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Discuss in relation to the principle of equality and animals.

If an animal is in pain or it is suffering, it lacks the ability of speech to be able to tell us, it is only through our observations of the animals writhing or the sounds that it is making that we can see that it is suffering. We also know that these animals have nervous systems very much like our own, which enables us to be able to relate to and sympathise with the animal in question (Singer, p.705)
It is only really in the last century that people have become more aware of the poor treatment of so many animals across the globe, not only for intensive food production (see Image 1 ) to feed the ever growing global population, or the domestication and manipulation of certain species (Hill, 2017, p.117), but also an increase in the belief that certain animal body parts and bodily fluids can possess magical healing powers especially within certain ancient cultures across the world. The pet industry is another example, although this is a fairly recent trend for animals as companions and symbols of status, such as wealth and position within society, the recent “explosion” of unregulated and unlicensed “puppy farms” is a clear example of how we as humans disregard any consideration towards the welfare and equality of other species (Singer, 1975, p .707).
However, human engagement and interaction with animals in the past were not always focused on the hunting and manipulation of animals for food and clothing, for example, humans are now believed to have had very complex relationships with their pray animals, which constituted ways that went beyond the utilitarian mode of the hunter gatherer (Hill, 2013, p. 117).
 Recent archaeological investigations are now revealing how animal-human interactions within ancient societies suggest that the relationship between the two were often intimate and relational, rather than having a utilitarian perspective of animals as sources of materials, transport or sources of food, animals then played a very different role in society as companions, symbols of wealth , but also respective sacrifice (Hill, 2013, p .118).
In sharp contrast, “today”, the respect and considerations of animals by humans has greatly diminished, partly due to huge pressures to produce intensively, efficiently and quickly, large amounts of food, clothing and materials for various industries (Hamilakis, 2013, p. 160), therefore the rights and considerations of the equality for these “industrial” animals is hugely outweighed by the mostly carnivorous appetite of global capitalist consumerism.
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There are however some exceptions to human and animal interactions as mentioned earlier, the pet industry where pet products and pet care have become a large “animal” business and these animals have been integrated into many families and are treated as family members, receiving treatment, care and protection on the same level as their human owners, although most of these pets are treated as subjects of control and domination (Hamilakis, 2013, p.160).
There have been many articles written about the subject of animal equality, both scientists and philosophers have and are still engaging in the subject, although many of these writings have considered animal human perspectives. Singer (1975, p.704) writes in All Animals Are Equal, that as long as a being has the capacity for thinking , enjoyment and above all else suffering, then we as humans have a moral obligation to ensure that these animals do not suffer, but also take into consideration the possibilities of suffering and enjoyment, therefore as an example, the interests of a farmer to care for his or her animals (see Image 2 ) and consider their wellbeing would have very positive consequences, such as higher yields, a higher quality of produce, although above all during the short lives of these animals their capacity for suffering was always taken into consideration.
The worsening worldwide crises within food production and intensive factory farming methods today, shows us that even within different species of animals there are huge inequalities. Take for example the pet cat or dog who live alongside ourselves, they are well fed, kept warm and are cared for as if they  were one of our own species. Compare this to the intensively farmed cows, pigs, chickens for example, crammed into small spaces, sometimes with no space around them to turn, they stand in their own excrement waiting for their next meal which would be delivered probably by machine or tube, all for the sake of efficient productivity (Singer, 1975, p. 708).
As Wurbel ( 2009) suggests recent advances in ethology and animal cognition within the neurosciences, has revealed that many of our animal friends are certainly capable of experiencing effective emotional states such as anxiety, pleasure, fear or pain. These effective states can be categorised into two states, namely wellbeing or suffering, therefore from an ethological point of view the importance in terms of animal welfare is observing whether the animal is in a state that is deemed to be unpleasant and therefore would try to get out of that state, which would suggest suffering. If the animal appears content with its current state, that would suggest wellbeing.
Image 2.
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Although we know that animals can suffer, experience pain and anxiety, this discussion is not only about their rights as non-humans but chiefly about their equality as living beings. This equality is a moral protection that people and animals ought to have, although there have been some attempts to argue that animals are not equal and therefore do not have the right of equality. These claims argue that for a being to have rights it must be autonomous (Levin, pp. 14-15), it must have an overall sense of justice, or be associated with a community. This argument of course is nonsense, the boundaries that characterise for example racists, suggests that they favour the equalities of the same race, the same boundaries of sexists would also apply. Speciesists however favour the wellbeing of their own species with complete disregard for the equality or interests of any other species. The focus therefore is concentrated on the use of animals as objects to be hunted, farmed, trapped and experimented on, and are generally used within a completely utilitarian context. This quote from Singer sums up the word speciesists.

