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     G. Segantini – The two mothers


Milan-Italy, November 2002

Dear friends,

with pleasure we inform you that Prof. Tom Regan of the North Carolina State University and author of “The Case for Animal Rights”, became a signatory to “A Manifesto for Interspecies Ethics” (see attach. Nr. 1) formulated by “The Aspecies Ethics Working Group” which consists of members of some Italian animalist associations, coordinated by our association (of which e.g. Prfssrs Carlo Consiglio, Bruno Fedi, Magherita Hack, and Valerio Pocar are members).

The drawing up and diffusion of this “Manifesto” has as its primary aim the clarification of the anti-speciesist position of the associations and the people who adhere to it and thereby, their abandonment of all reference to the well known D.U.D.A. (Universal Declaration of Animal Rights) of 1978.
After even a simple reading, the articles of the D.U.D.A appear decidedly speciesist and contradictory. At the beginning the equality of all animals based on their right to existence and to respect, is proclaimed, where after they are then categorized according to their ‘use’, distinguishing between “wild” animals, those that “live in the proximity of man”, those “chosen as companions”, those “that work”, and finally those “bred for food”, while asserting at the end that “no animal should be used for the ‘pleasure’ of man, nor used for exhibitions, or shows which are incompatible with their dignity”…!

Although developed with ethical intentions (yet backward with respect to ideas regarding inter-species relationships expressed for example by Pythagoras, Lucretius, Plutarch, Leonardo da Vinci, Voltaire, Bentham, Darwin, Schopenhauer, Lorenz and many other philosophers and scientists) such declarations both implicitly and explicitly admit too many exceptions to the “dignity” of the animals they would defend; amongst which, not recognising the status of animals as sentient beings, and ignoring every reference to the possibility of a vegetarian diet, (on the contrary emphasizing animals bred for this purpose) or to the use of synthetic products instead of those of animal origin.

It is therefore opportune, in the light of present knowledge, and as an act of justice, to openly declare all non-human animals as belonging to the same category as humans (i.e. sentient beings capable of suffering physically and psychologically, of experiencing joy and sadness, of thinking, remembering and loving, as does any other living being who is conscious of itself, albeit with slight differences of kind and intensity, as exists even between humans) and to assign to them equal rights within the ambit of the effective needs of the species to which they belong.

It is purely with such a view that we would like to propose your adherence to “The Manifesto for Interspecies Ethics” in its version of February 1st, 2002 whereby you would become part of “The Aspecies Ethics Working Group” (see attach. Nr. 2) intent on spreading and further developing the ideas which form the basis of this document, while at the same time assuring you that such adhesion will not involve any onus or undesired demands being placed upon you.

We thank you for your kind attention and invite you, if you so wish, to return the attached agreement form (attach. Nr. 3) by e-mail or normal mail, so that your name may be included amongst the signatories of the “Manifesto”.


With cordial greetings,


For “The Working Group”


Massimo Terrile
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A “Manifesto” for interspecies ethics
February 1st, 2002
1) Human and non-human animals, in so far as they are sentient – i.e. conscious and sensitive beings – have equal rights to life, to freedom, to respect, to well-being, and to freedom from discrimination within the requirements of the species to which they belong.

2) Humans – like all sentient beings recognized as being potential moral agents – are to respect the above-mentioned rights, renouncing anthropocentric and speciesist ideologies.

3) In the framework of such a relationship, foods or any other products derived from other species, are to be obtained without causing death, suffering, biological alterations, or compromising any ethological need; and wherever possible, they are to be replaced by products of vegetable or inorganic origin.

4) To kill or to make individuals of other species suffer (e.g. subject them to forced labour, use them in violent activities, shows or festivals, or breed them in an unnatural way) as well as to experiment on healthy individuals in the interest of other species and/or other individuals ; to cause them physical or psychological harm ; to imprison individuals of naturally autonomous species or to damage their natural habitat ; or to use excesses in self-defence, is a violation of the above-mentioned rights and is to be considered a crime.

5) Scientific research is to be subject to strict controls to ensure adherence to the above mentioned principles. The Precautionary principle is also to be respected with regard to other species.

By: The Aspecies Ethics Working Group (in alphabetical order)

Animalex (Animal-law),

Centro Ricerca Cancro Senza Sperimentazione Animale (Center for Cancer Research w/o Animal Experiments),

Movimento Antispecista (Antispeciesist Movement),

Movimento U.N.A. (Man, Nature, Animals Movement)

Rinascita Animalista (Animalist Revival),

with the cooperation of: Maria Grazia Barbieri, Luciana Baroni, Daniela Casprini, Nandini Daly, Ebe Dalle Fabbriche, Bruno Fedi, Cristina Pinzauti, Valerio Pocar, Silvia Saba, Aldo Sottofattori, Massimo Terrile.

Please request the full list of persons and organizations adherent to the “Manifesto for interspecies ethics” to the e-mail address: anti.spec@tiscalinet.it  (Microsoft Excel file). Thank you.

The Aspecies Ethics Working Group Paper

March 23rd, 2002
A) An open “working group” has been constituted which is called “The Aspecies Ethics Working Group” (A.E.W.G.), having as its aim the drawing up and diffusion of a document entitled “Manifesto for Interspecies Ethics”
a.1) in order to define the principles on which aspecies ethics is based.

