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MichaelMichael Wreen,Wreen, "I"I nn 
EthicsEthics && AnimalsAnimals V/3,V/3, 

SpeciesismSpeciesism 

ThoseThose ofof usus whowho havehave becomebecome con­con­
vincedvinced tha,ttha,t nonhumannonhuman animalsanimals areare 
morallymorally consider'ableconsider'able rights-bearersrights-bearers 
havehave frequentlyfrequently reliedrelied onon thethe rejectionrejection 
ofof speciesismspeciesism inin ourour argumentsarguments withwith 
ourour opponents.opponents. IfIf certaincertain humanshumans 
withwith impaimpa iiredred mentamenta II capacitiescapacities havehave 
rights,rights, wewe havehave urged,urged, nonhumannonhuman 
animalsanimals withwith comparablecomparable capacitiescapacities 
mustmust havehave rightsrights too.too. ToTo denydeny rightsrights 
toto thethe latterlatter isis toto assumeassume thatthat spec­spec­
ies-membershipies-membership isis morallymorally relevantrelevant 
("speciesism")-an("speciesism")-an assumptionassumption justjust asas 
indefensibleindefensible asas racismracism oror sexism.sexism. 
AccordingAccording toto MichaelMichael Wreen,Wreen, however,however, 
wewe areare mistaken:mistaken: thethe rejectionrejection ofof 
speciesismspeciesism isis unwarranted.unwarranted. 

WreenWreen II SS importaimporta ntnt chacha lIenge,lIenge, inin hishis 
"In"In DefenseDefense ofof Speciesism,"lSpeciesism,"l isis sub­sub­
tle,tle, interesting,interesting, andand lacedlaced withwith aa 
powerfulpowerful moralmoral appealappeal toto justice.justice. 
Nevertheless,Nevertheless, II wiwi IIII aa rgrg ueue herehere thatthat 
hehe failsfails toto makemake hishis case.case. InIn particu­particu­
lala r,r, thethe appealappeal toto justicejustice atat thethe heahea rtrt 
ofof hishis argumentargument isis anan appealappeal whichwhich isis 
simplysimply notnot avaiavai lablelable toto him.him. 

TheThe issuesissues herehere areare complexcomplex 
enoughenough toto warrantwarrant somesome preliminarypreliminary 
distinctions.distinctions. PresumablyPresumably everyoneeveryone 
agr'eesagr'ees thatthat ifif anyoneanyone hashas basicbasic 
rights,rights, includingincluding aa rightright toto life,life, aa 
personperson does.does. AlthoughAlthough hehe doesdoes notnot 
explicateexplicate thethe conceptconcept ofof personhood,personhood, 
WreenWreen r~fersr~fers usus toto JoelJoel Feinberg'sFeinberg's 
analysis.analysis. AA personperson inin thethe purelypurely 
descriptivedescriptive sensesense isis anan individualindividual whowho 
isis self-aware,self-aware, sentient,sentient, capablecapable ofof 
emotions,emotions, ableable toto learn,learn, reason,reason, andand 
plan.plan. 22 PersonhoodPersonhood isis defineddefined inin termsterms 
ofof mentalmental capacities.capacities. ForFor thethe sakesake ofof 
argument,argument, letlet usus nownow makemake twotwo 
assumptions,assumptions, thethe firstfirst relativelyrelatively 
uncontroversialuncontroversial andand thethe secondsecond (to(to mymy 
mind)mind) dubious.dubious. SupposeSuppose (1)(1) thatthat allall 
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NotNot JustifiedJustified 

individualsindividuals whowho areare personspersons havehave 
basicbasic rights,rights, includingincluding thethe rightright toto 
life.life. SupposeSuppose furtherfurther (2)(2) thatthat anyany 
setset ofof mentalmental capacitiescapacities possessedpossessed byby 
anan individualindividual whichwhich fallsfalls shortshort ofof 
thosethose characterizingcharacterizing pel'sonhoodpel'sonhood isis notnot 
inin itselfitself sufficientsufficient toto warrantwarrant thethe 
ascriptionascription ofof basicbasic rightsrights toto thatthat indi­indi­
vidualvidual (I(I willwill questionquestion thisthis assumptionassumption 
later).later). Now,Now, itit isis aa ·matter·matter ofof contin­contin­
gentgent factfact that,that, whilewhile mostmost humanshumans areare 
persons,persons, somesome areare not.not. WhatWhat wouldwould 
thethe moralmoral statusstatus (if(if any)any) ofof thesethese 
humanhuman nonpersonsnonpersons be?be? 

AtAt thisthis point,point, II suggestsuggest wewe distin­distin­
guishguish humanshumans whowho areare potentialpotential per­per­
sonssons fromfrom thosethose whowho areare not.not. JustJust 
howhow thisthis isis toto bebe done,done, andand justjust whowho 
isis toto countcount asas aa potentialpotential person,person, areare 
notoriouslynotoriously difficultdifficult problemsproblems whichwhich II 
amam notnot foolishfoolish enoughenough toto trytry toto solvesolve 
here.here. ThereThere does,does, however,however, seemseem toto 
bebe anan impol'tantimpol'tant moralmoral differencedifference 
betweenbetween anan individualindividual whowho willwill soonsoon bebe 
aa personperson andand oneone whowho cancan never'never' bebe 
one.one. PerhapsPerhaps individualsindividuals whowho areare oror 
willwill bebe personspersons qualifyqualify forfor basicbasic 
rights.rights. (Feinberg(Feinberg rejectsrejects thisthis onon thethe 
gg rourou ndnd thatthat potentialpotential possessionpossession ofof 
rightsrights isis notnot actualactual possessionpossession ofof 
rights,3rights,3 but,but, asas WreenWreen rightlyrightly pointspoints 
out,out, thethe suggestionsuggestion isis thatthat actualactual oror 
potentialpotential personhoodpersonhood isis sufficientsufficient forfor 
actualactual possessionpossession ofof rights.rights. 44 

