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1. The four main mechanisms through which humans perceive pain include; the presence of pain receptors all over the body, the presence of neurological pathways within the brain, the presence of natural pain relievers within the brain that are only released when the pain becomes too much, and the presence of specific pain pathways to the association cortex, influencing the emotional aspect associated with pain. 
2. Factory farming, despite its advantages, presents various challenges, some of which include; the restriction of the animals in the yards has resulted into lack of focus on the welfare of the animals. Most of the animals are restricted to areas with no sunlight, fresh air and cannot carry out their normal behaviour. Also, within these restrictions, diseases are bound to spread faster in case of an outbreak. To obtain maximum profits from these animals, the animals are given growth hormones which pose a health risk to the consumers. Lastly, factory farming is a source of pollution. Animal faeces and urine used as natural manure pollute the air and groundwater sources.
3. The main purposes of animal testing in the US include the desire to advance and increase the knowledge regarding animal behaviour and psychology, animal testing can help in creating similar models to study human ailments, and lastly, animals testing helps in testing the toxicity of drugs, cosmetics and other chemicals. Similarly, the three Rs of animal testing include; replacement, refinement and reduction.
4. Descartes clear line position states that animals, unlike human beings are composed of only the physical body and do not have a spirit mind. For instance, he argues that one of the evident proofs to this position is that animals cannot express themselves in any language. Due to the animal’s lack of the spirit mind, animals do not have the ability to experience pain.
5. Pythagoras argued that humans, as well as animals, have similar features of self-worth. He indicated that not all animals have this status but rather only higher animals that are awarded this status. Considering equality, he argued that upon the death of these animals, their souls return to earth in another body usually as an animal or even as a human being.
6. Darwin presents a sliding scale of moral worth where humans are the top, followed by higher animals then lower animals occupying the very bottom of the scale. As evidenced by a human exhibition of jealousy, suspicion, gratitude and practice of deceit and revenge, Darwin believed that humans have greater mental abilities that they share with the higher animals. His arguments point out the fact that there exists a gap between the higher animals, humans and the lower animals such as the fish. 
7. The five positions of indirect duties to animals include; the need to treat animals humanely, to avoid the distress caused by animals to onlookers when they are mistreated, it is wrong to torture animals private because this habit might develop and advance to humans, publicly show kindness to animals. After all, it is believed this would make others happy, and it is also ethical to treat animals with kindness privately because this would lead to the development of good habits that may be directed at humans too. 
8. Nozick argues that there is no association between the mistreatment of animals and mistreatment of humans. He gives the examples of butchers arguing that despite their killing of several animals, they are not labelled as threats to humanity. In conclusion, he argues that there is a need for a plausible explanation to indicate how cruelty to animals is associated to humans. His second criticism states that the indirect duties to animals are generally too weak to ensure that humans keep their moral obligations to animals.
9. Singer states that all animals are sentient and for this reason, have an interest in avoiding pain. The second view is that we are obligated to treat all the sentient animals differently based on their varying interests. For instance, others have personal interests in living while others do not. 
10. Wertheimer believes that there is nothing wrong with classifying humans above the other species of animals. For instance, he argues that humans are way above the other species of animals in terms of self-understanding and identification.
11. Reagan argued that some animals have moral worth because of their enhanced mental abilities and that the moral worth given to these animals award them moral rights. 
12. Cohen argued that animals do not have moral rights because they live in an amoral realm where no animal has right claims over the other. For instance, he argues that if animals had rights, then the human has the responsibility to stop lions from eating zebras just as we do to our human babies. 
13. Aquinas argued that animals only survive by eating the animals; larger animals eat smaller ones like food, for this reason, lower and smaller forms of animals can be killed for food by humans. Similarly, considering the natural hierarchy of life, humans sit at the top of this hierarchy and can eat animals below.  Plutarch, however, argues that humans were not naturally designed to eat meat, for instance trying to kill a lion with bare hands would result into serious injuries or even death an indication that humans were not naturally designed for such. Also, apart from the physical preparedness, he argued that mentally, humans are not equipped to do that. 
14. Stephen argued that it is better for animals to be raised and killed by humans than not to exist at all. For instance, he argues that pigs would benefit from human beings by being raised and cared for after which they would be killed for food. 
Humans with their rational mind have the ability to main the natural equilibrium; for example, if the sheep are left in the wild, it is possible that wolves would consume all of them. For this reason, it is better to have them under our care after which we can kill them for food. Salt, however, rejects this proposition arguing that Stephen assigned his moral arguments to non-existent pigs. He observed that it made no sense to agree with a non-existent creature.  
15. Singer argued that it is not wrong to kill and eat animals as long as we can replace the animal that has been killed to continue with a pleasant process of life. Giving examples with farm chicken, he observed that if we treat chicken well and eventually slaughter them, no harm is done as long as the previous spot in the farm is taken up by another chicken to continue the lineage of the chicken. The only criticism against Singer's arguments mainly focuses on the replaceability argument by bringing into existence sentient animals only cut short their life to be replaced by others. 
16. The three main federal laws include; the Humane Methods of Livestock Slaughter Act (1985), the Animal Welfare Act (1996), and the Animal Enterprise Terrorism Act (2006).
17. The law has been criticized on the following grounds; poor enforcement of the laws since inspectors have not been able to access the slaughterhouses; secondly, the act only addresses how the animals are killed leaving out how they are raised especially considering the widespread suffering of the animals in the farms, thirdly, the act only focusses on animals such as cattle, pigs and sheep and leaves out other common animals such as fish, chicken and turkey. 
18. animal freedoms as outlined by British include the following; freedom from hunger and thirst, freedom from discomfort, freedom from pain, injury and diseases, freedom to express normal behaviour, and freedom from fear and distress.
19. 
	Animals are here for use.
	Having the power over some animals does not give us the authority to harm, torture or exploit them.

	Animal use is necessary.
	Animal use could have been necessary for survival in the past, and this is not true today. For instance, we no longer need animals for testing as before.

	Human interests have greater importance.
	Observably, human interest, as identified, does not outweigh the interests of the animals. For instance, the desire for tasty beef doesn’t outweigh the desire of a cow to continue living.


  
20. 
	Some animals are self-aware
	Critics have observed that very few animals have higher mental abilities as humans. Also, even if others, such as fish and frogs, poses impressive abilities, that does not give an automatic qualification to the level of humans with moral rights.

	Many animals are sentient.
	Arguably, not all animals perceive pain the same way, and the amount of pain they receive primarily depends on their sizes. 

	Humans are traditionally Speciesists.
	As observed above, humans generally have a good reason to view themselves as superior to others. For example, considering the cognitive abilities, humans are way above the other beings.



21. Aquinas argued that the natural order of the environment had given humans the power to eat other animals which are believably not true. As observed by Plutarch, meat-eating does not come naturally to humans arguing that humans are not physically and mentally prepared for such kind of task. Believably, lions and wolves are physically prepared by nature to eat smaller animals considering the nature of their claws which observably no human poses. Trying to kill an animal with our bare hands would give us the realization that humans are not designed for this. Carnivores such as leopards and lions usually eat their kill alive and without cooking, I believe that trying to emulate that by eating an animal alive would result in traumas besides finding the meat disgusting. 
In the traditional society, it is believed that the people ate hunted, killed and ate meat, not because of their own liking but because it was a necessity to survive. In conclusion, I believe that besides the carnivores, no other being possesses the physical characteristics naturally designed to eat meat. 
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