
Primates (Armstrong and Botzler pt 3): Bekoff & Goodall

 
Some overarching issues

• Whether study should be laboratory-based or ‘in the field’
• Whether our focus should be species-based or on individual animals
• Whether, and how, the moral status of animals should be linked to their cognitive abilities
• Having studied animal cognition, what policy lessons should we take from the results? For 

trade in ‘exotic pets’ and ‘bushmeat’? For shipping policy? For land use policy? Etc…
• This is also our first session focusing in any detail on law (in this case, specifically customary 

international law (CIL), the concept of opinio juris, and the precautionary principle (used by 
Bekoff as ‘giving animals the benefit of the doubt’))

Marc Bekoff, “Deep Ethology, Animal Rights, and the Great Ape/Animal Project”
• The “community of equals” and extending the goals of the Great Ape Project: 1) the right to 

life, 2) the protection of individual liberty, and 3) the prohibition of torture
• Pushing aside “narrow-minded primatocentrism” in favor of “species-neutral moral 

individualism”
• Against “speciesist cognitivism”: questions about ‘higher’ and ‘lower’ are “misguided…

because animals have to be able to do what they need to do in order to live in their own 
worlds”

• Savage-Rumbaugh’s 3Ls: look, listen, learn [see also Savage-Rumbaugh’s piece “Ape 
Consciousness—Human Consciousness” on the intersubjective construction of meaning]

Whiten et al and Juan Carlos Gomez on chimpanzee culture and personhood (responding to Dennett)

Jane Goodall, “Problems Faced by Wild and Captive Chimpanzees: Finding Solutions”
• Goodall’s work: began in Gombe National Park in Tanzania in 1960 and has grown to her 

global Roots and Shoots organization
• What are the range of problems Goodall lists as threatening chimpanzees? How do Goodall 

and her organization try to address these issues?
•    How do we balance primate welfare against human welfare in the developing world? (i.e., 

avoiding criticisms of “ecoimperialism”) As more and more humans move to urban centers 
(the number of people living in cities passed the number of people in rural areas only a few 
years ago, and the trend is increasing), there will be more demand for the 'trappings of 
civilization', and there will be less and less land for species like wild chimps and gorillas. Is 
this just the 'natural way of things'? Is this something to be fought at any cost? Something in 
between?

• On the ‘full cost’ (or ‘real cost’) of a resource: “for every infant that arrives at its final 
destination alive, about ten chimpanzees are estimated to have died in Africa” (177)

• Zoos, medical research, and the case of “surplus” chimpanzees


