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On the Theory of Tom Regan’s Animal Rights
Hsiu-Hui Chang®

Abstract

Animal protection is popular in the world. Tom Regan, a well-known
advocate, takes animal rights as his approach of theory. He claims that animals
have inherent value and rights as long as they conform to the-subject-of-a-life
criterion, and should be treated appropriately by human beings.

This article will explain the foundation of animal rights theory, and discuss
the rights as follow: the distinction between moral rights and legal rights, the
relation of rights and obligations, the justification of animal rights. Finally, some
opposite point of view which are against Regan’s theory.
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Regan TiEEIYEG1ES (belief) ~ AL (desire) ke #3 HERI %I
% (awareness) B 7= 3% (consciousness) » Mf 2 Hi A= fiy T2 B FIHE (the-
subject-of-a-life criterion) & [EH{EH (inherent value) Z &% » F8k
HERF &5 BB E A [EE AR o 120 ARk
AR -

B EEYIARE JTE > Regan DI ZE (the cumulative
argument) FY 7RG — M FFBH - WERHHE & — AR EHER (the
belief-desire theory) » &2 HHnY SR EEN - B AT ERE -
WEAEGRS - RF ~ B A R REAMRAIHhSREE
LML TERERE - EmASER LB 2 BEA BIREBNE T
B

Regan % Fuftid 6. BIRRE KR IF SR i3 - 8 84 115 (the-
subject-of-a-life) & 4 i BLAH S gk (welfare) ; fF & E #Hy 4 dy £

% See Tom Regan, 2004, The Case for Animal Rights (Los Angeles, CA: University of
California), pp. 243, 266.
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e FEAEGEE - PrigEEEE - 2 HEEEE (categorical
concept) * HEGEEME  WWHEERZER - HACEE L7 RSt
NG BRI o Y - FUEEEER IR - NREEEER
Bk 0 MR A B NYIRREE B2 BAKEE ~ R~ FO1E ~ ARZKEEL
T R B e S s S AR TS 5 A BRI A BL A B A1)
Fltt 5 BRAREE ERREST ; R ER b B LAY [El— 1 DU RE
Sl A E RS - BRERBART & L R o 2 A d E R84
Regan 5 B E1E FAR By © — kL LG E i ZLEY° -

HR - AETERER T » JelE s ETEEEEN# (moral agent) oHE
875523 (moral patient) » WiHE HE FELL[E]#E (moral community) FY
& o Regan #X Ry - B [ HIRE AT & 1 28 s Bl F 2R A9 A TE 1%
(impartiality) * HEZ LRSI B NGRS Edn TR HHEZ EfERY
JERS gt (welfare) » 6 EHELHEST A G FIR AN  HEMH —HYIP 2%
% (prima facie duty) » SLE2E BN IERNZEFE - HIELEGEZH
L BE MG ERER B ARER - BN
BHATR -

Frag B ERe B & 2 18 B A EAERE I E RS - GEE A E BT DA
EEEH BT R WREEREEEE - R0 EEAE A
il E AT Ry OB TR A FIB G AR IE = AEE - RIHAT R fi
FTRE et BAEEe - fan « NEEERLN5E R 0 R 248% » Regan SR REIMIL
J& 3 I HEE - EfE RS RS 2B E B T8RRI E RS T L -

® Ibid., p.243.

* Ibid.,

® Ihid., p.78.

® Ibid., pp. 152-153.
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MEC  EHEEREE SN AT EEREEPTER -

Regan i85 » BAREEAIBTEVGRMA < —— A 1EME (impartiality)
gt SR R R A LR Z KA T P a [ fe A
JEASHIERPE® - ADSEAR MBI B 2R R EAT - SRR ALE -

#BI - Regan fRH e R A - AR ELAo 59 EHE EE R
BET - M ARME RS AR FERS B MM EISRY BRI - PR 2 DI
o H EEEEN G 2R A EE EE R Rt - B
JE R B E AT T AR e EREAIERY R - e R E TR E) A BOE TE
B2t

EEE R ISR - NER T A A R & T SR i A SR T 5 5 5
LEfE#E - Regan a8k » {E#E 2 FERERERTRA] (experiential welfare)
F o TAIGEREF] , FTUELT IR (benefit) Sef5sE (harm) 43 BUEREH - T4
Be S E ERAS (interests) P BT 5 AHEINY » T 5 2B
HEmE AR © K - SR EAEE EE HaeREmf e - fE
BB 5 i DB A EER 7 aEGER] - 25
& SR ENYIS RS -

