
Star Trek and Animal Rights 

For the Animal Rights Academy, 2013, by Paul York 



Key 

• ST = Star Trek 

• AR = Animal Rights 

• TOS = The Original Series 

• TAS = The Animated Series 

• TNG = The Next Generation 

• DS9 = Deep Space Nine 

• VOY = Voyager 

• ENT = Enterprise 



Why is Star Trek appealing to 
so many people? 

• It is a hopeful vision of the future, based on 
Enlightenment-influenced values (e.g. basic rights, 
non-interference to prevent colonialism, gender 
equity, egalitarianism, justice, truth, freedom).  

 
• Does that future (and should that future) include 

moral concern for nonhuman Earthlings?  
 
• Yes! The Federation of Planets and Starfleet are far 

more animal-friendly than any current Earth nation-
state or human society (except Jain culture perhaps). 



Why focus on Star Trek? 

1) because it’s fun! 

 

2) The ‘framing’ argument – ST is a modern 
mythology, a kind of secular religion, because 
it is a vision for what humanity ought to be 
and grow into. This seems to include 
respecting other species. 

• It provides hope to people who are 
disillusioned with the world as it is. It is really 
about the moral evolution of humanity.  

 



• However, it should be noted that the show is not 
without its faults:  

 

1) there are some examples of speciesism 
(discrimination based on species) throughout, 
and these are inconsistent (much as they are in 
historical religious traditions, which have a similar  
tension) 

 and 

2) the writers often seem to confuse moral 
evolution with technological advancement  -- 

   a worldview called “technological optimism.” 

 



Importance of myths, stories 

• Humans are creatures who share information 
through narratives, stories, myths, fables. This is a 
modern myth, one capable of conveying 
important points. It is a good didactic tool. 

• There is a strong moral undercurrent in ST, 
against racism, and for inclusivity and egalitarian 
ideals generally. AR fits within that vision.  

• In ST, meat-eating is associated with violence and 
militarism, and plant-eating with non-violence 
and logic (e.g. Klingons vs. Vulcans). Humanity is 
somewhere in-between these two extremes. 
 



We are story-telling animals 
our brains are hard-wired to process narratives 

“Darmok and Jalad at Tanagra” 

 

          Gilgamesh and Onkidu 

 

 



• The idea that popular myths can convey moral 
messages relates to the Kantian idea of 
religion as “clothing” for “naked” morality.  

 
“True faith”     
 (morality)  

Historical 
  traditions  

Good: helps 
advance morality 
e.g. Christian AR
  

Bad: hinders 
morality 
e.g. Christian 
speciesism 



Best written treatment of ST and AR 

• Judith Barad 

 The Ethics of Star Trek (Harper 
Collins, 2000) 

• Barad adopts Regan’s position 
(‘subject of a life’ / the ‘rights 
position’) and applies it to 
some episodes. 

• This lecture borrows in part 
from that essay. 



ST creator and writers 

• Gene Rodenberry, like Martin Luther KingJr., 
was moving towards a veg*n diet near the end 
of his life, incorporating concern for animals 
into his moral vision. 

 

• He is a good example of a man whose morality 
evolved over time: in TOS there was an anti-
racist, inclusive message, but still sexism, 
which TNG and subsequent series helped to 
remedy. 



Roddenberry was for  animal welfare, not  necessarily 
rights (very similar to religious traditions, which as an 
atheist he was very critical of; his consciousness was 

evolving; he was a classic Regan “muddler” -  see Tom 
Regan’s book Empty Cages) 



From 1991 interview with Roddenberry: 
 
“My philosophy about the use of animals has 
changed. I am not yet a vegetarian, but I 
don’t feel comfortable as a meat eater 
knowing a lot of the things that go on to put 
meat on the table . . .  
“ I feel different way about domestic animals 
now. I am a bit queasy about the way we 
raise our chicken and beef cattle and so on. 
It’s really ugly.” 
 
 



• Interviewer: You’re talking about factory farms? 

    “Roddenberry: Yes, it is just not a good thing. I 
also look forward to when we will contact other 
races and other life forms. What will our attitude 
be toward them? 

 “If we are not careful, we may see sentient life 
that is so different we won’t realize it is sentient. 
Because the creatures we meet don’t act and 
interact as we do, we might consider them 
valuable — much as many people disdain 
dolphins and whales today.”  

 [and other sentient species!] 



