Surname 2

Student’s Name 

Professor’s Name 

Course Number 

Date 

Responses to Individual Posts

Response 1. Animal Rights. 

I agree with the opinion that animals should have rights. As my peer argues, it is yet to be established whether the animals are given these rights for sure. Moreover, it true that some animals are given privileges towards these rights than others. Besides, some of these rights are more enforced than others. But the essence is animal rights is to reduce cruelty towards these animals. Pets in homes are given more privilege than farm animals or as well as wild animals. But in general, animals should have rights, and they should be enforced in the same manner. There should be no exception of some cruelty towards an animal while being excepting some others. Even animals that are killed for meat in factories should have rights protecting them, ensuring that pain is reduced as much as possible towards the animals. Therefore, it is true that any animal should be subject to protection. 

Response 2. Ethical Relativism. 

It is prudent to note that sometimes deciding on what rights an animal should possess is a hard subject to choose. It is true that it is not relatively easy to implement subjective ethical relatively because of the differences that exist between an individual as well as societies. In this case, it will be hard to come into consent over what should be regarded as right or what should be regarded as wrong. Different individuals or communities have different beliefs towards animals. For instance, some society might not be slaughtering some types of animals for food, while others can be eating such meat. Therefore, such differences can make one community to view the other as being cruel to that particular animal. Thus, it is true that the best way to achieve animal rights is through conventional ethical relativism. As a whole, society will formulate what is right and what is wrong towards animals, and therefore, anybody who goes against should be viewed as bridging the law. Besides, due to the differences in communities, one society should not judge the other based on their believes since they are all different. 

Response 3. Animal Rights in the Eye of the Beholder. 

It is true that relativists are those that believe that morality is always based on one’s culture or as an individual. However, such a statement contracts the broad believe in how we should treat animals. If the animals’ societies left the matter to an individual to treat animals the way they think is best according to an individual, then most of the animals can be subjected to cruelty while the individual believes in his or her judgment. Even in the subject of humane treatment, there are differences in what one can consider as being humane from the other's understanding. Animals cannot have rights on their own, but we have the rights as the moral agents towards the animals. If the matter is left to individual decisions, anybody can formulate his thinking and call it best and end up subjecting an animal to cruelty. However, if broad rules are cutting across, then such individuals can be regulated, and animals have been given their rights. Thus, I do not agree to Pojman’s thinking about little or interpersonal criticism as this can result in going against what the society can regard as right from by an individual.
