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Race 
• What is race? What is species? Both are socially 

constructed categories. 
• Scientifically, there is no such thing as race according to 

the American Anthropological Society; we all have 
common ancestors, are members of the same species. 

• However, there is such a thing as racism, racialized 
peoples, etc., because the race is widely accepted as a way 
of identifying groups of similar peoples 

• Race, ethnicity, religion, culture, and nationality are often 
combined to create social and cultural identities  

• e.g. Aryan race + Teutonic or Nordic identity or “white” 
identity, European imperialism; black race + African-
American identity; Semitic race + Arab or Jewish identity , 
state Zionism, etc.; aboriginal race + various indigenous 
identities; Asian race + Chinese nationalism, Japanese 
imperialism, Mongolian nationalism, etc. 



 

19th century 
conception 
of race as 
empirical 

categories: 
we now 

know this 
theory is in 

error 



 



Species 

• Species designations do exist (biologically they 
refer only to the ability to reproduce with like-
kind) but the idea of “higher” and “lower” 
species does not exist empirically (Darwin) 

•  “species”, in another, less scientific sense, is 
socially constructed by humans in order to 
justify the instrumental use of non-human 
species.  Using species to oppress is drawing 
an arbitrary line. 

 



Similar structures 

• Racism. n. 1. a belief that human races have distinctive 
characteristics that determine their respective cultures, 
usually involving the idea that one‘s own race is superior 
and has the right to rule others. 2. a policy of enforcing 
such asserted rights. 3. a system of government and society 
based up on it. 
 

• Speciesism. n. 1. a belief that different species of animals 
are significantly different from one another in their 
capacities to feel pleasure and pain  and live an 
autonomous existence, usually involving the idea that one's 
own species has the right to rule and use others. 2. a policy 
of enforcing such asserted rights. 3. a system of 
government and society based upon it. 



Very brief history of the comparison 

• Comparisons began to arise during the 18th century (the 
Enlightenment): Humphry Primatt, 1776 (Speigel, 15); 
Jeremy Bentham, 1789 (Speigel, 32) 

• Richard Ryder, originator of the term speciesism, 1970 
• Peter Singer, Animal Liberation, 1974 
• Subsequent pro-animal ethics (Regan 1983, et al) 
• Marjorie Speigel, The Dreaded Comparison, 1988 
• Charles Patterson, The Eternal Treblinka (based on the 

comparison by Isaac Bashevis Singer) 
• PETA’s campaigns (and backlash against them) 
• Use of the comparison in the film Earthlings 
• Increasing scholarly discourse bringing together 

philosophical and sociological examinations of racism, 
sexism, and speciesism together; feminist discourse, etc. 

• Reference to the comparison is now commonplace when 
discussing animal rights 





• ``The parallels of experience are numerous. Both 
humans and animals share the ability to suffer from 
restricted freedom of movement, from the loss of 
social freedom, and to experience pain at the loss of a 
loved one. Both groups suffer or suffered from their 
common capacity to be terrified, by being hunted, 
tormented, or injured. Both have been objectified, 
treated as property rather than as feeling, self-directed 
individuals, And both blacks, under the system of 
slavery, and animals were driven to a state of total 
psychic and physical defeat.`` - Speigel, 31, emphasis 
added 



 



 



 

Slave ship 



 



 



Slave auctions 
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rebellion against the 

master  



 



Alice Walker’s famous statement 

• "The animals of the word exist for their own 
reasons. They were not made for humans any 
more than black people were made for whites 
or women for men.” – from her forward to The 
Dreaded Comparison 



What belief systems support the 
‘master mentality’? 

• Divine sanction: Manifest Destiny, Intelligent 
Design 

• Natural law argument, Aristotelian order 

• Economic necessity / common good 

• Science / evolutionary theory (distortion) 

• The missing traits argument 

• The happy slave argument 

• Utilitarian defense of slavery 

• Prioritizing suffering and delay tactics 



Manifest Destiny 

• Oppressors must ``internalize`` a belief system 
that justified oppression in order to go through 
with it 

• The mythology of divine sanction for conquering 
nature and animals and “savages”, to implement 
“progress” and “civilization.” This is the Grand 
Reason: God, Nature, science, common good, 
economic necessity, curing diseases, etc. 

• The great advantage of this argument is that one 
is not allowed to question it (Speigel 102). To do 
so would be unpatriotic and un-Christian, a sin. 

 



Manifest Destiny 

 



 



Great Chain of Being 

 



• Example of Intelligent Design argument: “The 
Almighty has obviously designed all this 
creatures – animals as well as human – for 
wise, beneficent, and useful purposes” – from 
1863, (Speigel, 40)  

 



• The slave in America was part of this grand 
destiny: someone with an “animal” nature 
who had to be subdued and “broken in” as 
horses are broken (their souls crushed). As 
with horses, there were men paid to “break” 
“uppity” blacks.  