The principles from which aspecies ethics is derived, have in fact not yet been clearly stated even though “animal rights” is all too often mentioned. The time is right therefore for such a declaration to be written; one which will enunciate the principles of the many who share the recognition that all sentient beings have fundamental rights to life, to liberty, to well-being, and to equality, which give their lives inherent value;
a.2) in order to propose a document which provides the basis for the constitution of a united front for the liberation of other species from slavery.

Hundreds of animalist associations throughout the world represent the moral interests of people who cannot yet identify themselves with a unified declaration. Such people are united by sentiments which must gain representation in order to achieve a critical mass which will be of political relevance;

a.3) because of the urgency of making public institutions participate in the present change in popular morality as regards the humans - other species relationship.

Public institutions are stuck in traditional principles which see other species completely subjected to the will of human beings. With increasing frequency one hears the D.U.D.A. of 1978 being quoted as if it were a declaration that ought to define the rights of animals, whereas from its content one clearly realizes that it does not deal with “rights” at all, but with palliatives for unburdening the individual conscience of the sense of guilt caused by continuing to treat individuals of other species as slaves.

B) The group accepts to work according to given Premises, a deontological Code, and an Objective in order to plan its proceedings, and not to overstep certain limits in terms of themes or declarations that exceed the scope for which it was constituted.
Premises

1. The participants of the working group, being representatives of animalist associations, accept to collaborate in the drawing up of the document, without a limit in time, to formulate a declaration which is representative of their common intent.

2. Adhesion to the working group is open to any association which recognises the right to life, to liberty, to well-being and to equality for sentient beings. Admission to the working group is subject to the unanimous consent of the other registered associations. Withdrawal from participation in the working group must be notified in writing. The co-ordination of the working group (at present carried out by the Italian “Antispeciesist Movement”, e.mail: anti.spec@tiscalinet.it) is attributable at any moment to whichever registered association requests it, as long as it is backed by the unanimous consent of the other associations, with the exception of the vote of the coordinating association. The dissolution of the working groups will be decided unanimously by the participating associations.

3. For purposes of brevity and for ethical reasons, no reference will be made to the proponents of the amendments. In fact “The Manifesto” is the fruit of the work of a group, whose paternity is ascribable only to the group itself, or – as we reach what are considered to be the definitive phases – to the associations or people who will have undersigned it to date.

4.
The working procedure is to condense observations to a few lines, and to obtain unanimity on the proposed amendments. If these are not accepted (often a sentence is badly interpreted) this is no reason to give up the discussion, but rather a reason to reformulate one’s ideas more clearly.

5. It is useful to record how the final version of every article of the Manifesto was arrived at, lest rejected amendments be proposed again; for which purpose amendments rejected in the course of the work, together with the reasons for their rejection, will be registered in an archive.

6.
The participants agree on the Premises, the Objectives and the deontological Code of the working group.

The deontological Code

1.
To affirm only scientifically demonstrated truth.

However that which is ascertained and reproducible must also be considered to be demonstrated, even if it has not yet been fully understood. From the ethical point of view in doubtful cases i.e. where there are conflicting scientific theories, the one which most respects the fundamental rights of all sentient beings must prevail, and in cases of conflict between species, the theory which safeguards the species most at risk of certain and greatest harm, must prevail.

2. Not to negate the lawful in order to prevent the unlawful.

That which is morally acceptable must not be negated because of the risk that it could lead to unlawful behaviour. In any case it is necessary to make provisions for suitable controls and counter-measures. In other words, it doesn’t seem right to renounce the use of all animal products ‘tout-court’ in order to prevent maltreatment and abuse. This would be equivalent to abolishing work by human beings so as to avoid illegalities or abuse towards the workers.

3.
To limit oneself to the enunciation of the principles from which the laws should take their inspiration.
For the sake of brevity, defining the ethical principles from which the adherents intend to take their inspiration, must leave out of consideration the motivations which form the basis of such principles, so that it does not become necessary to clarify either the causes which generated the “status quo”, or the reasons which demand that it be changed, in the same way that the declaration of human rights does not explain – for the same motives – the reasons which sustained the negation of those rights, nor those which caused them to be changed.

Objective

1.
To propose the principles of a new “ethical code for animals” to the political forces.
The “Manifesto” is a document whose aim is to draw the attention of the political and legislative forces to the ethical principles which inspire its proponents, and to which they desire present legislation be aligned. In this way, the document is both the presentation of a political objective that its proponents would like to see realized, as well as the offer of transversal support to the forces who would like to realize it.

C) The list of the participants to date

The “Aspecies Ethics Working Group” (AEWG), is composed of all persons and associations who signed the “Manifesto”.
A “Manifesto for interspecies ethics”

Adhesion form

To:
Coordination of “The Aspecies Ethics Working Group”, Movimento Antispecista


(via Principale, 11 – 20050 Correzzana (MI) – Italy; Tel/Fax +39.039.6065817


e-mail: anti.spec@tiscalinet.it)

_______________________

I/We adhere to “A Manifesto for interspecies ethics” according to the version of February 1st, 2002, and I/we authorize the publication of my/our personal/association’s data, herewith transmitted to you, in compliance with the Italian law so called “on the privacy” issued on December 31st, 1996, nr. 675, and relevant updating.

First name and Surname:

(description for associations)

Residence (street/sq., postal code, town):

(headquarter for associations)

State:

Nation:

Tel. Number/handy/fax:

e-mail:

For physical persons only (optional):

Profession:

Professional register:

Academic titles: 


Signature

(for the associations, the legal Representative)


…………………………………………………

Date: ………. / ………. / 2003

The adhesion do not imply any obligation, fee, or unaccepted duty, but for the right to the publication of the name.






