesame 
responseresponse (or(or image)image) inin allall partiesparties toto 
thethe communication.communication. OtherOther criteriacriteria ofof 
languagelanguage areare (b)(b) syntacticalsyntactical (gram­(gram­
matical),matical), (c)(c) conventional,conventional, andand (d)(d) 
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arbitrary.arbitrary. Cf.Cf. FromkinFromkin andand Rodman,Rodman, 
AnAn IIntroductionntroduction toto Language,Language, (New(New 
York:York: Holt,Holt, RinehartRinehart && Winston,Winston, 
1983),1983), CC h.h. 1.1. 

9This,9This, however,however, isis notnot Regan'sRegan's 
solesole criterioncriterion ofof "rights.""rights." HeHe furtherfurther 
contendscontends thatthat inaina nn imateimate beibei ngsngs navenave 
"rights,""rights," duedue toto theirtheir "inherent"inherent 
vava IIu,e.u,e. "" (Clea(Clea rlyrly piapia nts,nts, rocksrocks andand 
riversrivers dodo notnot "have"have autobiographies.autobiographies. ")") 
MoreMore aboutabout thisthis shortly.shortly. 

l°Therel°There isis aa thirdthird feature,feature, ofof 
whichwhich ReganRegan admitsadmits inin aa footnote,footnote, "I"I 
amam myselfmyself confusedconfused aboutabout thth isis papa rt"rt" 
(146);(146); aa confusionconfusion thatthat II share,share, andand 
thusthus willwill sparespare thethe reader.reader. 

11But11But toto saysay thatthat projects,projects, objectsobjects 
andand eventsevents containcontain "value-makers""value-makers" (or(or 
"value-gens,""value-gens," toto useuse HolmesHolmes Rolston'sRolston's 
felicitousfelicitous term)term) maymay bebe quitequite accepta­accepta­
ble,ble, inin thatthat suchsuch aa notionnotion entailsentails aa 
relationrelation withwith anan evaluator.evaluator. ForFor anan 
expandedexpanded treatmenttreatment ofof thethe ideasideas inin 
thth iiss section,section, seesee mymy "Va"Va lueslues inin 
Nature:Nature: IsIs AnybodyAnybody there?",there?", pre­pre­
sentedsented atat aa conferenceconference atat thethe UnUn iver­iver­
sitysity ofof Georgia,Georgia, "Environmental"Environmental Eth­Eth­
ics:ics: NewNew Directions,"Directions," OctoberOctober 5,5, 19841984 
[in[in circulation-circulation- publicationpublication virtuallyvirtually 
assured].assured]. TheThe followingfollowing threethree [ms][ms] 
pagespages areare sharedshared withwith thatthat paper.paper. 

12Because12Because II don'tdon't necessarilynecessarily wishwish 
toto embraceembrace anan interestinterest theorytheory ofof valuevalue 
here,here, II wouldwould saysay thatthat "attention"attention andand 
interest"interest" areare necessarynecessary forfor value,value, 
thoughthough notnot sufficient.sufficient. Otherwise,Otherwise, wewe 
areare perilouslyperilously closeclose toto subjectivismsubjectivism 
andand relativism.relativism. 

13My13My statementstatement ofof thethe finalfinal objec­objec­
tiontion willwill bebe brief,brief, sincesince II amam quitequite 
unableunable toto improveimprove uponupon BairdBaird Calli­Calli­
cott'scott's superbsuperb presentationpresentation ofof thethe samesame 
objectionobjection inin "Animal"Animal Liberation:Liberation: AA 
TriangularTriangular Affair"Affair" (Environmental(Environmental 
Ethics,Ethics, 2:42:4 (Winter,(Winter, 1980).1980). Callicott'sCallicott's 
articlearticle isis twicetwice cited,cited, butbut nevernever ans­ans­
wered,wered, byby ReganRegan inin thisthis book.book. 
AnotherAnother excellentexcellent treatmenttreatment ofof thisthis 
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issueissue isis MarkMark Sagoff'sSagoff's "Animal"Animal Libera­Libera­
tiontion andand EnvironmentalEnvironmental Ethics:Ethics: BadBad 
Marriage,Marriage, QuickQuick Divorce"Divorce" OsgoodeOsgoode HallHall 
LawLaw Journal,Journal, 22:222:2 (Summer,(Summer, 1984).1984). 
ThougThoug hh incloseinclose agag reementreement toto thosethose ofof 
CallicottCallicott andand Sagoff,Sagoff, mymy viewsviews onon thisthis 
issueissue werewere arrivedarrived atat independently.independently. 

14Aldo14Aldo Leopold,Leopold, AA SandSand CountyCounty 
Almanac,Almanac, (New(New York:York: OxfordOxford Univer­Univer­
sitysity Press,Press, 1949),1949), 224-5.224-5. ReganRegan doesdoes 
notnot citecite thisthis passage.passage. 

lsCallicott,327.lsCallicott,327. 

