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Non-veganism is a social evil which is sustained by various false assumptions. It is
based on a selfish or speciesist belief that non-human animals may be used or
exploited by humans for taste, fashion, entertainment, convenience, or other forms of
personal gain and pleasure. When people are challenged to consider whether these uses
are necessary or ethically justified, they may respond with fallacies, biases, evasions or

manipulative tactics rather than focusing on the rights of the individuals affected.

The following list brings together 100 common patterns of reasoning and behaviour
that can arise in discussions about animal exploitation, especially during outreach and
advocacy. These include logical fallacies, cognitive biases, rhetorical devices, social

conventions or interpersonal tactics, designed to evade going Vegan.

1. Deliberate Ignorance: “Hear No Evil, See No Evil, Speak No Evil”

Deliberate ignorance involves avoiding information that might challenge one’s choices.
In animal-rights outreach, the most common response we often receive includes most
people turning away from footage, refusing to read material, or walking away as soon
as evidence of animal exploitation is presented. Ignorance may be bliss for them but

not for their victims, which makes ignoring the issue a selfish act.

How to Dismantle: While we cannot force humans to watch a footage if they are

unwilling, we can conduct interesting and eye-catching demonstrations or art-
installations that make them stop out of curiosity, offer them well-presented leaflets
and outreach material, or handle conversations if trained to do so. The point should be
clear - their demand for exploitation is the root cause of the problem, and by not using
animal exploitation-based products they will not be exploiting up-to thousands of
victims every year. They are not justified in ignoring the victim and walking away

from what they themselves have caused and continue to cause.

2. Denial
Denial means refusing to recognise an act as exploitative or abusive, or refusing to

acknowledge the victim as an individual with inherent rights. In discussions about
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animal use, this can mean rejecting the possibility that practices prevalent in human
society may nevertheless violate the interests and rights of the non-human animals

subjected to them.

How to Dismantle: Any violation of rights including exploitation, is termed abuse as

per medical and psychological definitions. When faced with denial as a defence
mechanism, the clearest way to make your point is to explain that all animal products
or services utilise non-human animals as resources, which makes them exploitative and

hence inherently an abuse of the rights of the victim animals.

3. Othering

Othering portrays an individual or a group as fundamentally separate, inferior or
outside the circle of moral concern. The phrase “they are just animals” can be used to
dismiss non-human animals’ interests, while “they are not my pets” may be used to
imply that an individual’s rights depend on whether a human has a personal

relationship with them.

How to Dismantle: Difference does not, by itself, justify exploitation. Abuse of any

individual’s rights on the basis of species is a type of discrimination called Speciesism

and this must be discouraged.

4. Objectification

Objectification is a type of abuse that treats an individual as a thing to be used rather
than as a sentient being with their own experiences and interests. Non-human animals
may be discussed as units of production, commodities, ingredients or property, with
their individuality obscured. Recognising an animal as an individual challenges the

assumption that usefulness to humans determines their value.

How to Dismantle: When speaking encourage people to not use the terms ‘It’, or to

describe animals as ‘meat’, ‘food’ or ‘something’. Highlight the individuality and

personhood of animals as sentient beings.
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5. Narcissistic Filibuster

Filibustering overwhelms a discussion with prolonged or repetitive speech designed to
drain you out and mentally exhaust you. This prevents the discussion from concluding
in a meaningful way and wastes precious time. This is often visible in Vegan
outreaches where activists give too much time to one individual at the expense of

educating and reaching out to several others who may be inspired by them.

How to Dismantle: Set boundaries for repeated or prolonged exchanges and keep

discussions to the point, no more than 5 to 10 minutes long so that you can move to the
next person to be outreached. Always give leaflets or website QR code or links for
further information to prevent excessive energy drainage as some people engage on the

streets with you only to take your time and energy away.

6. Paralysis by Analysis
Paralysis by analysis occurs when excessive debate prevents a decision or action. A
person may repeatedly introduce tangents and over-analyse the issue at hand instead of

keeping discussions simple and straightforward.

How to Dismantle: Complicated analysis are unnecessary. The basic idea is that non-
human animals should not be used as a commodity or resource for human exploitation,

as it is absolutely unnecessary to exploit them. There is no need to analyse it too much.