Radical concern for a good first contact 

A new type of veganism? 
• Extra-terrestrial vegan 
 
In addition to ... 
• Ethical vegan 
• Health vegan 
• Environmental vegan 

 
 But then why not a terrestrial veganism ? And 

why wait for replicator technology? The ethic is 
as valid now as centuries from now. 



“Arena” TOS S1.E18. Kirk refrains from killing an enemy, 
indicating moral evolution towards non-violence; this is 

one of many allusions to humanity’s evolution – but 
because of free will, humanity can easily revert to 

ignorance and prejudice. 



• The different writers, over six series, have 
varying levels of animal consciousness, from 
very good to very bad, so the series are not 
uniform (e.g. some episodes are speciesist in 
places).  

 

• It has been argued that the moral vision of 
Roddenbery was lost when ST became a big 
business, a profit-generating franchise (e.g. in 
ENT, torture is endorsed). This is debatable, 
since we can find strong moral messages in 
ENT as well.  It varies a lot with the writers (a 
lot like the Bible, which had many writers 
too!) 

 



Anti-racism and anti-sexism as 
complimentary and analogous         

to anti-speciesism 



“Let That be Your Last Battlefield” TOS S3.E15 – 
thinly veiled anti-racist message  



Racialized characters in strong roles 

Native American 
Middle Eastern 



Television’s first interracial kiss, 1968 
“Plato’s Stepchildren” TOS S3.E10 

 



“Balance of Terror” TOS S1.E14 – when fighting 
Romulans, bigotry against Spock is rejected by Kirk 

 
  "Leave any bigotry in your quarters. There's no room 

for it on the bridge." - Kirk to Stiles  
 



First female captain: a strong role 
model for women and girls 



Strong female characters 



Moogie, who challenged extreme 
misogyny on her homeworld,  

Ferenginar  



“The Loralei Signal” TAS S1.E4 
Uhura orders an all-female landing party to 

transport down to rescue the men.  



Why are examples of anti-racism and 
strong female character relevant? 

• Recall the work of Marjorie Speigel, in The 
Dreaded Comparison, and Carol Adams in The 
Sexual Politics of Meat. 

 

• Basically, discrimination based on any 
arbitrary difference, whether it is gender, race, 
ethnicity, religion, (dis)ability, as well as 
species, is morally wrong. The structure of the 
bias, in all cases, is the same. 



Intersection of Star Trek and 
animal rights: 

1) Moral evolution in food and 
medical research choices 

2) Anti-speciesism 
3) Critique of slavery 
4) Animal liberation 
5) Compassion and responsibility 
Also, AR failures 



    1) Evidence of moral evolution: 
 ethical veganism 
• For humans in the “Federation of Planets”  24th c., 

eating animals is a thing of the past: Riker tells 
that humans “no longer enslave animals” for food. 

 
  

 
• Today the closest we have to this is growing meat in 

a lab (in vitro meat), or plant-based meat products 
(e.g. Tofurkey, Gardein).  
 

• Note: this actually is likely the future of humanity, by 
default (not choice). 



• Replicating technology will never exist. 

• However, in vitro meat already exists. 

• It has yet to be mass-marketed; ethically, 
however, it uses cell cultures from animals, so 
it is not vegan. Still, it might alleviate a lot of 
animal suffering, if widely marketed. 

• Of course we can also ask, why is it even 
necessary at all! It is only for taste (trivial). 





Vegan food 
meat is addictive but brain receptors can change 



• Study on vegetarianism by 2050 AD  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

• Why force, why not choose?! 

• Maybe it will become like Soylent Green ? 

 

 



Evidence of moral evolution: humane 
alternatives to vivisection 

• Janeway, in Scientific Method, tells the 
medical researcher my people decided a long 
time ago that exploiting one species for 
another’s benefit was unacceptable, even in 
the name of science. 24th century experiments 
are performed as holosimulations. 

• Even today, in the early 21st century, we have 
computer simulations, and other humane 
alternatives, but the research community opts 
not to use them. 



Holosimulator 
computer model: 
viable alteratives 

exist today 



Vulcans 

• Future humanity is influenced by the Vulcans, who are 
vegans. This is portrayed as a moral evolutionary 
advance for Vulcans.In all “All Our Yesterdays” (TOS 
S.3.E23) Spock “de-evolves” and eats meat, feels anger, 
jealousy,  various emotions. 