)) LetLet usus 
setset humanshumans whowho areare potentialpotential personspersons 
asideaside forfor thethe purposepurpose ofof thisthis discus­discus­
sion,sion, then.then. II willwill argueargue thatthat eveneven ifif 
potentialpotential personspersons areare excludedexcluded fromfrom 
thethe classclass ofof problemproblem cases,cases, speciesismspeciesism 
failsfails toto bebe justified.justified. 

ThereThere areare humanshumans whowho aa rere notnot andand 
nevernever willwill bebe persons,persons, suchsuch asas thethe 
severelyseverely brain-damaged.brain-damaged. IfIf theirtheir 
mentalmental capacitiescapacities dodo notnot inin themselvesthemselves 
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I'rant thethe ofof basicbasic rightsrightswawa t'rant ascriptionascription 
toto them,them, andand ifif nono otherother characteristiccharacteristic 
theythey havehave isis sufficientsufficient toto warrantwarrant 
basbas icic I'ights them,them, thesethese hh umauma nnt'ights forfor 
nonpel'sons areare (and(and nevernever willwillnonpet'sons notnot 
be)be) rights-bearers.rights-bearers. TheThe implicationsimplications 
ofof thisthis viewview al'eal'e shockingshocking toto manymany ofof 
us,us, butbut aa gl"owinggl"owing numbernumber ofof philoso­philoso­
phel"s appear'appear' acceptaccept them.them. Con­Con­phet"s toto 
sider'sider' aa twisttwist onon thethe BabyBaby FaeFae case.case. 
AssumeAssume thatthat thethe babybaby hashas aa rightright toto 
lifelife becausebecause sheshe isis aa potentialpotential personperson .... 
OnOn thethe viewview beingbeing discussed,discussed, notnot onlyonly 
wouwouldld therethere bebe noth i ngnothing wrongwrong inin 
usingusing aa severelyseverely retardedretarded humanhuman 
infantinfant asas aa heal'theat't donordonor (resulting(resulting inin 
itsits death)death) forfor thethe mentallymentally normalnormal 
baby:baby: wewe mightmight eveneven bebe obiobi igatedigated toto 
dodo it.it. (Let(Let usus supposesuppose thatthat wewe harmharm 
nono normalnormal human-e.g.,human-e.g., thethe r"etardedt"etarded 
baby'sbaby's parents-byparents-by ourour actions.)actions.) If,If, 
however,however, wewe werewere toto refuserefuse toto useuse thethe 
retardedretarded baby'sbaby's heartheart onon thethe groundground 
thatthat thethe babybaby isis human,human, andand useuse thethe 
heal'theat't ofof aa nonhumannonhuman nonpersonnonperson 
insteadinstead (assuming(assuming thatthat thisthis willwill notnot 
significantlysignificantly increaseincrease thethe riskrisk forfor thethe 
normalnormal baby),baby), wewe wouldwould bebe guiltyguilty ofof 
indefensibleindefensible speciesism.speciesism. 55 (People(People whowho 
reallyreally acceptaccept speciesismspeciesism areare ofof coursecourse 
unmovedunmoved byby anti-speciesismanti-speciesism argumentsarguments 
fromfrom supporterssupporters ofof animalanimal rights.)rights.) 

AnAn alternativealternative isis toto proposepropose thatthat 
humanhuman nonpersonsnonpersons dodo afterafter allall havehave aa 
characteristiccharacteristic sufficientsufficient toto warrantwarrant thethe 
ascriptionascription ofof basicbasic rightsrights toto them:them: 
membershipmembership inin aa speciesspecies inin whichwhich per­per­
sonhoodsonhood isis thethe norm.norm. WreenWreen defendsdefends 
thisthis proposalproposal inin hishis paperpaper byby makingmaking 
twotwo appeals:appeals: anan appealappeal toto metaphysicsmetaphysics 
(or(or "quasi-metaphysics")"quasi-metaphysics") andand anan 
appeal·appeal· toto fai rness.fairness. II wi IIwill con s idel'considet' 
eacheach inin turn.turn. 

Beginning,Beginning, reasonablyreasonably enough,enough, 
fromfrom thethe humanhuman pointpoint ofof view,view, WreenWreen 
arguesargues thatthat "thel"e"thel"e isis aa quasi-meta­quasi-meta­
physicalphysical linkagelinkage betweenbetween thethe conceptsconcepts 
ofof aa personperson andand aa humanhuman being.being. "6"6 

WreenWreen suggests'suggests' thatthat thethe twotwo conceptsconcepts 
al"e "cdteriologically"cdteriologically TheTheat"e related."related." 
relationshiprelationship goesgoes somethingsomething likelike this:this: 

(I(I P)P) [I[I dentificationdentification PriPri nciple]nciple] ItIt 
isis aa necessarynecessary truthtruth thatthat thethe 
statementstatement 'X'X isis aa livelive humanhuman 
being'being' isis goodgood evidenceevidence forfor thethe 
statementstatement 'X'X isis aa humanhuman per­per­
son.son. '7'7 

