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Animals Should Have Rights
The environmental debates and concerns have become interesting but worth paying attention to of late. Considering the direction that the policymakers have taken regarding human and non-human creatures’ existence in the ecosystem and their interactions, the discussion has presented a debate that throws two questions that have elicited global debate (Benton, 2017). As Amiot & Bastian (2019), further described, the psychological and political conflicts that have been raised by different sections of debaters have highlighted the underlying critical issues over the animals’ rights. Aside, the policymakers believe that animals must be accorded the same human dignity even though they do not have similar reasons to mankind, while the others do not see the impact in the observation of animal welfare (Stevenson, 2018). However, going by the importance of every creature in creating balance within the surroundings and the few human characters possessed by the animals, as reported by Berti (2019), it is meaningful to enforce their rights. This essay discusses both the reasons for and against animal rights while giving a conclusion why it is important for animals to have rights.
Reasons Why Animals Should have Rights
There are several political and psychological reasons why animals should have rights in the current world. The first reason why the rights have to be designed is to protect the animals against risky scientific experiments (Stevenson, 2018). It is common to find most scientists trying their medical findings in the pharmaceutical industries in animals like rats and monkeys to determine the efficacy of their findings (Pepper, 2021). Some of these trials are dangerous to the life of animals and humanity should prevail in favor of the animals whose lives are getting risked. This practice is against the basic provision of the right to life that every organism may have. Moreover, Jamieson (2017), says that the researchers fail to consider the grave extent of such tests that may leave the animals to die or impair them completely. Adoption of animal rights will prevent these practices.
The second reason why there should be animals right is the need to protect them against the rising demand for food that makes mankind carelessly hunt for wild animals or slaughter the domesticated ones without caution (Stevenson, 2018). The rising population occasioned by the advancements in technology has led to the increasing number of eateries that seek meat from animals (Laine & Vinnari, 2017). The result of this has been an increase in a human-animal conflict where the human struggles for sustenance while the animals struggle for survival (Laine & Vinnari, 2017). The main casualty in the war is the animal that is attacked using the most sophisticated hunting techniques deployed by the human (Jamieson, 2017). This disadvantages the animals hence the need to institutionalize their existence through the drafted rights.
Animals should be protected to ensure checks on their life for a balanced ecosystem (Stevenson, 2018). The rising human activities have led to the declining number of animals. Humans have exploited some animals such that they have become extinct. As stated by Berti (2019), this extinction has interfered with the greater ecosystem balance and that becomes a point of worry in different industries and sectors such as tourism, entertainment, and fashion. Curbing such arising problems needs an established regulation that would work for the animals and others whose lives may be in the same conduit (O’Sullivan, 2020). Thus, to fast-track such initiative, there will be the need to have a human and animal relation guide that will incorporate the animal rights talk as a mechanism of reinstating order.
The fourth reason why animals should have rights is the urge to maximize their existence (Pepper, 2021). The continued benefits that human may derive from the animals, especially the wild ones is pegged on the longevity of their life and the surplus of the creatures (Pepper, 2021). Major importance such as tourism, an income-generating activity and a great employer in many nations, is achievable when these animals forming the sceneries are protected (Stevenson, 2018). Protection is a procedure that is attained upon realizing these essential roles the animals play in the economy (Pepper, 2021). Thus, the capture of their rights would be necessitated within such frameworks as a mechanism and reason for ensuring maximum benefits from the animals.
The other reason for drawing the animal’s right is the rising exploitation for medicinal purposes (Stevenson, 2018). Medical practitioners and institutions have targeted some animals that are known to have parts and organs that are needed in the medical industry for different diseases (Laine & Vinnari, 2017). Their response has been attacking the profiled animals without caution, leading to questions about the chances of their future concerning the human-animal interaction and other importance’s (Laine & Vinnari, 2017). This practice can be tamed when the animal concern is voiced through relevant agencies. The best way to address it is to set conditions that define boundaries and limits where the animal’s right to life will be recognized and thus preventing the practice.
The other need for animals’ rights is to protect them against human mistreatments such as excessive labor and rampart flogging (Stevenson, 2018). This is mainly rampant amongst domesticated animals such as donkeys, oxen, camels, and horses, amongst others. Besides helping humans in different areas, this category of domestic animals usually receives heavy punishments from the same person they assist by making work easier for them (Stevenson, 2018). Most people do not realize that animals feel pain the same way humans do and inconsiderably punish them (Fischer, Palmer & Kasperbauer, 2021). This may interfere with the normal lifestyle of these animals, thus leading to psychological implications (Fischer, Palmer & Kasperbauer, 2021). Setting the animals’ rights will protect these animals from such suffering by governing the working hours and workloads needed.
