Clarifying Goodpaster's Argument
Check that you can answer the following questions about Goodpaster's account:

1. Why does Goodpaster prefer to talk about moral considerability rather than rights?
2. What is the distinction he makes between moral considerability and moral significance?
3. How does he distinguish between questions of intelligibility and questions of normative substance?
4. Why does Goodpaster maintain that sentience alone is a sufficient but not a necessary condition for moral considerability?
5. On what arguments does Goodpaster primarily base his case that plants are morally considerable?