• Their veganism is part of their religion and culture, 
which is highly ethical and ascetic – very similar to 
Jains, but emphasizing logic and the repression of 
emotion as the supreme principle. This is in contrast 
to the Klingons, who are driven by their passions, 
including bloodlust. Thus ... 

• Meat-eating = violence, barbarism, illogic, desire 

• Plant-eating = non-violence, peace, logic, restraint 

• This is illustrated in an ENT episode where violent, 
emotional Vulcans eat meat. 

• Humans are torn by both extremes, but clearly their 
/ our moral evolution tends towards non-meat-
eating, non-violence, and egalitarianism. 

 



 “The Slaver Weapon” TAS S1.E14 

  – hostile carnivorous aliens mistakenly look 
down on non-meat eating Vulcans as weak 
(these aliens are also sexist and war-like; there 
is a strongly implied criticism of meat-eating) 

 



• Vulcans are utilitarians, not rightists (e.g. 
Spock: “the good of the many outweighs the 
good of the few, or the one”) 

• But recall that Singer’s utilitarianism can be 
used to argue for animal liberation, if animals 
included in the calculation of aggregate 
happiness (since in suffering and happiness 
we are all equals), and they far outnumber us. 

• Meat-eating is also environmentally damaging 
and unhealthy. Thus veganism is “logical.” 

 



"Humans claim to be an enlightened species, yet 
they still consume the flesh of animals.“ 
– T’Pol, Vulcan, speaking in the 22nd century 



2) Anti-speciesism 

• Star Trek, from the start, was anti-racist: 
relations with aliens were used as a 
metaphor for race relations.  

• We can see that it is also applicable to 
our relations with other Earthlings – even 
more so, because like aliens they differ in 
species, not “race.” 



Best example: “Devil in the Dark” TOS S1.E25 -- alien is non-
humanoid and an enemy, but Kirk still recognize her as a 

person and does not kill her, and initiates communication. 
 

 Barad notes that Kirk’s attitude to the Horta changes when 
he realizes she is conscious, that she has a mind of her own. 



• Starfleet is egalitarian and has many non-human 
members, so presumably humanity is forced to 
confront speciesism at some point, and overcome it. 

• In the 22nd century there is xenophobic human 
movement based on speciesism, but it doesn’t last 
(“Demons” ENT S4.E20) 

 



Alien love 
(humanoid, 
eros) 



Non-humanoid  -  humanoid relationships 
(filial and agapic) 

“Metamorphosis” TOS S2.E9  

Dr. Mora and Odo 

Tin Man and 
Tam Elbrun 



“The Survivor” TAS S1.E6 – 
illustrates a change in heart 
due to love (eros), much as 
humans can go from meat-
eating to veganism for love 



Film: Enemy Mine (filial, agapic love, shows the 

power of love to transform us from speciesism to care) 



• Sentience and “intelligence” are listed as criteria for 
moral considerability, based on our contact with alien 
species. Humans in the 23rd and 23th centuries respect 
other life forms (for the most part). 

 

• However, the focus on “intelligent life forms” to refer 
to technological civilizations is discriminatory, since 
many non-human Earthlings that we know of are quite 
intelligent. ST does not explicitly addresses them, 
(except on three occasions, in their favour). 

 

• Should sentience, consciousness,  and emotional life -- 
and not intelligence -- be the criteria for moral 
considerabillity? A big question! We cannot hope to 
answer it today. 



Sentience, consciousness, 
emotional life 

• Sentience: the ability to feel or perceive, including 
pleasure and pain. 

• Consciousness: self-awareness, awareness of  the 
world and ones place in it.  

• Emotional life – related to sentience -- the ability to 
feel emotions, such as sadness, joy, fear, happiness, 
love. 

• All of the above imply the following: 
 Thoughts, desires, capability for perception, 

memory, a sense of the future (particular ones own 
future), the ability to initiate action to pursue goals. 
NB – these are Regan’s criteria for “subjects of a life” 



Non-technological species can 
also be very intelligent ... 



ST focuses on the phrase “intelligent species.” 
This raises two important questions: 
 
• 1) why does intelligence even matter? 
       (argument from marginal cases) 
     and 
• 2) how do we measure intelligence anyway? e.g. 

Buddy the beagle has superior olfactory 
intelligence that I do not possess. Why privilege 
reason and technology? And who is to say that 
other animals do not employ reason? 

• That we alone are rational is a now debunked 
myth of human exceptionalism. 
 