ItIt seemsseems toto follow,follow, hehe says,says, "though"though 
thisthis mustmust bebe takentaken withwith caution,caution, thatthat 
therethere isis anan intimateintimate connectionconnection 
betweenbetween basicbasic rights,rights, suchsuch asas aa rightright 
toto life,life, andand humanity,humanity, herehere takentaken 
biologically.biologically. "8"8 

ThereThere al"eat"e severalseveral seriousserious objec­objec­
tionstions toto thisthis "quasi-metaphysical""quasi-metaphysical" 
appeal,appeal, somesome ofof whichwhich WreenWreen antici­antici­
pates.pates. First,First, (IP)(IP) isis notnot reallyreally 
defendeddefended byby Wreen.Wreen. HeHe sayssays itit isis ItIt aa 
nearnear relative"relative" ofof a·a· principleprinciple defendeddefended 
byby otherother authors;authors; viz.,viz., "it"it isis aa nec­nec­
essaryessary truthtruth thatthat bodilybodily identityidentity isis 
evidenceevidence forfor personalpersonal identity."identity." 9.9. HowHow 
isis (I(I P),P), accordingaccording toto whichwhich "it"it isis aa 
necessarynecessary truthtruth thatthat 'X'X isis aa livelive 
humanhuman being'being' isis goodgood evidenceevidence forfor ·X·X 
isis aa humanhuman person',"person'," aa "near"near relative"relative" 
ofof thisthis principle?principle? SurelySurely thethe 'identi­'identi­
ty'ty' referredreferred toto byby thethe bodily-personalbodily-personal 
identityidentity pl"inciplept"inciple isis notnot thethe samesame asas 

'identification''identification' inin (IP).(" I P) . Inthethe I n thethe 
formerformer case,case, wewe areare speakingspeaking ofof iden­iden­
titytity inin thethe sensesense ofof 'sameness;''sameness;' inin thethe 
casecase ofof (I(I P),P), thethe recognitionrecognition 
("identification")("identification") ofof personhoodpersonhood isis thethe 
issue.issue. WreenWreen himselfhimself notesnotes thatthat thethe 
personalpersonal identityidentity criterioncriterion concernsconcerns 
"re-"re- identification"identification" ratherrather thanthan "identi­"identi­
fication,"fication," butbut hehe failsfails toto provideprovide thethe 
veryvery sepasepa raterate justificationjustification neededneeded forfor 
(I P) . Fu rthermore, (IP) isis qu ite(IP). Furthermore, (I P) quite 
implausibleimplausible onon thethe faceface ofof it.it. ItIt isis 
easyeasy enoughenough toto imagineimagine aa worldworld inin 
whichwhich 'X'X isis aa livelive humanhuman being'being' isis notnot 
goodgood evidenceevidence forfor 'X'X isis aa humanhuman per­per­
son.son. II How,How, then,then, cancan thethe evidentialevidential 
claimclaim bebe aa necessarynecessary truth?truth? Finally,Finally, 
supposesuppose thatthat wewe eveneven acceptaccept (I(I P):P): 
whatwhat wouldwould itit show?show? AtAt bestbest itit wouldwould 
showshow thatthat allall livelive humanshumans areare pre­pre­
sumptivesumptive persons.persons. ThisThis presumptionpresumption 
isis obviouslyobviously notnot sufficientsufficient forfor thethe 
ascriptionascription ofof basicbasic rightsrights toto humanhuman 
nonpersonsnonpersons (assuming,(assuming, asas WreenWreen doesdoes 
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butbut II dodo not,not, thatthat personspersons areare thethe 
primaryprimary po~sessorspo~sessors ofof basicbasic rights).rights). 
TheseThese humanhuman nonpersonsnonpersons areare readilyreadily 
identifiable.identifiable. WreenWreen isis wellwell awareaware ofof 
thisthis problem:problem: 

This,This, ofof cour'se,cour'se, isis notnot toto 
establishestablish thatthat therethere isis aa link­link­
ageage [between[between thethe conceptsconcepts ofof aa 
personperson andand ofof aa humanhuman being]being] 
enoughenough toto supportsupport thethe flow,flow, soso 
toto speak,speak, ofof basicbasic rightsrights intointo 
humanhuman beingsbeings perper se.se. 1010 

Why,Why, then,then, invokeinvoke thisthis "quasi-meta­"quasi-meta­
physical"physical" linkagelinkage inin thethe firstfirst place?place? 