7. Lying

A person may make knowingly false claims to conceal or excuse exploitation.
Examples include claiming that animals do not feel pain, that every animal used by
humans has a good life, or that an animal would willingly exchange places with the

person using them.

How to Dismantle: It is necessary to clarify that no matter how well you treat your

victim while you enslave and exploit them, the very act of using the victim for your

personal gain is itself abuse.
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8. The Big Lie

A “big lie” is a sweeping falsehood repeated so often that it comes to be accepted as
common knowledge. One example in debates about food is the unqualified claim that
humans are “naturally meant” to consume animal products as biological omnivores

although we do not eat prey raw.

How to Dismantle: Big lies spread through systems around us are intended at

maximising consumerism and making people buy more varieties of food and other
items unnecessarily. Focus on the fact that human beings can be 100% Vegan and that
a plant-based diet is more than sufficient nutritionally for human beings, as far as our
nature or biology is concerned, as we are a great ape or primate, and evolved enough to

develop into a Vegan earth.

9. Inertia

Inertia is the tendency to continue along a familiar path, rather than question your own
behaviour. A key reason for this is that it requires mental, emotional and physical
energy to actually change one’s habits and behaviours, and some people just do not

want to take the effort as they are not the immediate victim.

How to Dismantle: The key to motivating someone to accept a change is to help them

see the traumatic effect their actions have on the victim. Change happens through
awakening empathy and building an understanding of the feelings of the victims, and

the actual impact of one’s actions on the victim on an immediate and urgent basis.

10. Defensiveness

People may become defensive when their choices are questioned, particularly if the
discussion challenges their self-image or long-standing habits. Defensiveness can shift
the conversation from the substance of the argument to the discomfort of the person

hearing it. Feeling criticised does not, by itself, establish that the criticism is mistaken.

How to Dismantle: Rather than focusing on feeling criticized or condemned, non-

vegans must be encouraged to focus on the victims instead of on protecting their own
5
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self-image. The fact that many Vegans were not always Vegans and felt guilty on
facing the uncomfortable truth, but went ahead with their behaviour change, is also a

way of helping break initial defences.

11. Cognitive Dissonance

Cognitive dissonance is the discomfort that can arise when one’s beliefs and actions
seem to conflict. While most people are against all exploitation and abuse, they often
cause the exploitation of non-human animals by consuming animal products or
services. This conflict is internally distressing and hence people shut out the evidence
and avoid conversations on the issue. While discomfort 1s understandable, it is not a

reason to disregard evidence or avoid change.

How to Dismantle: Many of us have been non-vegan since birth or had non-vegan
parents and ancestors who were brainwashed into the system early on. The
conversations we have can highlight that despite the initial discomfort upon facing
facts, we made a change in our behaviour by aligning our behaviour with our already

existing deepest beliefs in good values.

12. Rationalisation

A rationalisation is an explanation that makes a choice feel acceptable, but it does not
necessarily establish that the choice is right. Examples include claiming that animals
were bred for a particular purpose and therefore have no other reason to exist, or that a

deity created them to be used by humans.

How to Dismantle: Always focus on the victim’s own individual rights to live their

own life according to their own purposes or desires, instead of letting someone get

away with rationalising their exploitative views.

13. Anecdotal Evidence/ Cherry Picking
Anecdotal evidence and cherry picking, are reliant on isolated examples or on

individual stories rather than sufficiently broad or reliable evidence. Someone might
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describe an uncle’s farm they remember as idyllic or cite a slaughter method as proof
that animal use is painless or justified. It also applies to cases when they say ‘I saw a

Vegan who was unhealthy, so it must be necessary to eat animal products.’

How to Dismantle: Bring attention immediately to the fact that we are not discussing

or debating about specific farms or methods, but about the fact that any animal was
used at all because they deserve their own freedom and their own life, and that humans

can live as Vegans.

14. Stereotyping

Stereotypes reduce individuals or groups to broad, simplistic labels. Examples include
describing pigs as inherently filthy or portraying vegans as uniformly aggressive or
unreasonable. Such labels distract from the actual issue and can be used to discredit

either the animals affected or those speaking up for their rights.