 
 



“Argument [for animal rights] 
from marginal cases” 

• Nazi experiments 
on mentally 
disabled 

• (in other words, 
intelligence 
doesn’t matter) 



 Nuclear technology, and instruments of war, 
fossil fuels: evidence that technological ability 
does not equal moral worth, or superiority: 
“everything has changed except our morality” 
Einstein 



Intelligence tests are racist 
 Gould: IQ tests were designed to confirm racist 

prejudices; in the same way, intelligence tests on 
(unwilling) animals may not be measuring their true 
intelligence.  





 Chickens are intelligent birds, but this in no 
way seems to benefit them. Using 
“intelligence” as a criterion is very selective, 
usually; it is usually meant to reinforce 
unequal power relations. 



“The Infinite Vulcan” TAS S1.E7 
 – sentient, intelligent plants who use 

humanoid type language to communicate. So, are plants 
really sentient? There is no solid evidence that they are, but 

even if they are, it does not negate the fact that eating 
animals is wrong, according to Regan. 

 
 



• Star Trek writers often subscribe to following 
common Enlightenment era fallacies: 

• 1) evolutionism, a common but mistaken, 
hierarchical interpretation of evolution; 

• 2) body/mind dualism (e.g. The Traveller, 
Organians) – inherited from Descartes; 

• 3) technological optimism and progressivism,  
-- human “progress” and moral evolution can 
be measured in terms of technological 
development; humanity is “progressing” from 
imperfection to perfection, historically 

 



Evolutionism (vs. evolution) – 
the common misimpression 



Non-linear, 
non-

hierarchical, 
in response 
to random 
selective 
pressures 



Human intelligence adapts quickly, but by changing 
the environment unpredictably, it has led to a mass 

extinction event , very possibly the final one 



• A key point is that evolutionism is deterministic. 
By tying moral evolution to biological evolution 
and technological “progress” ST negates free will, 
which is ahistorical. 

• The problem with this is that for a choice to have 
moral value (at least according to Kant) it has to 
be freely chosen by the individual, or by a 
collection of individuals together, which he calls 
the ethical society. In real life, however, our 
choices are often determined by others, because 
we are morally lazy or in some cases forced on us. 

• What we eat is a choice that most of us have 
control over (except as children).  We have free 
will. The naturalistic fallacy negates free will.  



Mind body dualism (hierarchical) 
recall Carol Adams’ list of “up” and “down” 



Technological optimism 
• Technological optimism is predicated on a linear view 

of time and history. This is often traced to Judaism, and 
became secularized during the Enlightenment. 

• Non-human Earth animals, of course, would be viewed 
as inferior in framework, since they do not possess 
technology and are anterior in the timeline. Technology 
is confused with moral evolution. 

• This linear framework is imagined, socially constructed; 
evolution is non-linear and non-hierarchical; it is simply 
adaptation to changes in the environment, sometimes 
resulting in survival and sometimes extinction of a 
species. There are no higher or lower species (Darwin). 



• A recurring character, Q, raises the question of human 
barbarity. Is he correct? 
• Q seems to subscribe to evolutionism as well, as implied 
by his charge that humans are still “savage” and “primitive.” 
He puts humanity on trial.  Very colonial language! 
• Picard believes that Q is afraid that human beings will 
“evolve” into more powerful disembodied beings, like the Q 
continuum. But evolution does not work this way. 



Framework for ethically appropriate technology 

• Ursula Franklin notes that “Many 
technological systems . . . are basically anti-
people.” And we can add, anti-animal. 

• “People are seen as sources of problems 
while technology is seen as a source of 
solutions.” 

• Franklin prescribes a set of criteria, or 
“checklist” for assessing technology before it 
is implemented. It should promote justice; 
restore reciprocity; confer divisible or 
indivisible benefits; favor people over 
machines; maximize gain or minimize 
disaster; favor conservation over waste; 
favor reversible over irreversible results.  

• Better: "redemptive” and “holistic” 
technologies. Also, idea of “intermediate 
technologies” (E. F. Shumacher) 
 
 



Machine rights 
 The ethical question raised by the sentience of 

artificial intelligence (AI) crops up a lot in Star 
Trek, and can be used as a metaphor for the 
same question in AR ethics.  

• However, it is troubling that Star Trek writers 
devote so much time to exploring machine 
rights, but not animal rights (a much more 
urgent question!)  

• Is this because they are speciesists, or because 
television execs blocked it? Probably both. 