AtAt thisthis point,point, II willwill hazardhazard aa guessguess 
asas toto whywhy WreenWreen invokesinvokes aa principleprinciple 
whwh ichich hehe knowsknows veryvery wellwell toto bebe tootoo 
weakweak toto supportsupport speciesism.speciesism. 
TT hh roroughugh 00 uutt hishis aartrt iiccIe,Ie, hehe sstt r'er'essessess 
thethe importanceimportance ofof ouou rr abiabi IIityity toto iden­iden­
tifytify withwith humanhuman nonpersons.nonpersons. WeWe areare 
ableable toto imagineimagine ourselvesourselves inin thethe oth­oth­
er'ser's place,place, toto seesee ourselves,ourselves, asas itit 
were,were, asas beingbeing thosethose humans.humans. 'Iden­'Iden­
tification'tification' inin thisthis sensesense isis reallyreally empa­empa­
thythy (not(not toto bebe confuconfu sedsed withwith sympa­sympa­
thy).thy). (Since(Since thisthis sensesense ofof 
'identification''identification' isis utterlyutterly differentdifferent fromfrom 
thatthat ofof 'identification''identification' inin (I(I P),P), II willwill 
callcall itit 'psychological'psychological identification'identification' inin 
contextscontexts wherewhere ambiguityambiguity mightmight other­other­
wisewise result.)result.) WreenWreen holdsholds thatthat wewe 
havehave nono comparablecomparable abilityability toto identifyidentify 
withwith humanhuman nonpersons.nonpersons. Often,Often, itit 
quitequite truetrue thatthat wewe restrictrestrict ouou rr empa­empa­
thythy toto humans.humans. E.g.,E.g., ifif BabyBaby FaeFae 
hadhad hadhad twotwo equallyequally suitablesuitable livelive 
heartheart donors,donors, oneone aa humanhuman nonpersonnonperson 
andand thethe otherother aa nonhumannonhuman nonperson,nonperson, 
mostmost humanhuman personspersons wouldwould onlyonly iden­iden­
tifytify withwith thethe former.former. WreenWreen hopeshopes toto 
useuse metaphysicsmetaphysics toto legitimizelegitimize thisthis 
one-sidedone-sided psychologicalpsychological propensity.propensity. 
AfterAfter introducingintroducing (I(I P),P), hehe hashas thisthis toto 
say:say: 

ForFor itit wouldwould seem,seem, first,first, thatthat 
therethere isis atat leastleast aa quasi-meta­quasi-meta­
physicalphysical linkagelinkage betweenbetween thethe 
conceptsconcepts ofof aa personperson andand aa 
humanhuman being,being, andand second,second, thatthat 
ouou rr abiabi IIityity toto identifyidentify withwith 
humanhuman non-personsnon-persons inin aa wayway 
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thatthat wewe seemseem notnot toto identifyidentify 
withwith sentientsentient andand intelligentintelligent 
non-humannon-human non-personsnon-persons thusthus 
hashas aa solidsolid metaphysicalmetaphysical 
basis.basis. 1111 

ThisThis willwill notnot do,do, ·however.·however. HowHow cancan aa 
"quasi;..metaphysical"quasi;..metaphysical linkage"linkage" provideprovide 
"a"a solidsolid metaphysicalmetaphysical basis"?basis"? TheThe 
"necessity""necessity" whichwhich allegedlyallegedly relatesrelates thethe 
conceptsconcepts ofof pet'sonpet'son andand ofof humanhuman 
beingbeing doesdoes notnot beginbegin toto bebe necessarynecessary 
enoughenough toto dodo thisthis job--evenjob--even ifif itit doesdoes 
obtain,obtain, whichwhich isis doubtful-especiallydoubtful-especially inin 
viewview ofof thethe twotwo veryvery different·different· sensessenses 
ofof 'identification''identification' inin useuse her'e.her'e. 

WreenWreen isis correct,correct, though,though, inin 
stressingstressing thethe moralmoral psy­importanceimportance ofof psy­
chologicalchological identification.identification. Withol.JtWithol.Jt 
empathy,empathy, howhow couldcould oneone taketake thethe 
moralmoral poipoi ntnt ofof view?view? OnOn thethe otherother 
hand,hand, oneone mustmust bebe extremelyextremely warywary 
aboutabout usingusing thisthis capacitycapacity selectively.selectively. 
ItIt is,is, ofof course,course, easiereasier toto identifyidentify 
withwith thosethose mostmost similarsimilar toto usus andand 
familiarfamiliar toto us.us. ThisThis tendencytendency isis bothboth 
psychologicallypsychologically understandableunderstandable andand 
morallymorally suspect.suspect. ItIt isis thethe rootroot ofof 
bigotry.bigotry. TheThe problemproblem isis notnot thatthat oneone 
cqnnotcqnnot identifyidentify withwith those·those· whowho areare 
differentdifferent andand unfamiliar:unfamiliar: oneone simplysimply 
doesn'tdoesn't bother.bother. OneOne dismissesdismisses themthem 
beforehandbeforehand asas unworthyunworthy ofof ourour con­con­
sideration.sideration. JosephJoseph Mengele,Mengele, forfor 
example,example, waswas reportedlyreportedly fondfond ofof thethe 
"Aryan""Aryan" childrenchildren ofof aa couplecouple whowho 
shieldedshielded himhim inin Brazil,Brazil, butbut hehe hadhad nono 
compucompu nctionsnctions aboutabout tortutortu ringring andand 
exterminatingexterminating JewishJewish children.children. TheyThey 
werewere simplysimply experimentalexperimental subjectssubjects toto 
himhim ("objects"("objects" wouldwould bebe aa betterbetter 
term),term), expendable,expendable, "worthless""worthless" (apart(apart 
fromfrom theirtheir researchresearch value,value, thatthat is)is) 
lives.lives. ThereThere isis nono reasonreason toto believebelieve 
thatthat hehe derivedderived pleasupleasu rere fromfrom theithei rr 
sufferisufferi ng:ng: theythey simplysimply diddid notnot mattermatter 
toto himhim asas individuals.individuals. 