The seventh reason for the need for animals’ rights is the call to end smuggling (Stevenson, 2018). Other than the food and medicinal value factors, some animals are hunted due to the costs of their parts, such as hooves, skin, and tusks used to make other valuable ornaments and beauty materials (Laine & Vinnari, 2017). This industry has escalated the hunt for such animals resulting in their suffering and declining numbers (Pepper, 2021). The most affected animals include elephants, leopards, rhinos, gazelle, and cheaters. However, to curb illegal hunting, various animals bodies need to enact policies that protect the life of the targeted animals and thus avert the situation. Therefore, such enactments that highlight the rights of animals should be geared towards preventing such trade.
There is a need to institute animal rights to ensure that the service they offer is reciprocated through human care and treatment reverted to them. Just like the humans who require payment after work or service and what to eat, Stevenson (2018), says that the animals equally use energy to work. There is a higher need to treat the animals in the human ways to back their morale and performances. The animals should be regularly checked for treatments when sick while feeding and water must be sufficient and equal to their tasks (O’Sullivan, 2020). Through such practices, the services they offer such as tourist attractions and the work they do at domestic levels are compensated. Enacting human-animal relation guides that stipulate these rights would ensure psychological stability amongst these animals (Fischer, Palmer & Kasperbauer, 2021).
Animal rights are needed for the animals to be considered and recognized in society (Stevenson, 2018). Humans have failed to realize the importance of animals through the normal activities that happen around them (O’Sullivan, 2020). The roles of animals such as entertainment, fashion, protection, and exotics, among others, have been taken as their mandates rather than favor extended freely to the human. As a result, the animals have been neglected, unconsidered, and uncared for in many situations (O’Sullivan, 2020). Moreover, they have been instead paid through human cruelty where they are kicked, beaten, or canned for no clear reasons. This outcry against the massive assistance that these creatures accord the human has elicited the discussion on the need to protect the animals (Fischer, Palmer & Kasperbauer, 2021). To ensure these animals help humans effectively, they need to be regarded in high esteem and treated fairly since they have emotions and feel the pain human would have felt when provoked (Laine & Vinnari, 2017). This attracts the necessity of their rights.
The other reason why animals’ rights would be key is the encroachment and depletion of their homes (Berti, 2019). Human activities such as farming, deforestation, mining, and fishing have greatly shaken the animals’ habitat. This has endangered the lives of these animals, where most die due to human and other animals’ attacks while others die due to famine and starvation (Laine & Vinnari, 2017).  Cases like bush clearing render the animals homeless while deforestation interferes with water towers leading to drought. Prolonged durations without rainfall culminate into massive animal suffering and eventual deaths in some instances (Pepper, 2021).  Preventing these scenarios would require institutionalizing animals’ protections that elaborate their rights to the humans who cause disturbances.
Opposing Arguments Against Animals Having Rights and Refutation
Even though it is valid to explain the reasons why animals’ rights should be formulated, many people do not agree with the preposition. The first reason why animals need not have rights is that, unlike humans, animals do not have or know anything about basic rights (Cochrane, 2019). Their protection should be anchored in the human ethical practices rather than documented framework meant for them. Benton (2017) further argues that the cordial relationship between mankind and animals is out of the humans’ perfect gesture towards other creatures that are under their authority and that giving the animal’s recognizable rights will create conflict. Therefore, there is no need to establish animals’ rights.
The second reason why some people argue that animals should not have rights is the demand for food that is availed by the same animals and plants to the human (Cochrane, 2019). Animals have always been the source of meat to human beings. Therefore, legitimizing their rights will create unnecessary procedures in the human quest for food. This may result in starvation, deaths, displacement of communities, and conflicts as people struggle to get the few available sources of sustenance. This act would now contravene the basic human right to necessities that support life (Cochrane, 2019). As a result, there should be a need to have the animal rights proposal. This is, however, not enough reason to endanger animals.