“The Measure of a Man” TNG S1.E9  
 “The Offspring” TNG S3.E16 



“The Quality of Life” TNG S6.E9 

Do these machines feel pain, or experience emotions? Why does 
ST grant them moral considerability if they do not? Why not 
focus on animals directly? The obvious animal ethics connection 
is lost on most viewers. 



“Evolution” TNG S1.31 

 



Hologram rights 

“Author, Author” VOY S7.E20       

 



Three different criteria in ST episodes to 
denote moral considerability 

(a bit ambiguous!) 
• Alive 
• Intelligence 
• Sentient 

 
• Non-human Earth animals meet all three 

criteria. ST fans do not seem to know this! 
• ST is a very popular mythology. It could serve 

as a vehicle for the ideal of animal rights, as 
well as human rights and moral progress for 
humanity. It has, through Barad’s book. 



3) Critique of slavery 

 Other species, who do not share these 
enlightened values, occasionally capture 
humans and use them in experiments, or 
toy with them for their amusement, or 
even forced labour (slavery), and in one 
episode, put humans in a zoo. But 
humans no longer do this to animals. 
Humanity has higher standards by 23rd c.  



Animal testing, VOY “Scientific Method” S4.E7 – medical 
research. Barad notes that Janeway does not suffer from 

device as gruesome as actual animals in labs 



• Barad: The Voyager episodes “Hunter”, “Prey”, 
and “Scientific Method” ask us to imagine what it 
would be like if we were in the animals place . 

• The harms we do to other animals could just as 
easily be done to us. 

• As Janeway put it in “Scientific Method”: “I’m 
sure you’d see things differently if your people 
were the ones subjected to these experiments.” 

• Barad invokes Regan’s Harm Principle, which is 
the direct duty not to harm individuals, and the 
Respect Principle – basically, do not treat others 
as means to an end, and assist those in need (as 
all Starfleet captains do, in practice, answering 
distress calls, and not harming other life forms). 



“The Cage” TAS Pilot 1 
involuntary animal testing out of curiosity 



“The Empath” TOS S3.E11 
involuntary animal testing out of curiosity 



“Schisms” TNG S6.E5  - vivisection 
involuntary animal testing out of curiosity 



•  Barad says that animals used for medical 
research have inherent value that clearly 
transcends their usefulness to others (Barad, 
246), 

• Thus such research would be wrong even if we 
accept the claim that animal testing is 
predictive (of course, there is the counter-
claim that it is not). 

• Rights are inalienable and cannot be traded 
away. Vivisection is based on two premises: 1) 
speciesism, and 2) utilitarianism. Both can be 
refuted, rationally. 



“Allegiance”  TNG S3.E18 
involuntary animal testing for curiosity 



The Borg assimilation process is involuntary (against the will of 
the subject); it integrates machine parts into living tissue 



“Where Silence Has Lease”  TNG S1.E2 
involuntary animal testing out of curiosity 

 
 

In all cases the 
Enterprise escapes 
the researchers; in 
real life animals do 
not 



Other violent instrumental uses of humans (and 
humanoids) similar to Earth animal slavery 

• Put in zoos, forced to entertain (e.g monkeys) 

• Vital organs take by force (e.g pig hearts) 

• Forced conscription into war (e.g. horses,dogs) 

• Forced labour (e.g. horses, cows, sled dogs)  

• Forced to fight (e.g. dog and cock fighting) 

• Turned into prey for hunters (e.g. deer) 

• Forced reproduction (e.g. dairy cows) 

• Harvesting genetic material (e.g. GMO animal 
hybrids of animal and plant, by Monsanto) 

 



“Eye of the Beholder” TAS  S.E  

 



Fantastic Planet (Planet Sauvage) 
humans as pets and wild humans killed as “pests” 



Twilight zone: “People are alike all over” 



“Plato’s Stepchildren” TOS S3.E10  
– using humans for entertainment 

 





“Squire of Gothos” TOS S1.E17– uses humans 
for alien entertainment (Q does this as well) 



“Phage” VOY S1.E5 – Vidiians’ organ harvesting 

 
 





Being forced to fight for survival 

• “The Gamesters of Triskelion” TOS S2.16;  

• “Bread and Circuses” TOS S2.E25 



“Tsunkatse” VOY S6.E15 



Hunters VOY S4.E15 

About to be slaughtered by Hirogen hunter, 
who lack a moral centre, according to Tuvok 



“Workforce” VOY S7.E16/17 
– forced labour, starting with mind control  

(like breaking a horse or elephant) 



“Nemesis” VOY S4.E4 – forced conscription 
through mind control 



 
“Cogenitor” ENTS2.E22  

 
Trip "They treat her like a pet. Kept in a room, not taught to 

read or write, no name. Porthos has a name!“ 

 

T’Pol "It's not our place to judge the customs of other cultures." 