 

 



 



Brute negro stereotype 

• Afte Reconstruction 
there was a fear of the 
“mad dog” ex-slave, 
who had to be 
suppressed to protect 
white women: this led 
to the formation of the 
KKK (we can now think 
if the pro-BSL 
movement doing the 
same thing to pitbulls) 



Divine law, Intelligent Design 

• Everything in nature has a telos, or end, which is 
in service to a higher purpose: man and God: 
Intelligent Design theory (underpins Creationism) 

• Both human and animal slavery were justified by 
invoking natural law and divine law, and often a 
combination of the two. 

• This was reinforced by theologians, namely 
Augustine and Aquinas, and widely adopted as 
dogma until the Enlightenment. 

• It is still used in the case of non-human animals. 



 “There is no sin in using a thing for purpose 
for which it is. Now the order of thing is such 
that imperfect are for the perfect ... And 
[thus] all animals are for man.” – Aquinas 

 

 “Man is born to subjection ... The proclivity is 
of the natural man is to be domineer or to be 
subservient.” – Chancellor Harper, University 
of South Carolina, 1838  (Speigel, 39) 

 

 Contrast this with Rousseau’s statement on 
the nature of man 



Social Darwinism 

• A distortion of Darwinism to justify social 
injustice, excesses of unfettered capitalism 

 

 



• Speigel documents the shift from divine law 
and natural law arguments to scientific 
arguments 

• The line between white and black is arbitrary; 
also between human and non-human; there is 
no best-to-worst ascension (Speigel) 

• A biocentric worldview (and rejection of 
anthropocentrism) reveals our mutual 
interdependence (Speigel) 



Evolution vs. Evolutionism 

• Many 19th and early 20th century scientists 
misinterpreted Darwin’s theory of evolution to 
argue that evolution occurred in stages, from 
lower to higher, and that humans represented 
the pinnacle of evolution, and that white men 
were the “most evolved” of all races. In fact 
evolution is not linear or hierarchical. 

 



Evolutionism (a misinterpretation 
of the theory of evolution) 

 



A more accurate 
representation of 

evolution: random, 
non-linear, non-
hierarchicial, in 

response to selective 
pressures 

• , rs 



Bad science 

• Scientific racism advances the idea of a 'purity 
of type'.  One of the books advancing this 
theory, The Passing of the Great Race, by 
Madison Grant, inspired Hitler. 

• A key concept was Ernst Haeckel’s concept 
that the human fetus in the womb goes 
through stages of evolution, from lower to 
higher. 

• This is recorded in Stephen Jay Gould’s book 
The Mismeasure of Man. 



Drawing by Haeckl, meant to illustrate the “evolution” of 
different species in the womb, according to a linear, 
hierarchical model of development; this is now discredited 



Ideology 
of race 
purity 

 



• McGhee arranged for pygmies 
to be kidnapped from Africa, to 
be shown in a human zoo. One 
of them became an attraction: 
Ota Benga. He was kept in a 
cage with a chimpanzee and 
called “the missing link.” He was 
dubbed  ‘Lord of the savage 
world.’ Housed in the Bronx Zoo 
he posed for photographs for 
25 cents. Benga died 10 years 
later at age 32, by suicide. 
 

An example: William McGhee wrote in 1899, that 
“Those who know the races realize that the average 
white man is stronger of limb, fleeter of foot, clearer 
of eye, than the average yellow or red or black.”  
 



• While the scientific case for racism is now 
generally dismissed, this misinterpretation 
continues today  in the form of speciesism, to 
argue that humans are “higher” than non-
humans. This is part of the naturalistic fallacy. 

 



‘Missing traits’ defense 

• Race and species oppression has been justified by claiming 
to possess a trait that entitled one to superior status: 
language, reason, a soul, ability to feel pain, etc.  

• Both animals and black people thought not to possess 
these qualities, to justify exploitation and ownership.”Black 
people were called ‘irrational’ and this was used both as a 
reason to continue ‘protective custody’ (slavery) and to 
justify their virtually limitless abuse.” (Speigel, 25) And 
animals do in fact have language. 

• “the only qualification individuals should need to make it 
wrong for us to dominate their lives is that they possess 
life, that they are alive.” (Speigel) In other words, different 
traits are irrelevant. 
 



The happy slave argument 

• [The abolition of the slave trade] would be extreme 
cruelty to the African savages, a portion of whom it 
saves from massacre, or intolerable bondage in their 
own country, and introduces into a much happier 
state of life. – James Boswell, (1740-1795) 
 

• In the eighteenth century it was widely urged that 
domestication was good for animals; it civilized 
them and increased their numbers: “we multiply life, 
sensation and enjoyment.” – Keith Thomas, Man 
and the Natural World, quoting Benjamin Rush, M.D. 
(1746-1813) 
 

• [It was] best for the beasts that they should be 
under man. – The Theological, Philosophical, 
Miscellaneous Works of the Reverend William Jones, 
1801 
 

• Note: this is still used today with 
animals, in the form of the “humane” 
argument. 
 