Other opposers of animal rights argue that animals should not have rights because they are under the authority of humans. Naturally, mankind is the existing reasonable creature with sound communication (Amiot & Bastian, 2019). The other organisms are meant to assist man by making his life easier and comfortable. Giving any other category of the rights and privileges as proponents of this discussion say would mean equating them to that mankind which is not reasonable (Cochrane, 2019). Animals cannot talk or express themselves even though they hear and feel. Making them superior implies powering them to have an equal say as mankind and that man must consult them before making any beneficial action to either man or animals (Amiot & Bastian, 2019). This provision appears unworthy considering mankind’s powers for decades and should not see the light of the day. However, these opposers fail to realize that even though animals are in the custody of human beings, especially domestic ones, there is a need to protect them to prevent the very humans from mistreating them.
Animals are a source of human drugs (Stevenson, 2018). Securing their rights will inhibit the medical sector and the progress that has been made. Universally, it is accepted that the human’s right to life supersedes any other creature’s rights (Pepper, 2021). If medical components that can cure human diseases and sustain life are achieved from the animals, then it would be ethically right to get them without any form of regulations. Any trial to accord these animal rights where their responsible authorities and agency will prevent the medical approaches that use animals for experimentation and that would mean mankind will just die for animals to live, yet animals are meant for the human (Pepper, 2021). These people, therefore, argue that it is out of order to protect animals when their deaths can extend people’s life.
Domesticated animals are catered for by humans and should not have any rights other than the providence that their owners do (Pepper, 2021). Any man is responsible for checking their pet animals by providing every necessity (Laine & Vinnari, 2017). This situation does not need a watchdog policing framework to ensure these animals are safe. Instituting such mechanisms will make humans fearful and stop rearing some of these animals, which will lead to extinction and suffering amongst them. Under common practices, mankind has reared cows, donkeys, camels, among others and they have existed in peace where these animals assist humans in different ways while they are provided for (Laine & Vinnari, 2017). Having a legal framework will erode the peace and trust between the two groups and should not be the case. Catering for an animal does not mean that they can be mistreated in however way one likes. That is why despite the fact that humans take care of animals, rights for these animals can go a long way in preventing abuse and mistreatment of animals by people.
Another reason that persuaded good opposers of animals having their rights is the eminent rise of human-animal conflict (Cochrane, 2019). Most wild animals tend to encroach and attack human settlements and they are in many cases, they are repelled with much ease by the humans due to non-existing enforcements (Berti, 2019). However, in case, the animals are given rights like the human rights such as these that require an individual who is offended to report the offender instead of acting and to show revenge on then human life will be endangered since the animals do not reason like a man (Berti, 2019). They will cause destructions and deaths in the process of seeking authority on how to deal with the cases. The casualty, in this case, is the human whose rights should be given priority. Thus, these animals should not have rights.
The other reason why animals should not have rights is their inability to communicate, reason, and differentiate (Cochrane, 2019).  An animal normally acts under the guidance of humans. This means that they cannot enforce their rights and they will not live knowing that it exists (O’Sullivan, 2020). This is an opportunity for the same creators of these rights to use them to their benefit. Common causes are among the wildlife guards who are supposed to take care of the animals ending up sneaking some for meat and other parts for money. This is aided by the fact that animals do not speak and cannot know what is there to protect or harm them (O’Sullivan, 2020). The human who creates the legislation and those responsible for enactments go-ahead to breach the provisions, thereby building an unjust society where others enjoy what they deny others.
Opposers of animal rights argue that it is not easy to identify the needs of animals considering how they live separately and do not communicate (Cochrane, 2019). This makes it hard to draft the rights that meet their demands which are not known by the human. Thus, there is no need for having their rights. Moreover, because the enforcements are made to protect the animals from human exploitations, gaps are seen on the animals’ side when they fail to recognize themselves as a family under threat but who instead subject themselves to threats by killing and fighting others (Cochrane, 2019). Therefore, it makes no sense to fight for the rights of a party that has no vision for the same reason and ideas.
Animals, especially the wild ones, should not have rights because most of them are naturally human enemies who engage humans in wars and conflicts (Stevenson, 2018). Instituting their rights will be aiding an enemy to adequately prepare for your attack Mechanisms such as preservation of bushy areas for occupations by these animals imply that humans will be feeding and breeding them to attack at their best time. There is no need of protecting perennial enemies like snakes that are neither eaten nor human friendly. It is against the basic human rights to protect an enemy who, if you meet, must fight you irrespective of the deeds you accord them (Stevenson, 2018). Therefore, the discussion about their rights should not be given any chance.