AA great.great. manymany humanshumans taketake thethe 
samesame attitudeattitude towardtoward nonhumannonhuman animalsanimals 
asas MengeleMengele tooktook towardtoward Jews.Jews. WhileWhile 
(one(one hop·es)hop·es) relativelyrelatively fewfew humanshumans 
refuserefuse toto identifyidentify withwith unfortunateunfortunate 
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humanhuman nonpersons,nonpersons, fewfew alsoalso botherbother toto 
identifyidentify withwith membersmembers ofof otherother spec­spec­
ies.ies. Yet,Yet, withwith onlyonly aa bitbit ofof thought,thought, 
itit isis justjust asas naturalnatural andand automaticautomatic toto 
identifyidentify withwith nonhumannonhuman animalsanimals 
(whether~(whether~ oror notnot theythey al"eal"e persons)persons) asas 
withwith humans.humans. WeWe readread aboutabout babybaby 
sealsseals stunnedstunned byby steel-tippedsteel-tipped clubs,clubs, 
skinnedskinned alivealive andand tossedtossed asideaside toto diedie 
asas theirtheir bellowingbellowing mothersmothers helplesslYhelplesslY 
watch.watch. ItIt wouldwould bebe veryvery difficultdifficult notnot 
toto identifyidentify withwith thesethese animals.animals. AA 
simisimi lala r~r~ fatefate coucou IdId havehave beenbeen ouou t~S,t~S, hadhad 
wewe beenbeen AfghaniAfghani childrenchildren bludgeonedbludgeoned 
toto deathdeath oror bubu rnedrned toto deathdeath byby SovietSoviet 
soldiers,soldiers, oror thethe parentsparents forcedforced toto 
watch.watch. ·We·We ,~ead,~ead aboutabout nonhumannonhuman lab­lab­
orator'yorator'y animalsanimals whowho havehave poisonspoisons 
smearedsmeared intointo theirtheir eyes,eyes, vaginas,vaginas, oror 
rectums.rectums. IIss itit rearea IlyIly dd ifficuifficu ItIt toto 
identifyidentify withwith thesethese animals?animals? HadHad wewe 
beenbeen inmatesinmates ofof AuschwitzAuschwitz whomwhom Men­Men­
gelegele hadhad decideddecided toto "spare""spare" forfor hishis 
experiments,experiments, thethe samesame fatefate couldcould havehave 
beenbeen ours.ours. II submit,submit, contrarycontrary toto 
Wreen,Wreen, thatthat wewe cancan identifyidentify withwith suchsuch 
nonhumannonhuman animalsanimals inin thethe samesame wayway inin 
whichwhich wewe dodo withwith humanhuman animals.animals. TheThe 
onlyonly efforteffort neededneeded isis thethe efforteffort 
requir'edrequir'ed toto becomebecome awar'eawar'e ofof thethe facts.facts. 

Thus,Thus, II don'tdon't objectobject toto Wreen'sWreen's 
str'essstr'ess onon psychologicalpsychological identification;�identification; 

.. II objectobject toto the.the. limitedlimited scopescope he�he 

.. assignsassigns itit andand toto hishis (unsuccessful,(unsuccessful, I�I 
havehave argued)argued) attemptattempt toto pt'ovidept'ovide a�a 
metaphysicalmetaphysical basisbasis forfor thatthat limited�limited 
scope.scope. However,However, WreenWreen usesuses psycho­�psycho­
logicallogical identificationidentification veryvery effectively�effectively 

.. inin thethe secondsecond partpart ofof hishis defensedefense ofof 
speciesism:speciesism: thethe appealappeal toto fairness.fairness. 
Indeed,Indeed, psychologicalpsychological identificationidentification isis 
thethe linklink betweenbetween thethe twotwo partsparts ofof hishis 
argument.argument. LetLet usus nownow turnturn toto thethe 
appealappeal toto fairness.fairness. 

WreenWreen sketchessketches threethree powerfulpowerful 
examplesexamples ofof humanshumans whowho areare oror whowho 
havehave becomebecome nonper'sonsnonper'sons throughthrough nono 
faultfault ofof theirtheir own:own: thethe friendfriend whowho hashas 
hadhad aa terribleterrible carcar accidentaccident (you(you 
almostalmost roderode withwith him),him), thethe fraternalfraternal 
twintwin whowho waswas bornborn severelyseverely retardedretarded 

(you(you areare normal),normal), andand thethe childhoodchildhood 
acquaintanceacquaintance whowho isis nownow institutional­institutional­
izedized (you(you areare oneone ofof hishis doctors).doctors). WeWe 
certainlycertainly dodo identifyidentify closelyclosely withwith suC;;hsuC;;h 
individuals.individuals. WeWe are,are, asas hehe says,says, 
keenlykeenly awareaware ofof howhow unluckyunlucky theythey 
havehave been-andbeen-and howhow lucky,lucky, byby con­con­
trast,trast, wewe are.are. ThisThis isis thethe signifi­signifi­
cancecance ofof psychologicalpsychological identification:identification: itit 
bringsbrings homehome toto usus thethe essentialessential 
"u"u nfainfai rness"rness" ofof suchsuch situationsituation s.s. 
W,'eenW,'een concludesconcludes that:that: 

HumanHuman non-persons,non-persons, then,then, 
shouldshould bebe ascribedascribed basicbasic 
rights;rights; forfor althoughalthough inin thethe 
primaryprimary casecase itit isis personspersons whowho 
areare ascribedascribed basicbasic rights,rights, 
equalityequality ofof opportunity,opportunity, or,or, 
better,better, fairness,fairness, requiresrequires usus 
toto ascribeascribe basicbasic rightsrights toto 
humanhuman nonpersonsnonpersons asas well.well. 1212 