Fetishizing animals (a form of reductionism) 

 

Illusion     Reality 





Utilitarian defense of slavery 

• "One form of racism ... is wanting a certain minority, or 
minorities, to have fewer goods, resources and 
opportunities that one wants available to members of one's 
preferred racial group. One might, for example, want to 
exclude blacks from certain jobs, or certain educational 
opportunities, because one thinks they are not worthy of 
them.“ (Ryder) 

• Best animal example: vivisection 
• Another example: it is necessary to enslave for the 

common good, the economy. Both human and animal 
slavery have been justified for this reason (Speigel) 

• Reply: to cite the negative rights of the individual against 
the masses 



Prioritizing suffering and delay tactics 

• ``We need to liberate humans first ...`` 
• But animal liberation is not an either-or 

proposition: this is just a delay tactic used to also 
postpone justice for women (Speigel) 

• Francione argues that we ought not to "rank 
evils."  

• Martin Luther King Jr. in The Letter from 
Birmingham Jail addressed the argument for 
delaying protest against racism: 

• “Justice delayed is justice denied.” 
 



Language (naming) 
• Reinforces negative stereotypes, objectification; 

justifies continued exploitation. 
• While for Native Americans animal names  and 

comparisons to animals denote respect (e.g. 
Sitting Bull, Crazy Horse), in this culture they are 
considered a slur (Speigel, 15) 

• Language is a powerful tool for categorizing 
reality, and in some cases reducing living beings to 
instrumental value 

• Pejorative names or labels de-sensitize those in 
the oppressive group against the oppressed group, 
fulfilling a social function, effectively creating an 
“in-group” and “out-group”, normalizing 
instrumental use, and legitimizing oppression 
 



• e.g. Nazis calling Jews “vermin”, shoe-throwing 
protestor calling George Bush Jr. a “dog”, calling 
an overweight person or greedy person or a 
policeman a “pig”, calling someone who acts 
immorally an “animal”. 

• Other examples: bitch, dog, cow (@ women), 
snake (@ sinister or conniving people), rat (those 
who snitch in jail), sheep (conformists), chickens 
(cowards), toad, worm (those considered lowly, 
repulsive, ugly). 

 
• In every case, it is implied that animals are 

inferior and to be despised, so it is insult to call 
them these names, already assuming the lower 
status of animals. 
 



Demonizing humans as `lowly animals` 
Both racist and speciesist 



Left: Little Red Riding Hood 
Right: Balrog, Lord of the Rings. Note the bat wings and 

facial animal features  



• Another form of objectification: calling an 
oppressed group or individuals inanimate objects 
or assigning numbers 

• e.g. “logs” in Unit 731, Holocaust victims and 
livestock both tattooed, calling animals “it”, 
designating both humans or non-humans 
“property”, reduced to tools in the lab  

• Reducing animals’ bodies to inanimate things to 
be eaten through euphemisms for dead flesh: 
meat, beef, pork, veal, breast, wings. 

• Reducing a living being to a corpse, an object: the 
power of reducing someone to something, 
through a name, through an act. 
 



 



Similar stereotypes 
 “The horse is by Nature a very lazy animal ...”  
 “The Negro if left to himself will not work ...” – 

1851  (cited in Speigel, 44) 
 
Other derogatory 
comparisons: 
• wild, needs to be tamed 
• dark, evil, bestial, 
 “an animal” 
• unable to take care 
 of themselves 
• mentally inferior 

 
 



Demonic projection 



Naming and stereotypes in literature 
• Speigel cites Sterling Brown’s “Negro Character as Seen 

by White Authors”  
• The “Brute Negro” is one such stereotype: lewd, 

promiscuous, bestial, savage, rapist – appearing in “Ku 
Klux Klan literature”  

• This is reinforced through racist-pseudo science, and 
description as “lowly beast” 

• Speigel goes through a list of animal names assigned to 
black men, including “docile mastiff” and “mad dog”, 
coon, buck, ape, monkey, fox. 

• This is also reflected in popular myths, fables, children’s 
literature in the ante-bellum South, and today 
children’s literature often reinforces negative 
stereotypes about animals (e.g. Big Bad Wolf) 
 
 



Slaves and Masters 

• Dog and master an example of slave/slave-
owner relationship: the dog must be “a good 
dog” by repressing his natural instincts and 
desires, to win approval of the master. If he is 
not a good dog he is at risk being put in pound 
to be killed. The relationship is based on 
power inequality. (of course this is why 
rescuers refer to companion animals, rather 
than ``pets``) 

 



• The slave is unable to establish personal 
security or safety. Example of cotton picking 
quota and dairy quota: if the slave exceeds the 
quota this raises expectations of her, and if 
she does not meet it, she risks being abused 
(Speigel, 43). 