The developments realized in the world today require sustainability. Some of the mechanisms of sustaining the gains attained are obtained from the animals (Cochrane, 2019). For example, tourism, entertainment, and fashion are gains provided by the animals. Guaranteeing the animal rights that prevent these activities will hamper human progress. Since human survival is basic, it cannot happen that animals would be enjoying while humankind is suffering (Cochrane, 2019).  This reason invalidates the demand for animals rights since humans must be given the priorities that would see the animals enjoy by extension. Furthermore, the animals cannot choose who to view them and when they are to be accessed. Consequently, these must be left at the helm of the human and that is when their protection can be extended according to the gains they create.
Affirmation of Why the Animals Should Have Rights Despite Others Opposing it.
Even though there are many reasons against animal rights, the reasons supporting it are weightier. The discussion should revolve around the greater benefits of these animals and what needs to be done to ensure that these benefits are consistently extracted to the benefit of humans (Pepper, 2021). Regardless of the political and psychological implications of each reason for or against the provision of animals’ rights, the greatest statement about living organisms must be given high regard (Cochrane, 2019). These animals need protection to ensure sustainable biodiversity balance. Moreover, to enjoy the gains derived from these animals, there is a need to establish regulations that will protect and guide their usage, especially against rogue individuals who may attempt to exploit them instead of using them for the benefit of both sections (Pepper, 2021). The animals and humans interdepend n each other. Realizing the benefits of interdependence requires the protection of each party. Since mankind is more developed and reasonable, there is the demand for humans to institute frameworks that will ensure they live comfortably.
Consequently, animals should have the right to protect themselves, control human usage, and ensure that they are used in ways that benefit humans (Stevenson, 2018). Due to the advancements, humans should fid artificial pathways of synthesizing drugs while their scientific tests need to be scaled to avoid implicating animals (Stevenson, 2018). Additionally, tourism can go the remote way to avoid a human-animal confrontation that leads to mental problems amongst animals while the actors in the food industry can be innovative enough to reduce animal exploitations (Cochrane, 2019). These initiatives among many others can lead to a formidable relationship between humans and animals where the animals are protected for their survival and to human importance. Mutual existence between humans and animals is an essential way of maximizing the benefits from either party (Jamieson, 2017). Thus, every concerned sector and individual should strive to ensure this mutuality is maintained for better survival within the environment.
Animals should have rights basically protect them from human beings and also to teach the young generation of the importance of having policies and regulations meant to safeguard the well-being of these animals. Some animals, especially those used ad pets, for example, dogs and cats, go through difficulties with people and having animal rights can go a long way in conserving animals as an important part of the ecosystem. Those who are of the opinion that disregards the importance of animal rights should remember that animals play a significant role in the and change their tone. Therefore, animals should have their rights to protect them from destruction by human beings.


References
Amiot, C. E., & Bastian, B. (2019). Psychological Mechanisms Involved in Human-Animal Interactions: How Do Humans Cognize About Animals? In The Routledge Handbook of Animal Ethics (pp. 21-34). Routledge.
Benton, T. (2017). Animal rights and social relations. In Animal Rights (pp. 229-244). Routledge.
Berti, D. (2019). Animals in the Public Debate: Welfare, Rights, and Conservationism in India. Religions, 10(8), 475.
Cochrane, A. (2019). Should animals have political rights? John Wiley & Sons.
Fischer, B., Palmer, C., & Kasperbauer, T. J. (2021). Hybrid theories, psychological plausibility, and the human/animal divide. Philosophical Studies, 1-19.
Jamieson, D. (2017). Animals and ethics, agents and patients. In The Routledge handbook of philosophy of animal minds (pp. 461-468). Routledge.
Laine, M., & Vinnari, E. (2017). The transformative potential of counter accounts: a case study of animal rights activism. Accounting, Auditing & Accountability Journal.
O’Sullivan, S. (2020). Should animals have political rights? by Alasdair Cochrane, Cambridge, Polity Press, 2020, vii+ 124 pp.,£ 35 (hardback), ISBN: 978 1 5095 3005 2;£ 9.99 (paperback), ISBN: 978 1 5095 3006 9.
Pepper, A. (2021). Political agency in humans and other animals. Contemporary Political Theory, 20(2), 296-317.
Stevenson, T. (2018). Animal Rights: A Complex Debate. Greenhaven Publishing LLC.