 

Trip "We're not talking about taking your shoes off when you 

walk into someone's house. This cogenitor's treated like one of 

Phlox's leeches. You pull it out of its tank when you need it, 

then you throw it back in." 

 

T’Pol "Tri-gender reproduction is not uncommon." 

 

Trip "That's not what I'm talking about. This is a question of... 

Human rights." 

 

Tpol "They're not human.“  Why is she wrong?    



“Cogenitor” ENT – raises the issue of slavery as a moral 
issue. Also shows that technological superiority dos not 

equal moral superiority. 



“Wink of an Eye” TOS S3.E11 – using humans for 
“genetic stock” (freezing them for later use) 

 



 From birth the Jem’Hadar are genetically bred and 
trained to be soldiers; in essence, they are slaves of 
the Founders, who control them through drug use; 
but some of them revolt against this, through the use 
of free will (“Hippocratic Oath” DS9 S.4 E.76) 

 



4) Animal liberation 

• The Enterprise frequently liberates (or 
does not interfere in the liberation of) 
other sentient nonhumans (both 
humanoid and non-humanoid shaped) 
from bondage or oppression. 

• “Encounter at Far Point” TNG S1.E1 

 

 

 

 



“Equinox” VOY S5.E26  -- raises the ethics of 
instrumental use of sentient beings 

 



• “Collective” VOY S6.E16 – rescuing alien children 
assimilated by the Borg. 

• Also “Unimatrix Zero” VOY S6.E26 

 



• “Prey” VOY S4.E16 – trying to rescue a hunted prey, 
Species 8472, from Hirogen hunters (significant 
because the prey is an enemy and is not humanoid). 
Example of the Respect Principle: aid others in need. 
This overrides a utilitarian calculus. 

 

 

 

 



• “Night” VOY S5.E1 – rescuing nocturnal creatures 
damaged by pollution from toxic waste dumping 

 



• “The Cloud Minders” TOS S3.E21 – saving humanoid 
alien species from slavery in mines 



Film: ST IV: The Voyage Home – saving whales 
from 20th century whalers 

“To hunt an species to 
extinction is not logical” 
 -- Spock  



The Prime Directive 

• This liberation work is sometimes hindered by the Prime 
Directive, a principle the Federation of Planets follows. 

• It seems to support cultural relativism. It originated to 
counter colonialism. 

• It is important not to interpret it too narrowly as non-
intervention in rights issues, because true morality is 
universal -- transcends culture and time.  There is a moral 
imperative to intervene in some cases, in observance of 
Regan`s Respect Principle. 

• Paul Figueras adds: Riker eating Gak (live worms, a 
Klingon delicacy) could be considered a violation of the 
Prime Directive, because it interferes in the development 
of Gak culture. And who is to say that worms do not have 
their own culture! 



• Is the Prime Directive actually a good rule, if it 
prevents sincere attempts to intervene in the case of 
slavery and exploitation? 

• Think of the case of Sati, in 19th century India 

• Liberation in that case was colonialist, but also 
supported human rights. Which is more important?  



 Captive Pursuit” DS9 S1.E6 –  Motivated by a 
universal sense of concern, O’Brien tries to help Tosk, 
who is bred and raised to be hunted. He runs into 
the cultural relativism of the Prime Directive. 

 



• “Remember” VOY S3.E6 – statement against 
discrimination -- B’elanna protests past atrocities. 
Her protest is shut down by Janeway, because of PD.  

• B’elanna is aware of them through memories passed 
on to her.  If we could do this with animals, their 
exploitation would end. In a way, through empathy, 
we do. 

 



Symbiosis TNG S1.E22 – Picard refuses to intervene 
against exploitation, but nor does he enable it 



• Sometimes the Enterprise refuses to harm 
other species, as a matter of principle, even 
if it costs the Federation economically or 
endangers humans (e.g. crystalline entity) 

 

• We can note, few human authority figures 
would do this today, since our culture is 
designed to trade away basic rights of 
animals for trivial benefits for humans, e.g. 
fashion.  

