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On Tom Regan’'s View of Animal Rights
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Abstrad:

Regan formsided moral principles through moral intuitions, and thinks that moral
agents and moral patients are subjeds-of -life and individuals of inherent value.
Therefore, bah have moral rights. Regan adopts the gpproach of JohnS. Mill t hat
moral rights are justified by moral principles and such an approac forms the
Regan’s the rights view such as the resped right and the right not to be harmed. In
addition, Regan also uses the worse-off principle and the mini-ride principleto
avoid conflicts between individuals. He insists that animals shoud na be saaificed
just only for human interests.
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1. conceptua clarity
2. information
3. coolness 4, impartiality
the formal principle of justice

5. rationality

valid moral principles

CAR, 129130 2

consistency

adequacy
of scope

precision

conformity with our moral intuitions CAR, 131133
moral intuitions

! moral ethica
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unexamined mora

convictions
pre-reflediveintuitions
reflective sense
1. 2. 3. 4. 5.
considered beliefs - reflectiveintuitions
3
CAR,
133134
one
some
John Rawls - reflective equilibrium
CAR, 134135
any
inabroad range

CAR, 135
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unify
theliberty principle
CAR, 135
the
principle of simpli city
CAR,
146
systematize the maximum
number of our considered beliefs
consistency precision
CAR,
149
therightsview
the respect principle theharm principle
the rights view
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moral

agents moral patients moral agents
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CAR, 153154

moral patients

CAR, 154
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the harm principle

W.D.Ross

think

considered beliefs

inflictions

deprivations

the harm principle
we have adired primafacie duty not to harm individuals

(prima facie duty)
overridden CAR, 187

® W.D.Ross The Rights andthe Good Oxford: The Clarendon Press1930 |, p. 49,
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consistent
impartiality
the formal principle of justice

therequirement of being
informed empirical considerations
experientia welfare

the-subject-of -life a orrect or valid
moral principle  CAR, 189191 °©

adequate scope
CAR, 1923192
6 1. conceptual clarity
2. information 3.
coolness 4. impartiality
theformal principleof justice 5. rationality 6. valid

moral principles
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(theformal principle of justice)

simil arity dissimil arity
normative interpretation of justice
the equality of individuals

inherent value CAR,
232-233

one
equal consideration
pre-distributive requirement

perfectionist theories of justice
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John Rawls
the natura lottery
CAR, 233235
equality of
individuals

inherent value

intrinsic value
7

CAR, 235237

CAR, 237
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endsinthemselves
means

Yi/a vivisectionists

8

of California Press 1985 , pp.174 —185.

The Case for Animal Rights Berkeley : University

° Immanuel Kant, “Duties to Animals and Spirits,” in Ledures on Ethics, trans. Louis Infield
New York: Harper and Row, 1963 , pp. 239—-241
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some
1 2.
4.
categorica
in-between
CAR, 239241
physicd
charaderigtic species membership

(biologicd classifications)
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CAR, 241 the-subject-of -a-life aiterion

CAR, 243

CAR,
243244

a categorical value
similarity categorica

All thosewhoare,
areso equally

CAR, 244245
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moral significance

the naturalistic fallacy fads
values
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the respect principle
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primafadeduty -

resped principle
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CAR, 245248

some

CAR, 248249

the
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principle

welfare

CAR,

sentimental interests

CAR, 260261

the harm principle the miniride
theworst off principle theliberty principle

the harm principle

experiential
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Jeremy Bentham, 17481832
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Yl Ya¥/a

Y

10

D. G. Ritchie

R.M.Hare therhetoric of rights

Ya/a

11

JohnS. Mill, 18061873

valid claims

sufficient claim
Y 12

10 Jeremy Bentham,“Pennomial Fragments’, in The Works of Jeremy Bentham, ed. John Bowring

(Edinburgh:W.Tait, 184359,V. Il , p.221

R.M.Hare, “Justice and Equality”, in Justice and Economic Distribution, ed.John Arthur and
WillaimH.Shaw Englewood CliffsN.J.:Prentice-Hall L1978 , p.130.

John S. Mill, Utilitarianism New York:The Liberal Art Press1957 , p.66.
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self-authenticating

utility 13 CAR, 269270

David Lyons
CAR, 270-271
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owed
Jodl Feinberg
1

3 |bid., p.66.
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the purelight of natural reason

utility

genera

Yl

due
made agai nst somebody

making a daim 2
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having a valid claim-to 3 having a valid
claim-against 4 having avalid claim all considered
P Q
make a ¢aim
P Q P Q P
due Q P Q P
P Q Q P Q
P P
P
P Q Q
P P
P Q P P Q
P A Q
B P Q P Q
P Q

novalid claim-against

CAR, 271272
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CAR, 272273
unaaquired duies acquired duties
natural duties
voluntary ads institutional arrangements
CAR, 273274

duty of justice



F22

what treatment is due 14
the right to just treatment
unaajuired right abasicright

CAR, 274275

the right to respect treatment

CAR, 276278
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legidative acts

CAR, 276280
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prima fade right

CAR, 286287
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a principle of proportionality
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CAR, 289
punishment of the guilty

CAR, 290291
innacent shields

CAR,
291-293
innacent threats

innocent threats

CAR, 293
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295297
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the miniride principle  the minimize overriding principle
the worse-off principle

the miniride principle

comparable
A B C D
A
A
A A
comparable

specia considerations  *°

CAR,305306
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There is no aggregate individual

one
A

CAR,306:307

the worse-off principle

not comparable
-125 -1000
the worse-off principle
the many

% the minimize harm principle

16

-125 -1000 -1

consequence
17

A A
B C D
A
A
-1
thefew
A
CAR,307-309
7 side-effects
numericd values A
A
the worst
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CAR,312315
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theliberty principle
subject to certain
qualificaions

special consideration
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CAR, 330
333

renewable resources
CAR,
333 349
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Beauty Without Cruelty

benefits argument

Robert Nozick

CAR, 363
390

CAR, 353- 359
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American Zoo
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¥ Tom Regan, “Are Zoos Morally Defensible?”, Animal Ethics Reader , ed. by Sunsan
JArmstrong and Richard G.Botzler N.Y: Routledge, 2003 , pp. 452—458
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19 Tom Regan, “The Case for Animal Rights’, In Defence of Animals, ed. by Peter Singer  Oxford:
Basil Bladkwell, 1985 |, p. 26.
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