 





• Disruption of self-regulated reproduction (e.g. 
turning women into ``breeders`` as is done 
with animals). 

 

• Also similar are “cultural blinders” rendering 
this cruelty invisible, framed and legitimized in 
various ways (recall discussion on the use of 
conceptions of divine law, natural law, and 
science to legitimize power inequality). 

 



Examples of similar prejudices 

 “The horse is by Nature a very lazy animal ...”  

 “The Negro if left to himself will not work ...” – 
1851  (cited in Speigel, 44) 

 

Other derogatory comparisons: 

•  wild, needs to be tamed 

•  dark, evil, bestial, “animal” 

•  unable to take care of themselves 

•  mentally inferior 

 

 



The destruction of familial security 

• Speigel gives poignant examples of dairy cow and 
veal calves, followed by testimony from Frederick 
Douglass (1845), that he was forcibly separated 
form his mother (Speigel 45) 

• “Little children were torn from their mothers’ 
arms soon after they were weaned ...” Women, 
like cows, were turned into `breeders`. 

• Families were separated, causing great distress.  

• Speigel attributes this to “obtuse callousness”, 
and also the profit motive and power for its own 
sake.  



• The same thing happens with enslaved animals, 
routinely (millions every day) 

• Ethologists have demonstrated (and common 
sense based on unbiased observation tells us) 
their emotional distress is also very great. 

• Antebellum racists said black people did not feel 
love (they had only “animal lust”), and in the 
same way today speciesist say that animals do 
not feel love. Some racists even claimed that 
black people felt little or no pain! (Speigel, 65) 

• This sort of thinking was formalized by Descartes 
to justify vivisection (he famously denied that 
animals felt physical pain).  
 



Nonhuman animal emotions 

• The same as ours: love, emotional pain, fear, hope, joy, 
sadness, shame, grief, sorrow, elation, moodiness, 
anger, etc. Logically this makes sense, since we are 
animals too. The differences, said Darwin, are not of 
type, but of degree (e.g. degree of intelligence, degrees 
of speed, degrees of strength) Some animals may feel 
more deeply than we do! 

• Mother cows and calves cry out for each other at 
separation. The reaction of primate mothers at the loss 
of their babies is exactly what a human mother would 
experience – Speigel refers to the cruel psychological 
experiments called on material deprivation. 





 



Transportation, or the Unbearable 
Journey 

• Conditions were so brutal there was a 50 percent mortality 
rate for slaves during the Middle Passage between Africa 
and North America. Animals in live transport also suffer 
horrible conditions, and many die en route. 

• The poor conditions, in both cases, are due to profit 
motive: packing them in tightly increases efficiency and 
profit (the industrial model). 

• Observers noted that slaves were ``treated like cattle.`` In 
the same way, the Nazis` victims were packed into cattle 
cars.  

• The floor of the slave ship, covered in blood, resembled a 
`slaughterhouse.` (1788) 

• After transport surviving slaves were fattened up in a `slave 
yard` -- similar to today`s feedlot for cows, before sale. 



Live transport 



Hunting 
• Sports hunting (as differentiated from traditional 

aboriginal subsistence hunting) is about men seeking 
power over other living things: the power to turn 
someone into something. 

• In the same way runaway slaves were hunted down. 
Dogs were specially trained for this, just as dogs are 
trained to hunt animals in British blood sports 

• Hunters show trophies: usually mounted heads. Photos 
of lynchings are like trophies as well. 

• Recall ``environmental fascism`` objection to the deer 
culling argument. Tradition is also a defense of hunting. 
The point is that men can create any kind of 
rationalization for evil. Doing so does not excuse it. 



Top photo: “Indian 
hunt” by explorer Julio 
Popper and his troops, 

19th century  



 



Vivisection 

 There will be a future lecture on this. For now, we can note that 
Speigel compares the infamous Tuskegee Syphilis Experiment 
(which ended in 1932, with animal testing.  

 
 ``It was the longest involuntary medical experiment on human 

beings in history`` performed on economically poor black people.  
 
• Speigel not only questions the ethics of animal testing, but also the 

scientific veracity of the claim that animal testing is necessary for 
human health because it is based on an allopathic, symptom-based 
model. Medicine should be holistic and preventative, based on 
good nutrition, in her view. 



Racist 
experiments 

 



Experiments on live 
unwilling subjects, 
human and canine 

 



Secrecy: Hiding from the Truth 
• Speigel cites Philip Slater, who theorized that we have a 

pattern of thought: that unwanted issues (`inconvenient 
truths`) will disappear if they`re removed from our view 
(Speigel, 77). 