1166 IIbid,bid, 321321 ff .. 

17Regan,17Regan, whowho isis soso anxiousanxious toto dis­dis­
countcount thethe differencesdifferences betweenbetween humanshumans 
andand animals,animals, failsfails toto noticenotice thatthat thethe 
veryvery qualitiesqualities thatthat makemake aa manman 
responsible,responsible, andand aa wolfwolf notnot responsi­responsi­
ble,ble, areare thethe qualitiesqualities whichwhich makemake 
humanhuman lifelife muchmuch moremore valuable,valuable, andand 
humanhuman rightsrights muchmuch moremore urgent,urgent, thanthan 
thosethose ofof animalsanimals withoutwithout thesethese quali­quali­
ties.ties. 

18Pluhar,18Pluhar, p.p. 120-3,120-3, soso character­character­
izesizes holism,holism, andand inin defensedefense ofof thisthis 
characterization,characterization, citescites Callicott,Callicott, op.op. 
cit.,cit., 332.332. 

1919 
11 examineexamine thisthis questionquestion moremore 

deeplydeeply inin mymy "Values"Values inin Nature,"Nature," op.op. 
cit.,cit., andand inin "Nature"Nature asas aa MoralMoral 
ResouResou rce,rce, "" EnvironmentalEnvironmental Ethics,Ethics, 6,6, 
(Summer,(Summer, 1984).1984). 

2°"Sheer2°"Sheer sentience,"sentience," asas aa factorfactor inin 
moralmoral significance,significance, maymay bebe atat "moral"moral 
bedrock."bedrock." TheThe bestbest expression,expression, toto 
mymy knowledge,knowledge, ofof thisthis "Cartesian"Cartesian cer­cer­
tainty"tainty" ofof thethe evilevil ofof pain,pain, isis fromfrom 
CharlesCharles Schulz'Schulz' "Linus":"Linus": Lucy:Lucy: 
"Well"Well ,, whywhy isis papa ii nn bad?bad? "" LiLi nn usus :: 
"Because"Because painpain hurts!"hurts!" BeyondBeyond this,this, 
I'mI'm notnot suresure whatwhat moremore can,can, oror need,need, 
bebe said.said. ToTo knowknow painpain isis toto knowknow it'sit's 
primaprima faciefacie badbad (whatever(whatever thethe possiblypossibly 
over-ridingover-riding goodgood resultsresults maymay be).be). 
Cf.Cf. FeinbergFeinberg onon thethe InterestInterest Princi­Princi­
ple,ple, inin "Rights"Rights ofof AnimalsAnimals andand UnbornUnborn 
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Generations,"Generations," inin BlackstoneBlackstone (ed),(ed), 
PhilosophyPhilosophy andand EnvironmentalEnvironmental Crisis,Crisis, 
Athens,Athens, Georgia:Georgia: UniversityUniversity ofof Geor­Geor­
giagia Press,Press, 1974.1974. AlsoAlso seesee mymy "Envi­"Envi­
ronmentalronmental Ethics:Ethics: ObstaclesObstacles andand 
Opportunities,"Opportunities," inin SchultzSchultz andand 
Hughes,Hughes, (eds),(eds), EcologicalEcological Conscious­Conscious­
ness,ness, Washington,Washington, DC:DC: UniversityUniversity 
PressPress ofof America,America, 1981.1981. 

21As21As aa necessarynecessary conditioncondition forfor thethe 
sustenancesustenance ofof communitiescommunities ofof persons,·persons,· 
thethe naturalnatural systemsystem maymay alsoalso bebe saidsaid toto 
"draw""draw" significancesignificance fromfrom thethe signifi­signifi­
cancecance ofof personhood.personhood. AccordingAccording toto 
thethe anthanth ropocentricropocentric view,view, thethe ecosys­ecosys­
temtem drawsdraws allall ofof itsits significancesignificance ther­ther­
efrom.efrom. 

22Let22Let usus notnot forgetforget thatthat thethe veryvery 
conceptconcept ofof "morality""morality" presupposespresupposes 
personhood:personhood: personspersons areare thethe onlyonly 
beingsbeings thatthat cancan bebe saidsaid toto havehave 
duties,duties, oror cancan bebe meaningfullymeaningfully 
"guilty""guilty" oror "ashamed""ashamed" ofof aa violationviolation ofof 
moralmoral principles.principles. 

2323 Analogously,Analogously, withwith considerableconsiderable 
imagination,imagination, oneone mightmight imagineimagine 
"super-persons""super-persons" (e.g.,(e.g., ableable toto settlesettle 
communalcommunal disputesdisputes withoutwithout resortresort toto 
threatsthreats ofof mutualmutual annihilation,annihilation, oror 
capablecapable ofof selectingselecting communalcommunal leadersleaders 
onon thethe basisbasis ofof intelligenceintelligence andand abil­abil­
ity,ity, ratherrather thanthan property,property, powerpower oror 
charm).charm). SuchSuch beingsbeings mightmight thenthen 
exceedexceed "persons""persons" inin moralmoral signifi­signifi­
cance.cance. 