How to Dismantle: One needs to assert that perpetrating injustice on any kind of

victim is inherently wrong, regardless of how the victim looks or speaks. As
representatives of the victims, we can speak our truth with both confidence and
politeness. We must maintain firm boundaries while focusing on protecting the

interests of the victims rather than on judgements made about the victims.

15. Overgeneralisation

Overgeneralisation draws a sweeping conclusion from limited evidence or treats a
complicated issue as though it has only one answer. Examples include claiming that
every child must consume animal products or that all dogs and cats will be harmed by

any plant-based diet.

How to Dismantle: Scientific logic clarifies that nutrition is about the quality and

quantity of nutrients in the diet and not about whether the nutrient came from an
exploited animal or from plants. Even cats and dogs, besides humans, are evidenced in
research to thrive on plant-based diets. Similar use of clear scientific facts may

override prevalent assumptions and generalisations.
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16. Moving the Goalposts

Moving the goalposts means changing the standard of proof after an initial objection
has been answered. A discussion might begin with concerns about protein, then move
to B12, vitamin D, omega-3, environmental impact, clothing materials or the use of
phones. Each concern deserves a fair, evidence-based answer, but continually
introducing new requirements without acknowledging previous answers prevents a

genuine discussion.

How to Dismantle: The goal of being Vegan is to not exploit non-human animals and

not about environment, using organic materials or not using technology or plastic. The
focus of the discussion must always be brought back to the victim animals and how we

can stop exploiting them right now.

17. The “No True Scotsman”/ Ad-Hoc Exclusion Fallacy

This approach protects a generalisation by redefining who counts as a genuine member
of a group. Therefore the conversation might shift to a Non-Vegan claiming that no-
one is genuinely a Vegan because we all crush insects while walking, or use certain
products that may cause exploitation unknowingly, use leather taxi seats or restaurant

chairs, or the fact that construction of roads and buildings also kills some animals.

How to Dismantle: Just because there is no ‘perfect’ person who never uses any

systems or products that cause harm, does not mean that one cannot follow the basic
principles of Veganism. Veganism is not about never causing accidental or incidental
harm, but about not deliberately exploiting animals by refusing any products, services,

or activities that cause their exploitation.

18. Red Herring/ Changing the Subject

Changing the subject diverts attention from the question under discussion. For example,
when animal exploitation is raised, someone might shift the conversation to an
activist’s nationality, appearance or personal life. Such details do not answer the

ethical question about the animals affected.



Educating Non-Vegans By Swati Prakash

How to Dismantle: The solution is not to engage with the unrelated questions but to

bring back focus on the topic of Veganism from the point of view of the victim.

19. Gaslighting

Gaslighting is a pattern of behaviour that seeks to make someone doubt their
perception, memory or judgement. In animal-rights discussions, a person might
repeatedly insist that documented practices are imaginary or portray advocates as

irrational simply for describing what they have seen.

How to Dismantle: The focus need not be on exact practices of how some animals are

farmed or killed, but on the foundation of the problem, which is the use of the victims
as properties or resources. The exact ways and evidence of the methods is immaterial
because the very fact that animal products are being used makes it clear that there was

a victim exploited for them.

20. Recognising Conspiracy and Institutional Interests

Institutions and industries can have financial, political or cultural interests that
influence public messaging and policy simply because they profit from consumer
ignorance and addictions to unnecessary products. For example, industries sometimes
claim that Vegan products should not call themselves meat, sausages, burgers, milk,

cream etc and that their animal sourced items are ‘real’ and not processed.

How to Dismantle: The interest of the victim animals and the fact that individuals

should not be exploited are paramount and come before any industrial or commercial
interests or claims of processing. Animals simply are not ingredients to be used or
consumed in the first place and people can definitely choose how processed their

vegan foods should be and what vegan items should be called later on.

21. Passive Aggression
Passive-aggressive behaviour communicates hostility indirectly, often through

deliberate exclusion, dismissiveness or pointed actions. Examples might include
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intentionally excluding vegan options from an event to make a vegan guest
uncomfortable, or repeatedly making provocative comments about animal products to

hurt Vegan sentiments.