AscribingAscribing basicbasic rightsrights toto humanhuman non­non­
personspersons isis "due"due restitutionrestitution forfor suchsuch aa 
fufu ndamentalndamental iinjnj uustice;stice; "" 1313 itit isis "com­"com­
pensationpensation forfor havinghaving beenbeen denieddenied per­per­
sonson hood,"hood," 1414 accordingaccording toto Wreen.Wreen. ThisThis 
cannotcannot bebe saidsaid ofof nonhumannonhuman nonper­nonper­
sonssons whowho belongbelong toto aa speciesspecies inin whichwhich 
personhoodpersonhood isis notnot thethe norm.norm. "Foul"Foul 
fortune"fortune" diddid notnot preventprevent thethe sharkshark 
fromfrom becomingbecoming aa person;person; thethe sharkshark 
wouldwould notnot havehave beenbeen aa sharkshark ifif itit hadhad 
beenbeen aa person.person. ToTo returetu rnrn toto mymy 
example,example, thethe livingliving humanhuman nonpersonnonperson 
whosewhose heartheart couldcould bebe transplantedtransplanted intointo 
aa humanhuman personperson hashas beenbeen dealtdealt anan 
injusticeinjustice byby thethe "Cosmos","Cosmos", WreenWreen 
wouwou IdId say;say; thethe nonpersonnonperson whowho belongsbelongs 
toto aa speciesspecies ofof nonpersonsnonpersons hashas not.not. 
ThereforeTherefore thethe latter,latter, notnot thethe former,former, 
shouldshould bebe usedused asas thethe organorgan qonorqonor 
(assuming(assuming bothboth organsorgans wouldwould bebe 
equallyequally suitable);suitable); speciesismspeciesism inin thisthis 
sense,sense, WreenWreen concludes,concludes, isis justified.justified. 

Wreen'sWreen's examplesexamples areare compellingcompelling 
andand hishis pleaplea forfor justicejustice moving,moving, butbut 
therethere areare seriousserious difficultiesdifficulties inin hishis 
aa rgrg ument-atument-at leastleast oneone ofof themthem fatal.fatal. 

FiFi rst,rst, atat mostmost WreenWreen hashas mademade .a.a 
casecase forfor thethe ascriptionascription ofof basicbasic rightsrights 
toto thosethose humanhuman nonpersonsnonpersons whosewhose 
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conditioncondition ISIS nono faultfault ofof their'their' own.own. 
AlthoughAlthough WreenWreen statesstates thatthat therethere isis 
littlelittle oror nothingnothing wewe cancan dodo toto preventprevent 
thethe lossloss ofof ourour personhood,lspersonhood,ls thisthis isis 
oftenoften notnot thethe case.case. ConsiderConsider thethe vic­vic­
timtim ofof anan unsuccessfulunsuccessful suicidesuicide attemptattempt 
whowho isis nownow consciousconscious butbut perma­perma­
nently,nently, severelyseverely brainbrain damaged.damaged. OrOr 
considerconsider thethe HollywoodHollywood stustu ntnt per­per­
fOI'merfOI'mer whowho mama keskes aa caca reerreer outout ofof 
dandan gg ee roro uusstsstuu nntt sansandd loslos eess hishis 00 rr herher 
personhoodpersonhood asas aa result.result. LessLess dra­dra­
maticmatic casescases abouabou nd.nd. WhatWhat aboutabout thethe 
individualindividual whowho isis tootoo fondfond ofof fattyfatty 
foodsfoods andand physicalphysical inactivityinactivity toto wardward 
offoff atheroscler'osis,atheroscler'osis, becomingbecoming senilesenile asas 
aa result?result? OrOr thethe motorcyclistmotorcyclist whowho 
refusesrefuses toto wearwear aa helmet?helmet? OrOr thethe 
driverdriver oror passengerpassenger whowho doesn'tdoesn't wearwear 
aa seatseat belt?belt? TheseThese humanhuman nonpersonsnonpersons 
don'tdon't havehave aa rightright toto IIifeife onon Wreen'Wreen' ss 
view.view. II forfor oneone findfind thisthis thoroughlythoroughly 
counter-intuitivecounter-intuitive (unless(unless thethe individu­individu­
alsals havehave becomebecome brainbrain deaddead oror irre­irre­
versiblyversibly comatosecomatose 16)16) .. 

Second,Second, WreenWreen himselfhimself raisesraises thethe 
objectionobjection thatthat hishis conceptualconceptual frame­frame­
workwork appearsappears incoherent.incoherent. WhatWhat sensesense 
doesdoes itit makemake toto talktalk aboutabout thethe unfair­unfair­
nessness oror injusticeinjustice ofof naturenature oror thethe uni­uni­
verse,verse, or'or' aboutabout basicbasic rightsrights beingbeing 
accordedaccorded asas restitutionrestitution oror compensa­compensa­
tiontion forfor suchsuch injustice?injustice? IfIf therethere werewere 
"A"A SupremeSupreme CourtCourt ofof JusticeJustice ofof thethe 
Cosmos"Cosmos" thisthis wouldwould bebe intelligible,intelligible, butbut 
asas farfar asas wewe knowknow therethere isis none.none. II 
don'tdon't thinkthink WreenWreen takestakes thisthis objectionobjection 
nearlynearly seriouslyseriously enough.enough. HeHe repliesreplies 
thatthat thethe termsterms hehe usesuses aa rere merelymerely 
"convenient"convenient andand vivid"vivid" metaphorsmetaphors 
whichwhich areare usedused byby "all""all" thosethose whowho 
employemploy thethe conceptconcept ofof basicbasic rights.rights. 1717 
II findfind thisthis hardhard toto believe:believe: surelysurely 
therethere areare proponentsproponents ofof basicbasic rightsrights 
whowho dodo notnot personifypersonify nature,nature, letlet alonealone 
atat criticalcritical pointspoints inin theirtheir arguments.arguments. 
ItIt mama keskes perfectlyperfectly goodgood sensesense toto 
speakspeak ofof personspersons respectingrespecting thethe rightsrights 
ofof othersothers andand compensatingcompensating themthem whenwhen 
theirtheir rightsrights areare violated;violated; indeed,indeed, asas 
ErnestErnest PartridgePartridge putsputs it,it, "the"the veryvery 
conceptconcept ofof 'morality''morality' presupposespresupposes 
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personhoodpersonhood [i.e.,[i.e., mor'almor'al agency]."18agency]."18 
IfIf Wreen'sWreen's metaphorsmetaphors reallyreally areare meremere 
conveniencesconveniences andand theirtheir implicitimplicit 
anthropomorphismanthropomorphism "not"not -- inextirpable",inextirpable", 
hehe needsneeds toto showshow usus howhow toto castcast hishis 
argumentargument inin aa conceptuallyconceptually coherentcoherent 
way.way. ThenThen he.he. wouwou IdId bebe entitledentitled toto 
useuse thesethese metaphors.metaphors. 