• This contributes to a denial of reality. Animal exploitation 
industries actively hide the truth from the public, but this 
only works because many in the public are glad to not have 
to think about vivisection or factory farming. If we consume 
animal products we would prefer not to think about our 
complicity in violence. Out of sight, out of mind. 

• If is difficult to face this comparison because we are the 
masters (and they the slaves). If we use their products, “we 
are guilty.” – Alice Walker 

•  Speigel says that race segregation has served the same 
purpose. Those who spoke out risked social ostracizing. 
 
 



 



This piece of art was banned from public exhibition because, according 
to Carol Adams, it disturbed the public by exposing the violence done 

to animals (symbolically), rupturing the veil of silence that allows 
institutional violence to continue, making the invisible subject visible. 



Profit motive 

• The profit motive is largely what led to the 
institutionalization of slavery of both humans and 
animals. It also led to increases in efficiency at the 
expense of the victims. 

• Defenders of slavery say that it is economically 
necessary (``too big to fail`` argument). 

• This can easily be disproven: the American economy 
did not collapse because of the end of human slavery 
... With regard to animals, continued factory farming is 
contributing to environmental collapse, upon which 
the economy depends. 

• However, this does not account for all cruelty: some is 
driven by the desire for power itself, to be the master. 
 
 



 



 

 

 Of course this comparison (human and 
animal slavery) is often dismissed. 

 So how it is logically defensible? 



• The analogy works if you accept an essential 
sameness and equality across species with 
regard to certain key traits, e.g. ability to feel 
pain, sentience, emotions, etc. 

• This is dealt with elsewhere in this course, and 
will be addressed again in our examination of 
ethology. 

• The two types of discrimination have the 
same logical structure … 



The logical form is the same 
• Mark Rowlands (1998) Animal Rights: A 

Philosophical Defense, pp. 27-28. 
 

• The moral argument for egalitarianism is: 
• P1. Human beings possess a substantial set of 

moral entitlements including, fundamentally, the 
entitlement to equal consideration and respect. 

• P2. There are no morally relevant differences 
between humans and non-human animals. 

• C. Therefore, non-human animals also possess a 
substantial set of moral entitlements including, 
fundamentally, the entitlement to equal 
consideration and respect. 
 



• “Defenders of the idea of animal liberation often 
point out the conceptual connections between 
this idea and the claims of certain oppressed 
groups, arguing that just as the treatment of one 
group by another can be, and often is, racist or 
sexist in character, so too the treatment of non-
humans by humans is typically speciesist in 
nature. 
 

• “Remarkably, defenders of animal liberation are 
sometimes attacked for this claim, as it if 
somehow demeaned the fight against racism or 
sexism, to have non-human animal mentioned in 
the same breath. 
 



• . . . However, the comparison is perfectly 
legitimate. This can be seen simply from the fact 
that the argument described above is simply one 
instance of a moral general argument form: 

• P1. Individual members of group X possess a 
substantial set of moral entitlement including, 
fundamentally, the entitlement to equal 
consideration and respect.  

• P2. There are no morally relevant differences 
between individual members of group X and 
individual members of group Y. 

• C. Therefore, individual members of group Y also 
possess a substantial set of moral entitlements 
including, fundamentally, the entitlement to 
equal consideration and respect. 

 



• “If there is a difference between the cases 
against racism and sexism, on one hand, and 
the case against speciesism on the other, it is 
not in virtue of the logical for of the 
arguments ... The logical form is, in each case, 
identical.” – Rowlands 

• The only way to destroy the argument, 
Rowlands says, is to show that one of the 
premises is wrong – to falsify it ... 



• If, for example, we can say that there are relevant 
moral differences between humans and non-humans, 
we can falsify a premise. 

• The analogy is built on the more basic case for the 
moral considerability of animals but because 

• “the opponents of animal liberation have failed to put 
forward any satisfactory suggestion for in what the 
morally relevant difference between humans and non-
humans might consist ... 

• “the burden of argument is clearly with those who 
[want to argue there is a difference]“ (Rowlands, 29) 



• Ergo, one must conclude that the comparison is 
justifiable on rational grounds.  

• The problem is that objections to it are most 
often not rational, because they automatically 
assume that animals are inferior and that any 
comparison therefore demeans human victims of 
oppression. (This is the trouble that PETA faced in 
the court of public opinion with their campaigns). 

• In fact, the comparison is an argument against 
oppression of both humans and non-humans 
equally. 
 



• ``The argument used to support slavery and the argument 
used to support animal exploitation are structurally similar: 
 

 ``we exclude beings with interests from the moral 
community because there is some supposed difference 
between 'them' and 'us' that has nothing to do with 
inclusion of these beings from the moral community.  