How to Dismantle: In day to day scenarios and events, Vegans can demand inclusion

and respect of their belief and principles of not exploiting animals. However the focus
must remain on not exploiting the victim animals from the victim’s point of view

rather than on the sentiments of humans alone.

22. Emotional Put-Downs
A person may dismiss the issue while deliberately minimising or belittling those who

2 [13

raise it—for example, responding “I don’t care,” “nobody cares,” or posting
provocative food images to mock animal-rights advocates. Such responses do not

address the argument or the interests of the animals involved.

How to Dismantle: The focus can be brought to how the animal feels as a victim,

rather than on an ego-battle to belittle the vegans by making them annoyed or by
insisting that their cause does not matter, because it does matter to the victim animals

who do care.
23. Bogeyman and Scare Tactics

Scare tactics exaggerate or manufacture a threat to discourage people from acting or
speaking. Animal-rights advocates may face real risks, including hostile reactions or
legal consequences. Misrepresenting peaceful advocates as dangerous, or using
unfounded allegations to frighten others away from hearing their message, diverts

attention from the substance of the issue.

How to Dismantle: Activists must be trained, financed and supported in handling fear-

based systems, hostile public, and legal manipulations so that we can face any
problems confidently and assertively. Avoiding hindrances of law or police while
educating the public effectively helps us continue our good work without mental,

physical, and financial setbacks or tensions.
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24. Appeal to Force or Intimidation (*Ad Baculum¥)

An appeal to force substitutes threats or intimidation for reasons. This may involve
hostility, rage, shouting, bullying, aggressive outbursts, intimidation, damaging
campaign equipment, threatening activists, or using institutional power to silence

peaceful criticism.

How to Dismantle: Abuse of rights of non-human or human victims are both wrong.

Threatening conduct should be treated as a safety concern, not as an argument. Handle

these professionally and if needed call emergency services to protect all concerned.

25. Appeal to Dogma and Scriptural Authority

Religious texts and traditions may be cited as if their authority alone settles an ethical
question—for example, claims that a deity permits humans to use animals, or that the
actions attributed to a religious figure establish what everyone should do. For a person
who accepts a particular scripture, it may carry spiritual significance; for a public
argument, however, the interpretation and ethical conclusion still need to be examined.
A text cannot independently verify its own authority merely by asserting that it comes

from a divine source.

How to Dismantle: Religious beliefs and scriptures should not be imposed upon

victim animals to exploit them, just as killing witches, hitting wives or child, or
discriminating against women does not become morally acceptable just because certain

scriptures say that it is ok to do such things.

26. Appeal to Heaven, Karma or Deity
A belief in divine judgement, karma or a higher power may be used to defer

29 ¢¢

responsibility: “God will judge me,” “only God can do something,” or ‘“nothing
happens without divine permission.” Some even maintain that the victims are receiving

a result of their karmas or previous birth deeds.
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How to Dismantle: Such beliefs no matter how deeply held may not be rational in all

cases. Belief in eventual justice or effect of past deeds, does not remove the need to

consider present choices that one has over one’s own behaviour.

27. Appeal to Mystery or the Supernatural (*Ad Mysterium¥)

This describes invoking spiritual or supernatural beliefs to make exploitation seem
justified. Examples might include claiming that ritual, native traditions, praying,
sacrifice, or a belief that an animal will become part of nature, become energy, or

reincarnate, makes the use or killing of that animal acceptable.

How to Dismantle: Spiritual significance does not, on its own, establish that an action

respects the individual’s interests or rights. Spiritual or supernatural justifications are

immaterial if anyone’s rights abuse is ongoing.

28. Appeal to Culture and Tradition

Cultural and religious traditions may be invoked to defend the use or killing of animals
during festivals, ceremonies or customary meals, whether Thanksgiving turkeys,
Easter lambs, Yom Kippur chickens, Eid-ul-Adha sheep, Pagan horns or drums from
animals killed, or Hindu Dairy mother cows exploited for milk poured upon idols or

used in food items.

How to Dismantle: Respect for people and cultures does not require treating every

traditional action as beyond criticism. A respect for the rights of sentient non-human

animals is a basic requirement.