     “Most human beings are speciesists, the overwhelming majority of humans take an active part in acquiesce in , and allow their taxes to pay for practices that require the sacrifice of the most important interests of members of other species in order to promote the most trivial interests of our own species”
                                                                                (Singer, 1975, p.705)

The capacity for an animal to avoid sources of pain and therefore enhance the chances of that species survival has been greatly reduced in recent times. The control that humans have over certain animals now, through domestication and intensive farming practices, the ever growing need for cures for an increasing number of diseases and the relentless need for safe products has taken away those animals abilities to be independent living beings.
Hill, (2013, p.118) suggests that from an archaeological perspective, human-animal relations in the past were very different to the exploitation of many species today. Prehistoric hunter gatherer communities related to their prey with a certain degree of respect, viewing the hunted animal as a respected sustainable resource. Throughout the twentieth century Anthropologists, Archaeologists and Ethnographers have been examining prehistoric animal-human dynamics within hunter gatherer communities. Mainly in non-western cultures, these studies have revealed that these communities had shared notions of humanity, culture, nature and above all animality.
These studies also revealed ontological issues, suggesting that non-western cultures, especially within the hunter gatherer societies often viewed nature as a “fluid permeable entity that may have had non-existent boundaries between notive and culture, humans and animals” (Ingold, 1996). Some of these prey animals were so revered and respected that specific body parts, bones, skulls or even the bladders of seals were kept after butchery and feasting, therefore animating the integrity of the spirit animal. Very much like some animals today, animals within prehistory were represented, created and idealised for thousands of years, using figurines, textiles and rock art. These memorialisation’s cemented their relationships with the creatures that shared their world (Hill, 2013, p.121).
Many archaeological sites have often revealed animal remains discarded within middens or rubbish pits within hut floors, many isolated bones are found scattered around enclosures and ditches. These multiple context and randomly discarded remains would suggest a lesser amount of respect for certain animals, these having a lesser role to play within their societies (Hill, 2013, p.122), perhaps their abundance, the fact that they are perceived to be of little spiritual value, perhaps that the animals in question are little more than a resource to be consumed.
In sharp contrast, the intentionally arranged artifacts, bones and deposits of the more obviously structured “ritual” burials suggest that these animals in question were in their lifetime held in high regard. It has been discovered that many of these burials were of dogs which had played an important role within their society. Many of these dog burials have been found alongside and within human burials and many of them having grave goods such as flint arrowheads buried with them. The structured animal burials are now believed to have taken place with sites that can be associated with complex animal and human interactions.
These two contrasting examples offer us the evidence that even as far back in time of the hunter gatherer, some animals were respected within their societies, whilst others were treated in a much more utilitarian way.
Although the focus has been on animals and the inequality that they experience through various means of food production, experiments and manipulation, we have not discussed the human animal and therefore our perspective of equality. As well as animals, not all humans are equal (see Image 3 ), through race, gender or cognitive ability. There are varying degrees of prejudice, racist or homophobic attitudes towards members of our own species, the speciesist therefore raises its ugly head again. Their readiness to inflict pain and suffering 
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on animals who are unable to defend themselves, rather than causing suffering to members of our own species is evidence that we as humans disregard the feelings of other species (Singer,1995, p.709). However returning to the point regarding the treatment of our own species , slaves for example were mostly of African origin, they were regarded within white western societies as being an altogether different species. The value of their lives was disregarded, they were considered to be a commodity to be utilized, manipulated, but most of all they became animalised. This clearly demonstrates that we as humans treat some members of our own species, not exclusively non-human animals with contempt.
The question however is; Can the equality of animals ever be considered to be on the same level as the equality of humans? The question may be an ethological one, how we ought to protect animals, and why as humans we would want to do this. “After all, animal protection is human behaviour” (Wurbel, 2009, p.106).
As Singer, (1975, p.711) writes, our moral concern is to bring within our sphere non-human animals, and by doing so we treat their lives as equal to ours.
Recent scientific breakthroughs are now able to monitor cases of animal wellbeing, feelings and suffering, adding objectivity to animal welfare discussions. Through these debates the implementation and facilitation of the ethical targets for animal welfare legislation should be achievable, however there are still gaps within animal ethics and animal welfare studies that have the potential to, if fulfilled, change people’s views on intensively farmed animals, the experiments that these animals have to endure and the degradation of so many sentient beings.
There is however hope for these animals, the massively increasing population of the globe is not sustainable, we cannot continue to consume to the extent that we are at present, with global overcrowding comes the ever increasing threat of new diseases, climate change and the ever increasing need for more land for productivity (see Images 4 and 5). With all this in mind, the day of the human will soon end.
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