— + Regan BUREFIER 2,

Regan F5RiEERERIRITAAE - WRER HEHE A MRS AR
ISR (claim) - [FIRFRERy - HEFIEATHIERESS - HEHE TR

7 Ibid., p. 152.
& Ibid., p. 232.
® Ibid., p. 277.
19 Ibid., p. 262.
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K (unacquired) Bi#% K (acquired) » IEHXEBF BN » KA
RUERIHER] « Bt " e A0, SR E LB R DARE R - B
TWrEEAIRER], Y.

FEIY Regan WG GRS - DU K G = R -

(=) BREFHEA I - REA EBEAGF L

TREF] ) SEE S IEE AT ERIEERER] - Jeremy Bentham
o TAERE R ARSI BB BRI - R E R
AR EEAER ) ¥ HE L BEFIMMEE B A 2 HEE A 0 Regan B
B H o Rt R RER  BLE ERER » PR BB EARIAF
AFERHH DU R 225
1. EERERES R » B E L e G SRR - FIE A
FEHLLIE e th ey e S TE AR -
2. JETEREFE VSR » ERMEE R FRAEERER] » 19 E1E
FERIZER -
3. CETERERAS A8 S R HE) BB BE QLA ) BIERYAS IR -
SAEEERTT S » PTLAE SR AR B R PR R Rk
o (HIEEEF N2 DUA MR e -
TEEREFIAY A TR - B2 D. G. Ritchie 380k » #E
PR RS BIIF R EREEET + 3% R, M. Hare 8 H¥E3 » FREEME
Rk TR & B Bt & BRSSO - F S RS
FEARET o DL HEREEEREFFEREE - Regan 5 IHZGE

1 Ibid., pp. 272-273.
2 1bid., p. 268.
B3 Ibid., pp. 267-268.
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EFH John S. Mill HURER|ESR - BRIVTETSHERINAFAE » TR
HEICE R RE TP A LGB TR AR BGE TERERINY T3k - DUE R HRERRE
FAITERS © Mill 358 -

FAPRE LR BRI LR T G i
cR R TEEES SRR S L 2l S E BN
LI

Regan #8% > Mill BHEFERENEI T A RIEREL > 25— HPr
R ETEREA LR AR R - HEEREREAS 5 thills - B AR
ARUEIRES - ik & o AT A B LA LR A &S ([EAMRIE
HAABIRER]) - 55— - REFIRY LREEAAE AV - BIREBETER
FUITT 3™

(=) HEF L R 509 BAR B AT 2

FeAT MRS —IERER] - W AR H BRI 0k - BB EIEY
PRIE AR - B RE SRR - HRZAN AT RS R BL T AE R 2
Regan 7838 EARaEESCEEER] (B AHEED L) .
FoBfER ARV AEEREBR L i AR T H RS
Z I o ¥ > Regan BEBE 3 Ffo REIR R - e REH » GLE
John Rawls FiifERY EHSRFEH5 (natural duties) @ HE FMETE B T M

4 See John Stuart Mill, 1957, Utilitarianism (New York: The Liberal Arts Press), p.66; see
also Ibid., p. 269.

5 See Tom Regan, 2004, The Case for Animal Rights (Los Angeles, CA: University of
California), pp. 270-271.

18 Ibid., pp. 272-273.
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BBHLT 5 B - R B 2 IR ATAY B AT Ry Sl EE 22 FE T fE
J o BUAN = SESTRER B B RS oK #5518 - IEFRE S LB
RER - AERAZRAAHE T - IERBHEER N EE N FEREE -
TSRS IR MRV HL B R AR - IKIRIE AV =LA - B3
A THEAREEA ) R IERBHEIERES - AL PRI
il » B S RATRERI™ -

(=) AABEAREGER  AITHA ERGEREH ?