29. Appeal to Nature/ False Analogy

The appeal to nature assumes that whatever occurs in nature is automatically good or
morally acceptable. For example, the fact that some animals prey on others does not by
itself establish that humans are ethically justified in exploiting animals. This is also

called confusing ‘what is’ to ‘what should be’ and is a naturalistic fallacy.

12
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How to Dismantle: Descriptions of what occurs in nature cannot, without additional

reasoning, determine what humans ought to do. Humans do have a capacity to make
moral decisions and to create a peaceful co-existence with the rest of the world to live

in civilised ways rather than behave like predators.

30. Appeal to Machismo and “Might Makes Right”

This tactic treats strength, dominance or conventional masculinity as justification for
harming others. Examples include claims that a “real man” must eat meat, or insults
such as “soy boy” directed at vegan men. Physical power or conformity to a gender

stereotype does not establish moral entitlement over another sentient individual.

How to Dismantle: Explain that physical power or brute strength is not the hallmark

of human development; peace and positive behaviour are, instead of getting into

comparisons on muscle strength.

31. Appeal to History
The appeal to history argues that a practice is justified because it has existed for
generations or since ancient times, for example the domestication of dogs since ‘stone-

age’ for hunting purposes.

How to Dismantle: Many longstanding practices have later been challenged on ethical

grounds, such as wars, sexism, and so on. Explain that a historic nature of abusive
behaviour does not prove that it is morally justified. In-fact it makes it a worse

persisting social evil.

32. Appeal to Authority

An appeal to authority occurs when a claim is treated as true solely because a respected
person or institution endorses it. Industry-funded research, government policy,
celebrity opinions or statements by spiritual leaders may be interesting, but their

credibility depends on evidence, expertise, methods and possible conflicts of interest.

13
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How to Dismantle: Authority should be evaluated, not accepted uncritically. Focus

not on the claims of health or welfare, but on the basic facts that humans should not

exploit non-human animals as we can be 100% Vegan.

33. Appeal to Emotion or Pity

An appeal to emotion uses feelings in place of relevant evidence or reasoning. For
example, a discussion may focus entirely on whether a consumer feels guilty, whether
children might be upset by a demonstration, or whether criticism makes someone
uncomfortable, while ignoring the animals affected. Emotions are not inherently

irrelevant; the problem is using them to prevent consideration of the ethical question.

How to Dismantle: If the presentation of facts causes emotional distress to anyone,

the root cause is that the victim was exploited in the first place and strengthens the
need for educating public on how they can stop perpetrating enormous injustices.
Focus on the emotions of the animal who is not free and is being controlled and used

and ask how they would feel in their place.

34. Appeal to Humanitarian Concerns as a Diversion

Human rights, war, child labour and other serious human issues deserve attention in
their own right but become a diversion when they are raised solely to dismiss animal
rights or imply that concern for non-human animals is incompatible with concern for
humans. An example is when stating that killing pigs or chicken in gas chambers is
wrong, some humans get offended as if gas-chamber victims could only ever be Jewish

humans during certain historic events.

How to Dismantle: If asked to focus on human rights alone, explain that Vegan

advocates focus on animal rights, while others may be experts in other rights issues,
simply because all individuals cannot be expected to focus on every issue in the
universe. The reason we talk to non-vegan consumers is that the injustice in this case is
directly perpetrated by the consumer itself and not by someone else, making a direct

action of going Vegan mandatory as a personal moral baseline.
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35. Appeal to Ignorance

An appeal to ignorance is based on a lack of availability of enough information. In
animal-rights discussions, one example is saying that plants might have an unknown
capacity for sentience (we don’t know for sure), therefore animal sentience can be

disregarded.

How to Dismantle: Just because we do not have evidence of something that is not yet

established, does not mean that established facts can be ignored. For example, we
know with certainty that animals have sentience, while the sentience of plants is not
yet regarded as a scientific fact, and the truth is that humans need to eat plants, while

using animals is not necessary.

36. Appeal to Economy or Consequences

Economic benefits or consequences are sometimes presented as sufficient justification
for a practice. Animal agriculture and related industries provide income and
employment, while consumers may choose products because they seem cheaper or fit a
limited budget. An example is the argument that ‘if we go Vegan then animal farmers
will lose their jobs’, or ‘I work in a slaughterhouse so I cannot be Vegan’, or ‘Vegan

meat and dairy alternatives are more expensive.’