SupposeSuppose WreenWreen couldcould handlehandle thisthis 
secondsecond objection,objection, however'.however'. HeHe wouldwould 
stillstill faceface aa third,third, andand fatal,fatal, objection:objection: 
circularity.circularity. HeHe arguesargues thatthat humanhuman 
nonpersonnonperson ss ss houhou IdId bebe ascr'ibedascr'ibed basbas icic 
rightsrights asas restitutionrestitution forfor thethe injusticeinjustice 
dealtdealt toto themthem byby nature:nature: 

BasicBasic morality,morality, per'hapsper'haps naturalnatural 
law,law, ensuresensures atat leastleast thethe mini­mini­
mummum ofof fairnessfairness here,here, andand 
r'edr'essesr'edr'esses thethe mOI'a!mOI'a! balance,balance, 
makesmakes upup forfor nature'snature's inhu­inhu­
manitymanity toto humanity,humanity, byby 
accordingaccording basicbasic rights.rights. 1919 

ThisThis impliesimplies thatthat humanhuman nonpersonsnonpersons 
havehave thethe r'ightr'ight toto faifai rnessrness (equated(equated 
withwith justice),justice), toto "equality"equality ofof oppot'tu­oppot'tu­
nity"20nity"20 oror "a"a fairfair chance"21chance"21 ofof becom­becom­
inging andand remainingremaining aa pet'son.pet'son. WhenWhen 
wrongfuwrongfu IlyIly depdep rivedrived ofof thth iiss "bi"bi rth­rth­
l'ight"22l'ight"22 theythey areare duedue basicbasic rightsrights asas 
compensation.compensation. However',However', thisthis argu­argu­
mentment plainlyplainly presupposespresupposes thatthat theythey 
alal readyready havehave aa basicbasic right:right: thethe r'ightr'ight 
toto fairnessfairness oror justice.justice. Wreen'sWreen's appealappeal 
toto justicejustice for,for, e.g.,e.g., thethe Down'sDown's Syn­Syn­
dromedrome twintwin brother,brother, seemsseems soso movingmoving 
becausebecause wewe assumeassume suchsuch anan individualindividual 
hashas rights.rights. ThisThis assumptionassumption maymay bebe 
true-Itrue-I thinkthink thatthat itit is-butis-but WreenWreen can­can­
notnot useuse itit asas aa premisepremise inin hishis ar'gu­ar'gu­
ment.ment. ThisThis isis thethe veryvery conclusionconclusion hehe 
mustmust establish.establish. 

CouldCould Wreen'sWreen's argumentargument bebe recastrecast 
inin aa noncircularnoncircular way?way? SupposeSuppose hehe 
werewere toto gg rara ntnt atat thethe outsetoutset thatthat 
humanhuman nonpersonsnonpersons areare morallymorally consid­consid­
erable-not,erable-not, ofof coucou rse,rse, byby vivi rtuertue ofof 
theirtheir humanity,humanity, butbut byby virtuevirtue ofof theirtheir 
sentiencesentience oror potentialpotential sentience,sentience, oror 
somesome otherother non-speciesistnon-speciesist characteris­characteris­
tic-andtic-and havehave somesome rights.rights. TheThe rightsrights 
theythey have,have, hehe couldcould say,say, areare thosethose 
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commensuratecommensurate withwith theirtheir capacitiescapacities 
(e.g.,(e.g., thethe r~ightr~ight notnot toto havehave unneces­unneces­
sarysary suffer';ngsuffer';ng inflictedinflicted onon them).them). 
But,But, hehe couldcould argue,argue, thesethese capacitiescapacities 
byby themselvesthemselves areare insufficientinsufficient forfor aa 

11

rightright toto life.life. 2323 CouldCould WreenWreen argueargue 
thatthat oneone ofof thethe rightsrights theythey dodo possesspossess 
isis thethe rightright toto anan equalequal opportunity,opportunity, 
oror "afail~"afail~ chance,"chance," toto becomebecome andand 

44 emainemain persons,persons, andand thatthat wewe oweowe themthem 
thethe rightright toto lifelife asas compensationcompensation forfor 
thethe denialdenial ofof theirtheir "fair"fair chance?"chance?" II 
thinkthink not.not. TheThe rightright toto anan equalequal 
opportunityopportunity forfor bec.omingbec.oming andand remain­remain­
inging aa pel~sonpel~son presupposespresupposes aa I~ightI~ight toto 
life-forlife-for withoutwithout thethe lattel~lattel~ right,right, thethe 
for·merfor·mer couldcould nevernever bebe exercised.exercised. 
AlthoughAlthough thethe rightright notnot toto bebe causedcaused 
gt~atuitousgt~atuitous sufferingsuffering isis notnot violatedviolated byby 
painless,painless, fearlessfearless death,death, thethe rightright toto 
aa fairfair chancechance atat beingbeing andand remainingremaining aa 
personperson certainlycertainly wouldwould be.be. 