  
 ``The animal rights position maintains that if we believe 

that animals have moral significance, the principle of equal 
consideration requires that we stop treating them as 
things.“ – Gary Francione 



Additional parallel issues 

• Oppression of the oppressor 

• Abolitionism 

• Degradation of the oppressed 

 



Oppression of the oppressor 

• “The owner of a slave destroys two freedoms – 
that of his slave and that of himself.” – John Bryant 

• For slavery and discrimination to work the victim 
needs to be de-humanized (or de-animalized) 
and considered inferior.  

• This is why oppressors designate victims of 
oppression with pejorative names, to reduce 
them to objects, to be used instrumentally, or as 
objects of derision. 

• By de-sensitizing ourselves to animals’ real lives 
(by de-animalizing them) we de-humanize 
ourselves. 

 



• Young children are naturally inclined to be 
egalitarians, to include animals and humans of 
other colours into their community of friends, i.e. 
to not discriminate. 

• However, categorizing reality in a violent and 
discriminatory way by viewing animals as inferior 
is taught in first few years of life. Language and 
appearance are key. It is the same process with 
racism. Children are not natural racists or 
speciesists; it is taught. 

• Those who are socially conditioned in this 
thinking are harmed because they lose something 
important: the ability to feel compassion for 
others, and communion with others (something 
we all need). 
 



• The good news: this social conditioning can be 
un-taught, but this can be a long process, 
because there are significant social barriers: 
fear disincentives (e.g. fear of being socially 
ostracized, inconvenience), incentives to 
conform (e.g. social acceptance, social identity 
and lure of tradition) 

 



Parallel: abolitionism 

• Opponents of slavery in ante-bellum United 
States and Southern Confederacy were called 
abolitionists; today, some animal liberationists 
call themselves abolitionists and speak of animal 
slavery.  

• In the pre-war U.S.  There were both violent 
abolitionists (e.g. John Brown) and non-violent 
(e.g. Quakers) but most were non-violent. They 
were black and white, male and female, religious 
and non-religious (the Social Gospel), just as 
today abolitionists are diverse. They are also 
motivated to correct injustice and liberate 
imprisoned individuals. 
 



They see their struggle in historical context, 
as a moral progression for humanity 

 



 



• “150  years ago, they would’ve thought you were 
absurd if you advocated the end of slavery. 100 
years ago they would’ve laughed at you for 
suggesting that women should have the right to 
vote. 50 years ago, they would’ve objected to the 
idea of African Americans receiving equal rights 
under the law. 25 years ago, they would’ve called 
you a pervert if you advocated for gay rights. 
They laugh at us now for suggesting that animal 
slavery should end. “ – Gary Smith  

 



Degradation of the oppressed 

• Abolitionist and former slave 
Harriet Tubman. 

• “I freed a thousand slaves I 
could have freed a thousand 
more if only they knew they 
were slaves.” 



• The slave mentality is identification with 
oppression (Speigel, 18), resulting in continued 
self-degradation long after liberation. Sometimes 
the oppressed parties victimize each other – this 
is true of both humans and non-humans. 

• “Under white rule black people learned to 
despise themselves, to be accustomed to 
servitude” (Speigel) 

• Animals who are exploited often have low self-
esteem, are traumatized, afraid of humans, 
defeated, interiorizing feelings of inferiority and 
shame (e.g. beaten dogs, beaten pigs). 

• Rescuers try to help them heal emotionally, so 
that they re-gain some sense of security and self-
esteem. 
 



• Objections and responses 

• Power dynamics and interlocking oppressions 

• Climate justice and environmental racism 

• Intersection of anti-racism and ethical 
veganism 



Trivialization /insulting objection 

• Trivialization argument – e.g. It trivializes the 
suffering of African-Americans (or Holocaust 
victims) to compare these atrocities with 
animal suffering. It insults them and is racist. 
NAACP and Jewish groups made this 
objection. 

• "..any attempt to equate the 'animal 
liberation' movement, which claims that 
animals and humans have equal moral status, 
with the civil rights and feminist movements is 
preposterous and indeed insulting ...” – M.A. 
Fox 

 



• Response:  

• The comparison is “offensive only to the speciesist: one 
who has embraced the false notions of what animals 
are like ... [they] have unquestioningly accepted the 
biased worldview of the master.” (Speigel, 30). This 
comes from the “master mentality.” 

• The objection is itself based on the assumption of 
animal inferiority. The objection claims that the 
comparison trivializes human suffering (it does not, if 
the comparison is well done), but the objection itself 
trivializes animal suffering. It is an insult to animals, 
whose suffering is real and important. 

• "The argument for animal rights does not decrease 
respect for human life; it increases respect for all life." 
(Francione, 174) 

 



Apples and oranges objection 

• Comparing humans and non-humans should not 
be done because they are fundamentally 
different. Also,  there are different historical 
contexts involved, so the comparison is invalid. 