 

 



Example: Canada Goose jacket, ice-cream: both satisfy 
trivial desires, but cost animals enormously. 
 
The fur trim and dairy violate the Worse Off Principle 
(Regan) that says that  we must decide to override the 
rights of the many for the rights of a few who are 
innocent , when the harm faced by the few would make 
them worse-off than any of the many would be if any 
other option were chosen, then we ought to override 
the rights of the many (Regan, as quoted in Barad, 245) 
 
 The coyote and dairy cow are worse off than those 
deprived of fur trim and ice-cream. Barad invokes this 
principle to describe the situation in the episode “Prey” 
(where Janeway tries to help a hunted alien). 



“Silicon Avatar” TNG S5.E4  
– crystalline entity 

 



“Nothing Human” VOY S5.E8 – they 
refuse  to injure the parasitic alien 

 



“Tin Man” TNG S3.E20 – the first reaction of the 
Romulans is to try to destroy the entity; the morality 

of Starfleet is juxtaposed to this 



5) Compassion and responsibility 

• Concern for others, even those very different from 
you (of other species), is routinely encouraged in 
Starfleet, and seems to be standard operating 
procedure on Starfleet starships. 

• Barad refers to Regan’s Respect Principle: (as noted 
previously) Starfleet captains practice this principle in 
coming to the aid of those in help. 

• Humans seem to have overcome their worst 
character traits. It is an idealistic culture, though not 
without ethical blind spots: non-technological 
species have an ambiguous status. 



“Yesteryear” TAS S1.E2 – meant to teach children to be 
responsible and care for pets 



“Counterpoint” VOY S5.E10 – trying to save 
telepaths, even at great risk to themselves 

 



Galaxy’s Child”  TNG S4.E16 – refusal to harm 
the alien entity, even though it is draining their power 



“Hatchery” ENT S3.E17 - Archer tries to save Xindi 
hatchery, even though they are enemies of humanity. 
But Archer is very selective in his compassion (he loves 
his dog, but eats cows).  
Perhaps the lesson we can draw from this is that it is important 
to him to think of himself as a good person, and to live by 
principles, but that his principle are not always consistent or 
universalizable. He is like many people we know: they are good 
people, but blind to certain animals, who do not fit into their 
moral framework. 

 



Star Trek’s animal rights fails 
• Enterprise starts serving some animal based foods in 

1991 after Roddenberry dies: Riker serves eggs, 
Neelix cooks various animals. 

• “They put emphasis on the respect of sentient life 
forms and forget the life forms from our own planet. 
Speciesism in our own backyard: planet Earth, but 
tolerance for others: aliens.” – theBusyVegan (online) 

 
 
 
• Data’s ode to Spot – big fail!  Huge online debate 

over this. 
• Also, Memory Alpha (online) fails to list animals 

under “sentient” and “intelligent” species. 



Meat-Eating on starships 

• Voyager’s Neelix prepares meat instead of replicating it, 
to save energy 

• Captain Archer and crew eat steaks (pre-replicator) 

• Contrast this with today’s actual Mars astronauts, who 
are vegans, for practical reasons ...  

 

 



Mars astronauts will be vegans  
• “NASA is working on a vegan menu for their astronauts’ 

mission to the red planet in 2030 ... Mars is different just 
because it’s so far away. We don’t have the option to send a 
vehicle every six months and send more food as we do for 
International Space Station ... they are also working on a 
“Martian greenhouse” which will allow the astronauts to grow 
plants and cook their meals.” 



• “Nothing Human” VOY S5.E8 

• Voyager’s Doctor (correctly) objects to 
vivisection. Cardassians did tests on 
Bajorans against their will during the 
Occupation, which is analogous to Nazi 
experimentation on humans.  

• Dr. Moset, a Cardassian vivisector, 
suggest that this practice is ethically 
permissible because it was done on 
animals in Earth’s history. The Doctor 
indignantly replies  that it was not 
done to “people.” 

• What is wrong with the Doctor’s 
answer?  



Film: Generations 

Telepathic Deanna Troi 
does not ride horses 
because she prefers a 
mode of 
transportation that 
does not (as she puts 
it) “have a mind of its 
own” (“Pen Pals” TNG 
#41) – this is a nod to 
animal consciousness, 
according to Barad.  