Therefore,Therefore, speciesismspeciesism hashas notnot beenbeen 
justified.justified. ThoseThose whowho believebelieve thatthat thethe 
mentalmental capacitiescapacities ofof aa hh umauma nn nonnon per­per­
sonson areare notnot sufficientsufficient toto wal~rantwal~rant thethe 
ascriptionascription ofof basicbasic l~ights,l~ights, oror aa rightright 
toto life,life, toto thatthat individualindividual areare morallymorally 
inconsistentinconsistent ifif theythey givegive preferencepreference toto 
himhim 00 rr her.her. overover aa nonnon humhuman'an' nonnon per­per­
son.son. 

ButBut shouldshould wewe acceptaccept thethe assump­assump­
tiontion thatthat onlyonly personspersons (and(and maybemaybe 
potentialpotential per~sons)per~sons) havehave aa rightright toto 
life?life? IfIf wewe do,do, ironically,ironically, itit maymay wellwell 
bebe thethe casecase thatthat manymany nonhumannonhuman ani­ani­
malsmals willwill qualifyqualify forfor thisthis rightright whilewhile 
somesome sentientsentient humanshumans willwill not.not. Etho­Etho­
logistslogists havehave recentlyrecently providedprovided evi­evi­
dencedence forfor thethe personperson hood,hood, inin Fe;Fe; n­n­
ber~g'sber~g's descl~iptivedescl~iptive sense,sense, ofof manymany 
nonhumannonhuman animals-notanimals-not justjust apes,apes, dol­dol­
phins,phins, andand whales.whales. 2424 IfIf "those"those 

beibei ngsngs whowho aa rere concon sciousciou s,s, havehave aa 
conceptconcept andand awarenessawareness ofof themselves,themselves, 
areare capablecapable ofof experiencingexperiencing emotions,emotions, 
cancan reasonreason andand acquireacquire understand­understand­
ing,ing, cancan planplan ahead,ahead, cancan actact onon theirtheir 
plans,plans, andand cancan feelfeel pleasurepleasure oror pain"pain" 
al~eal~e persons,persons, thethe "moral"moral club"club" veryvery 
probablyprobably needsneeds toto bebe openopen toto menibersmenibers 
ofof manymany otherother species.species. IfIf thesethese writ­writ­
ersers areare correct,correct, manymany nonhumannonhuman ani­ani­
malsmals havehave capacitiescapacities whichwhich fal~fal~ outstripoutstrip 
thosethose ofof certaincertain humans.humans. Indeed,Indeed, anan 
animalanimal whosewhose capacitiescapacities werewere equiva­equiva­
lentlent toto thosethose ofof humanshumans withwith advancedadvanced 
Alzheimer'sAlzheimer's DiseaseDisease couldcould notnot survivesurvive 
inin nature.nature. 

HoweveHoweve r,r, II belbel ieveieve itit wouwou IdId bebe aa 
majormajor mistakemistake toto denydeny thatthat suchsuch 
humanhuman nonpel~sonsnonpel~sons havehave aa rightright toto 
life.life. TheseThese beingsbeings areare consciousconscious andand 
self-awareself-aware enough-ifenough-if onon IyIy forfor briefbrief 
periods-toperiods-to havehave liveslives whwh ichich mattermatter toto 
themthem (positively(positively oror negatively)negatively) inin 
somesome sense.sense. TheyThey needneed notnot thinkthink ofof 
themselvesthemselves inin sophisticatedsophisticated termsterms toto 
bebe individualsindividuals withwith interests.interests. ToTo useuse 
TomTom Regan'sRegan's phrase,phrase, theythey areare "sub­"sub­
jectsjects ofof lives,"lives," liveslives whichwhich havehave 
value-tovalue-to them,them, althoughalthough againagain notnot 
necessarilynecessarily inin sophisticatedsophisticated terms-in­terms-in­
dependentlydependently ofof anyoneanyone else'selse's inter­inter­
ests.ests. 2525 II willwill notnot repeatrepeat Regan'sRegan's 
argumentsarguments here,here, butbut II dodo wantwant toto 
expressexpress mymy agreement:agreement: liveslives likelike thesethese 
al~eal~e notnot expendable.expendable. 2626 

RegaRega rdrd lessless ofof howhow oneone decidesdecides 
uponupon thethe properproper criteriacriteria forfor havinghaving aa 
rightright toto life,life, however,however, oneone thingthing 
seemsseems correct.correct. SpeciesSpecies membershipmembership 
hashas notnot yetyet beenbeen shownshown toto bebe aa mor­mor­
allyally relevantrelevant considerationconsideration inin thatthat 
decision.decision. 

EvelynEvelyn B.B. PluharPluhar 
PennsylvaniaPennsylvania StateState University,University, FayetteFayette 
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