 

• Example: “Blacks and women have been 
systematically denied full and equal moral status 
with whites and men ... [which is] unjust. 
Animals, however, are denied full and equal 
moral status for reasons that are morally 
relevant, namely their lack of autonomy and 
moral agency.” – Michael Allen Fox 



• Response: 

• There are differences but the commonalities are 
what matter: “same basic essence ... Same basic 
relationship: that between oppressor and 
oppressed.” (Speigel, 28) 

• This is not an apples and oranges (non-
homologous) comparison because in fact humans 
are animals of a type and many animals share 
basic traits with us, including the capacity to 
suffer and the desire to be free, emotions, etc. 

• Furthermore, the logical form of the argument 
that discrimination is wrong is identical in all 
cases, so this fact negates the objection that the 
circumstances are historically disparate. 

 



• The comparison is not comparing every detail (e.g. 
human slaves are used for sex and labour while 
animals slaves are used principally for food); rather the 
comparisons looks only at the broader forms (i.e. 
instrumental use, discrimination based on arbitrary 
criteria) and finds them to be identical. 

• The objection is an example of what Speigel terms 
“priorization” of suffering, similar to the “either-or” 
pitfall. 

• “For when we prioritize we are in effect becoming one 
with the master. We are deciding that one individual or 
group is more important than another, deciding that 
one individual’s pain is less important than that of the 
next.” (Speigel, 30) 

 



Interlocking oppressions 
• An important sociological term used in anti-racism theory, 

and now also anti-speciesism. 
• Can refer to both double (or triple) oppression, and to 

oppression by historically oppressed peoples. 
• # 1. Double oppression – refers to multiple oppressions, 

sometimes by those who share one type of oppression -- 
e.g. “X is a victim of both race and gender oppression”; or 
“Y is a victim of both ageism and sexism”; high black-on-
black murder rate = intersection of class and race 
oppression;  black women who are victims of black men; 
gay First Nations men who are victims of straight First 
Nations men. 

• # 2. Oppression of animals by historically oppressed 
peoples (e.g. immigrant working-class slaughterhouse 
workers who are both oppressed and oppressing; poor 
fishermen who destroy coral reefs with cyanide or poor 
hunters who shoot gorillas for “bush-meat” to feed their 
families).  



• ``when a person is ill-treated ... they will respond 
by venting their frustrations at someone whose 
societal position is even lower than their own`` 
(Speigel, 91) 

• Essentially they assuming the role of the master 
by doing this: the oppressed becomes oppressor. 
They do not see outside the dynamic of power 
inequality. 

• This is an unconscious, psychological dynamic, 
often perpetrated by men who themselves feel 
oppressed in some way (e.g. working class white 
men hunting, black men abusing women, abusing 
domestic animals). The sense of oppression could 
be from childhood; it does not have to be 
apparent. 



• This ties into Manifest Destiny, the desire to destroy 
and tame nature, to have control over animals, natives, 
slaves (one could add that the entire ``faith in progress 
through technology`` arises from this desire to control 
others, as well) 

• Projection of fear is part of the dynamic: seeing in the 
other what you hate about yourself, and trying to 
destroy it by destroying the demonic `other`.  

• There is pleasure derive from cruelty for the oppressor. 
It becomes an end itself, un raison dètre.  

• ``To those who would be master, what matters is not so 
much who their slaves will be, but that there are slaves 
to be had`` (Speigel, 103) 

 

 

 



• Regarding no. 2 (above): defenders of animal 
oppression often invoke experience of economically 
poor, indigenous, and racialized peoples to justify 
continued animal exploitation, and to designate ARAs 
as racist, elitist, classist, etc. (e.g. Shark-fin march, 
conference catering). And sometimes ARAs do fall into 
this trap (e.g. racist remarks against Chinese people), 
but the argument seems disingenuous when used by 
animal exploiters.  

• Several animal ethicists say that suffering one sort of 
oppression does not legitimize another. This issue also 
raised the ethics debate between universal rights 
claims (for animals) and tradition and culture (e.g. 
traditional whale hunt). 
 



# 3: men abusing animals and other humans weaker 
than they are 

• From Kim Robert’s essay “Interlocking Oppression” 
• Treatment of nonhumans related to human oppression 

of other humans weaker than they are 
• There is a long tradition of thought on this (e.g. Kant’s 

indirect rights) but now it has some empirical backing 
• Insecure men trying to maintain an imbalance of 

power, a desire to control others; it is predicated on 
hierarchical thinking 

• “Violence, power, and control are all part of the 
cultural definition of manhood” (608) 

• This is supported by religions and tradition – caretakers 
of religion and tradition primarily men 

• Nonhumans are targeted because they are weaker and 
laws do not protect them – no risk to abuser 
 



• Serial  murderers tortured animals [they are 
de-sensitized ] 

• Animal abuse occurs in domestic abuse 
situations; violence to dogs and cats used to 
threaten or punish women who disobeys 

• 43% of women in Canada has concerns over 
safety of animal, which prevented them from 
leaving sooner 



Paul Waldau “Pushing Environmental 
Justice to a Natural Limit” 

• Questions the reduction of phrases 
“environmental justice” and “global justice” [or 
“climate justice”] to mean “climate racism.” 
Climate racism is a type of climate justice issue. 
Another important type is what happens to 
animals, but this is generally ignored.  