RTEHE b » 1B B [ (R (e o 16 e 8 DL 25 3 R Ll (B {E RY
JiUEHT ) SEERGAFTRIR AR B B R A - (HANRREI AR
FAHER] 7 Regan $& i U N amet i ARV -

Bt o EREEEAR - LRAEH R L RESNIRNG - &35
VIS - IEF T IRDERG T IERAVER - R B A EEE
HERES FARHESI RS - At LR A A EERE RS2 R0
B 5 - BAEGEERETSHEG IERAEARER] -

Btk o IEHRMEAHNNLIFEA - eFrE A A EEN
EESEIRE P SHEA - HELERMERIR - MBREERE AR -

&

W

7 See John Rawls, 1971, A Theory of Justice (Cambridge: Harvard University Press), pp.
114-115.

8 See Tom Regan, 2004, The Case for Animal Rights (Los Angeles, CA: University of
California), p. 274.

9 bid., pp. 274-276.

2 Ipid., pp. 277-278.



Tom Regan %y 454 %48 103

= REBZEE

Regan WIENYIHEER SRR 2 AR FE - AR AR H
Carl Cohen Eil R. G. Frey ¥ HE 607 #EH] -

Cohen HY#tEH]

Cohen 7£ The Animal Rights Debate 1 » T 3REIHEEHER] » (H
AFREEIYINETS - ¥ Regan FERAEFIZERS & I AEAHEN A K
BATR - SRHHEA -

B Malky - AMMEEZEY A REFRYEIER S BRI Z
BEk - TR EHE YA G ER - BV —E B A ER I
TIRIRER] » Bk G: - BRAMTAREAEEE F A H Y R FTalhy
BLER R B I 35 (E AR -

R - R EBWINERERNE R SRR - '
IREREFIZSRBGRERNY - RRIREBEEA R - R tHER
B BRI E 2B E R B TR M AMENR EHAE » Cohen 585
B e MR BEERA IR HE S - LB T AR AR M IR e - 15
H AT R AL S -

B BT H E R - IEFTE EE IR E
RER] -

Hl—» EAEEHEEEEHEA - BERGREFZEREAU

LA -
B~ A EBIR AR - e AR I E 55 - 478
M EES SN E RN R ERIRER] -

21 see Carl Cohen, “Why Animal Do Not Have Rights.” in James P. Sterba and Rosemarie
Tong (eds), 2001, The Animal Rights Debate Carl Cohen and Tom Regan (New York:
Rowman & Littlefield Publishers, Inc.), p.28.
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IR - BN R E AR - HERERE AR - B
A e B - MERIBEEH & AL A ER A R R R fRax - dEFF
IERE? - SEMFMEEE Regan REFIFERLAVEISEKIZR . — » Cohen FELL
I H R $ERR - 153N » Regan Fir RiRAVENYI E G REF B AEE M
5 .
Frey FYE5E
Frey 7F Animal Rights and Human Obligations & » ¥}/A Regan 1J
WERFE AR VB B -
B o AR DU R o0 B i A B o3& 45 50 (marginal
cases) * #a KENYE AR AL ENEAEHE ik o &R
FIEEIMERENY) » B RN - KB (ieHiny) EaBEREEZ
B IR N EERE AN HAeEGEEARE - KLEE
BN S AR - el - KRR ERIRELE R B E AR
1786 PR EBIE R -
Bil— ~ B EGENEREE 11 SETNT - Rhi A aE R 4
& AR aGe — e AN ENLRE  SEH& TN
BN 2

Bl =~ ANUMrZRSEE RENE S - BEBRAE R BB RN
B ? FHHEGIL - BN S E A RER T ET
fbtEr T E AR 2 >

DL EFAfEZE BB H#E > Regan < B EERER] (FEARER])

2 Ipid., pp.28-29.

% See R. G. Frey , “The Case against Animal Rights.” in Tom Regan and Peter Singer (eds),
1989, Animal Rights and Human Obligations, 2™ ed. ( N.J. : Prentice Hall), pp.115-117.

% Ibid., p.118.
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L ERR - BT P A R
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Regan HYEIYIRERIERE - SRIKHITE SR - DIREREI R
A R R B ARER 5 DU BHERYIRE R Ldn ERHIE - (E R
FIHERRAVERE - M HIF & P IR B S T A F AL -
B ER BN BT W B BRI B AN T RO RER] -

EIR o ERNEIRERNGERE R BV IREN B am s - B
BURZRVESE » S A/ NZ B N RS i e by - Sl TS
SRR > {H Regan AU AL S B ARVt —BIBERYE

TEESE -
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