• An noted previously, ST spends several episodes 
debating the moral considerability and rights of 
sentient machines (e.g. Data, Lal, exocomps, nanites, 
holographs), but rarely discusses non-human 
animals! Why?  

 

• Animals certainly meet far more criteria for moral 
considerability than any of the machines (e.g. Data 
does not have emotions, and he does not feel pain; 
however, he does have self-awareness and 
intelligence and thoughts, but then so do non-human 
animals). 



• Worf encourages young Klingons to take up hunting, 
as part of their cultural heritage (in “Birthright Part 
II” TNG S6.E17), and an actual dead animals is shown 
in the episode. Recall the argument that morality 
based on tradition is insufficient. 

 

• Ironically, the actor who plays Worf, Michael Dorn, is 
a  health vegan. 

 



Dr. Phlox` instrumental use of animals 

• Uses animals to assist in his 
patients' healing 

 

• Animals include the Altarian 
marsupial, the immunocytic gel 
worm, the osmotic eel, Regulan 
bloodworm, tribbles, the Lyssarrian 
desert larva, a Calrissian chameleon, 
and the Pyrithian bat. 

 



 Humanity’s real future: aliens exist, but the 
probability is that we will never meet them; they are 
too far away in space and time. 



• There are intelligent species that we live on 
Earth with (note Sagan’s fascination with 
dolphins). 

 

• Why isn’t NASA focusing on this? They are 
searching for intelligent life beyond this 
planet, but it is already here! 

• And why is NASA still experimenting on 
animals? 

 



6) What of the future? (realistically)  
 

• It is doubtful that humanity, in its current form, will 
survive climate change and the loss of fresh water on 
this planet, due to industrialization. 

• We are faced with “wars over scarce resources” in 
this century and the beginning of the end of 
civilization. 

• While this may end factory farming and vivisection, it 
also exacerbates the mass extinction of species. All 
life on Earth might become extinct because of us! 
(Venus Syndrome) We will have to change somehow. 



Perhaps we need a visit from a pro-animal  
pro-environment alien species ? 



• Klaatu: Do you speak for the entire human 
race? 

• Regina Jackson: I speak for the President of 
the United States. Now please, tell me why 
have you come to our planet. 

• Klaatu: Your planet? 

• Regina Jackson: Yes. This is our planet. 

• Klaatu: No, it is NOT. 

 



• Helen: I need to know what is happening. 
• Klaatu: This planet is dying. The human race is 

killing it. 
• Helen: So you have come here to help us. 
• Klaatu: No, I didn't. 
• Helen: You said you came to save us. 
• Klaatu: I said I came to save the Earth. 
• Helen: You came to save the Earth from us. 
• Klaatu: We can't risk the survival of this planet for 

the sake of one species. 
• Helen: What are you saying? 
• Klaatu: If the Earth dies, you die. If you die, the 

Earth survives. There are only a handful of planets 
in the cosmos that are capable of supporting 
complex life. 
 
 



• Helen: You can't do this. 

• Klaatu: This one can't be allowed to perish. 

• Helen: We can change. We can still turn things 
around. 

• Klaatu:: We have watched. We have waited and 
hoped that you would change. 

• Helen: Please. 

• Klaatu: It has reached the tipping point. We have to 
act. 



• Klaatu, in the, end, finally decides to let 
humanity live, but takes away their machines 
(the solution is NO technology, not more, 
because we have not evolved morally). 

 

• It is widely theorized that with peak oil we 
setting up a similar situation: the end of 
industrialization. See Richard Heinberg’s 
books, Powerdown, Peak Everything. 



What can ST teach us today? 

• We are still in the dark ages, and definitely need to 
evolve morally beyond factory farming, vivisection, 
and speciesism in general (better technology is not 
the solution, however). 

 

• It is possible to do this; it can happen, so we mustn't 
ever give up trying; ARAs are the vanguards of 
positive change for humanity; without us humanity is 
lost, so we have a enormous responsibility to bring 
about that ideal, hopeful future. Nothing less than 
the survival of all life on Earth depends on this 
message. 

 



• The great popularity of ST means that many other 
people (millions!) feel the same way; our job as 
responsible people is to make sure that concern for 
animals is part of that ideal future, that animals are 
not forgotten.  

 

• This work (AR) is the key to a better future for all 
species on this planet. It is often discouraging to daily 
confront speciesism, but progress has been made 
and will continue to be made. It is a slow process, so 
we have to have faith and continue in this important 
work.  

 

 



  

 