• Comparison with Chartrists, who were for 
equality for all men, but excluded women, 
undermining the very principle they advocated. 
Analogous to human-centeredness that excludes 
animals. Anthropocentrism is extreme in 
environmental discussions 

 



• It is not either/or. These are cases of 
“interlocking oppression” caused by 
industrialization, imperialism, colonialism 

• Our language can be challenged for its 
speciesism, as it was with racism, sexism.  

• Image of the expanding circle (recall Sztybel’s 
diagrams) – anthropocentric “environmental 
justice” misses opportunities to challenge 
environmental racism, because of the 
narrower sense of range of oppressions. 

 



• Intersection of anti-racism and 
ethical veganism 

• Sistah Vegan, Breeze Harper 
 

• "The transition awakened me to many 
things that I was ignorant about and was 
keeping me in a state of suffering. I began 
realizing that the Standard American Diet 
seemed to parallel a colonial and 
imperialistic mentality. I was consuming 
colonialistic ideologies and it was killing 
my health (physically and spiritually).  
 

• “For example, many of us black female 
vegans realize that much of how non-
human animals are treated in the USA, 
frighteningly parallel the way black 
females were treated during chattel 
slavery.  
 



• “This is a controversial topic to bring up, but we notice that 
it’s really horrifying the black females were forcibly raped, 
their children were taken away from them, they were 
forced to breastfeed the white slave master’s babies before 
breastfeeeding their own children.  

  
 “The standard dairy cow is forced to do the same thing. She 

is forcibly inseminated, impregnated, then her calf is taken 
from her while human beings take her milk. In many of our 
eyes, this is colonizing way of treating living beings that 
many of us could no longer participate in.  
 



• “And even more scary was that most of these cows have 
been injected with hormones and antibiotics that 
negatively affected our own reproductive systems because 
we were eating them and it was creating disharmony on 
our hormonal system.  
 

• “When most of us stopped eating this hormone injected 
dairy (eggs and milk) we saw amazing results when it came 
to our womb health. Heavy menstruation, fibroids, lengthy 
periods vanished or become minimal for many of us. Such 
epiphanies have led most of us to seek how other things we 
consume are connected to this colonizing way of life that 
has been left as a legacy of European colonialism within the 
USA.” – Breeze Harper 
 



 



 During the civil rights 
movement `Ì became 
totally committed to 
nonviolence, and I was 
convinced that 
nonviolence meant 
opposition to killing in 
any form . . . Animals 
and humans suffer and 
die alike. Violence 
causes the same pain 
...`` - Dick Gregory, 1973 



• Rev. Al Sharpton. 

• Called for boycott 
of KFC by African-
Americans, due to 
cruelty to chickens. 

• Compares 
historical 
oppression of black 
people to animal 
oppression.  



Human slavery today 
• 37,000 girls under 18 become child-brides every day 
• Every 30 seconds another person becomes a victim of sex 

trafficking. 99% of victims are not rescued. 
• Approximately 2 to 4 million people are trafficked in and across 

borders each year. 
• Human trafficking is now a leading source of profits for organized 

crime, together with drugs and weapons, generating an estimated 
9.5 billion dollars per year. – US Department of State: Trafficking in 
Persons Report, 2007 

• The overwhelming majority of those trafficked are women and 
children. 

• The average victim is forced to have sex up to 20 times a day. 
• The CIA calculates that profits from one trafficked woman alone 

average around $250,000  



Animal slavery numbers 

• 60 billion land animals killed for food annually 

• 100 million used and killed in labs annually 

• 2 trillion fish killed annually 

• Several million deer and other animals hunted 

• 4 million animals killed in shelters in the US 
per year; many more worldwide 

 



Nonhuman rights project 

• There are efforts to gain legal rights for nonhuman 
animals in a court of law 

• “Our mission is to change the common law status of at 
least some nonhuman animals from mere “things,” 
which lack the capacity to possess any legal right, to 
“persons,” who possess such fundamental rights as 
bodily integrity and bodily liberty, and those other legal 
rights to which evolving standards of morality, scientific 
discovery, and human experience entitle them. Our 
first cases are being prepared for filing in 2013. ” 



• It`s possible, one day, that animal slavery will 
be illegal, that they will be granted rights as 
persons under the law 

• There is an urgency in this for many reasons. 
The challenge seems insurmountable, as it did 
pre-Civil War era. Those who fight for animal 
rights need the courage and convictions of 
those early anti-human slavery abolitionists 
that justice will prevail. 

 



Human liberation =Animal liberation 

 


