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Tom Regan 85 (Philosophy @ N. Carolin
Rights” - in “In Defense of animals”) p(g
Cruelty fares no better. People or their acts are cruel if they display

% either a lack of sympathy for or, worse, the presence of enjoyment n
Snother’s sulfering, Cruelty in all its guises is adad thing) aftragic

Gy (Eumaﬂﬁailing}But just as a person’s being motivated by kindness
) /; does not guarantee that he or she does what is right, so the absence of
cruelty does not ensure that he or she avoids doing what is wrong.

@- Many people who perform abortions, for example, are not cruel,

a State U., “The Case for Animal

§§distic eople. But that fact alone does not settle the terribly

difficult question of the morality of abortion. The case is no different

when we examine the ethics of our treatment of animals. So, yes, let

us be for kindness and against cruelty. But let us not suppose that

§ﬁr being for the one and against the other answers questions about
1 moralright and wrong.




