Do species have moral standing over and above individuals?

Do species have moral standing over and above individuals? No. Species primarily have instrumental value, a species is, after all, a concept. However, this does not mean I think only individuals have moral standing, I will argue that BOTH, systems, AND all living things, have moral standing and shall present a new philosophy, “Biecocentrism”.
Firstly, I must clarify the key terms I shall refer to in this essay:
Moral Standing – “An entity has moral status if and only if it or its interests morally matter to some degree for the entity’s own sake.”[footnoteRef:1] [1:  Jaworska, Agnieszka and Julie Tannenbaum, "The Grounds of Moral Status", The Stanford Encyclopedia of Philosophy (Spring 2021 Edition), Edward N. Zalta (ed.), 26.11.21. <https://plato.stanford.edu/archives/spr2021/entries/grounds-moral-status/>] 

Moral Status – The moral status of a something is the level of moral injustice placed upon it. E.g., a pig suffering has a high moral status compared to a human not being able to eat meat has a low moral status.
Intrinsic value – Is the value that something has in and of itself.
Instrumental value – The value of something based on its utility.
Biocentrism – The view that all living things are the ONLY holders of moral standing.
Ecocentrism – The view that systems are the ONLY holders of moral standing, not individuals themselves.
Now that I have explained the key terms I can talk with fluency on the matter at hand. I shall start by recognising the problems regarding the essay question. What the essay is asking is what do I believe, biocentrism or ecocentrism. However, both of the views are flawed. 
Biocentrism states that all living things are the ONLY holders of moral standing and ecocentrism states that systems are the ONLY holders of moral standing. My problem with this is the exclusivity. The reason I believe these philosophies are wrong is because I believe that they are both right. I don’t believe that ONLY one or the other has moral standing I believe that BOTH have moral standing. This is the view that I shall now call “biecocentrism”. 
My biecocentric view is that individuals and systems are directly linked and should be considered as such. One cannot consider the moral standing of an individual without considering the systems at large. If one were to do this, and they have, it results in a deconstructed world view. 
Imagine a painting of a pig lying on the floor feeding it’s piglets in a farrowing cage; surrounding the pig you see happy men and women with pockets stuffed with money. This painting represents a morally corrupt part of human society, the profiting off of animal suffering. Imagine now that you could only see the pigs, you would be horrified at this mistreatment and, rightly so, you would think that this must be stopped. However, you would not see the systems that benefit from it, the human economy. Likewise, if you could only see the rich and happy humans you wouldn’t know anything was wrong. Both the individual pigs and the human system deserve moral consideration before action. If you simply shut down the farm and the men and women became unemployed, them and their families could suffer. Likewise, if you do nothing you are condoning the suffering of animals. What is truly required is something in between. For example, release all the pig but keep all the workers on to produce plant-based food. 

Below is my initial attempt at a systematic and reusable thought pattern that could lead to a more morally considered world that benefits as many individuals and systems as possible.

Step 1. Consider the individual and assign it a moral status.
Step 2. Consider the other individuals that either use or are used by the initial individual and assign them a moral status. 
Step 3. Consider the positives and negative impacts that these individuals have on the world and assign them a moral status.
Step 4. Come up with a solution that supplies a moral status equilibrium. A solution that tries as best it can to follow the definition of “right”, in the words of Aldo Leopold.[footnoteRef:2] [2:  Leopold, Aldo, The Land Ethic. 1949. Cited by Kenneth Goodpaster, ‘On Being Morally Considerable’, in Journal of Philosophy, 75, 1978, p.308] 


The reason I believe that BOTH systems and individuals have moral standing and intrinsic value is because they both add beauty to the world. Individuals desire and need other individuals. The world would be a sad place if there was only one of everything. Systems are vital to all life as we know it and, to me, that is beautiful. Life cannot survive, nor can it thrive, without systems. Therefore, if life has intrinsic value, so must the systems that cause it.

To conclude, no, species do not have moral standing over and above individuals. They are one in the same, we would have no species without individuals, and we would have no individuals without species. Both, deserve equal consideration.
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