How to Dismantle: Economic realities matter, but profitability, income, or lower price

alone does not justify exploitation. Vegan products also can benefit the economy,
vegan friendly jobs exist, and cheaper vegan items such as whole foods also are amply
available. Economic considerations should not override the fact that victims should not

be enslaved and exploited for us.

37. Appeal to Closure or Convenience

A person may end a conversation by saying, “I just want to eat animals in peace,” or “I
don’t have time for this.” Anyone may set limits on a conversation, and no one is
obliged to debate on demand. However, wanting a discussion to end does not answer

the concern that prompted it.
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How to Dismantle: Convenience by itself justify exploitation. The issue is - did the

victim animal have the rights to walk away or live in peace?

38. Appeal to Impulse or Habit
People may explain their choices by saying they acted out of habit, followed a craving,
or do not bother to check ingredients. These factors can help explain behaviour, but

they do not make it impossible to reconsider.

How to Dismantle: Recognising the role of habit can be the first step towards

changing it. Always point to the fact that habits must be changed if they cause

injustices, and one must not always act on every impulse.

39. Appeal to Popularity/ ‘Ad Populum’ or Bandwagon Appeal

The bandwagon appeal assumes that a practice is acceptable because many people do it.
The claim that animal use is simply “the way the world works™ treats social acceptance
as proof of moral legitimacy. Widespread behaviour can still be questioned on ethical

grounds.

40. Appeal to Feelings and Personal Preferences
Feelings matter, but they do not settle every ethical question. Saying “I love meat,” “I
love cheese,” or “I grew up eating these foods” explains an attachment; it does not

demonstrate that the practice is justified.

How to Dismantle: Personal preference should be considered alongside the interests

and rights of those affected. Therefore it cannot be a personal choice to exploit or
abuse a victim. It is a valid personal choice to feel like wearing a certain colour or to

eat a certain flavour if it does not violate someone’s rights.

41. Appeal to Legality and Political Correctness
Legality and morality are not identical. A practice may be legal or socially approved
and still be open to ethical criticism; history provides examples of laws that permitted

serious injustices. Statements such as “it is not murder; it is legal slaughter” or
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“animals are legally property” describe or appeal to legal categories, but they do not by

themselves settle the moral question.

42. Appeal to Human Superiority and Abilities

Arguments from human superiority may appeal to intelligence, strength or particular
abilities to justify domination. Claims that humans build complex technology, or that
one animal is less intelligent than another, do not by themselves establish a right to

exploit the less powerful individual.

How to Dismantle: Rights and moral consideration should not be reduced to a contest
of abilities. How intelligent or capable an individual is is immaterial when it comes to

them being a victim. The focus should be on not having any victims.

43. Circular Arguments

A circular argument uses its conclusion as part of its own justification. For example: “I
have the right to eat animals because I want to, and it is acceptable to want to eat them
because | have the right to do so.” The argument simply repeats the assumption it

needs to prove.

How to Dismantle: These arguments are pointless and the focus must be drawn back

to the fact that there is no real need to exploit a victim.

44. DARVO Technique

DARVO stands for “Deny, Attack, and Reverse Victim and Offender”: a person denies
wrongdoing, attacks the person raising the concern, and projects themselves as the real
victim. This is common in narcissistic abuse. In animal-rights debates, this can also
appear as a part of Speciesism, when criticism of animal use is reframed as an attack

on the consumer, while the animals subjected to the practice are ignored.

How to Dismantle: Focus on the fact that the consumer is not the real victim in the

situation when a non-human animal was violated for them.
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45. Scapegoating

Scapegoating shifts blame onto another person or group to avoid examining one’s own
role. Some may blame “the system,” capitalism, cultural conditioning or lack of public

education and conclude that individuals therefore bear no responsibility.

How to Dismantle: Social structures matter, but their influence does not automatically

erase the choices people can make within them. Besides, in this case the consumer
directly causes unnecesary exploitation of non-human victims, as all industries and

governments revolve around human demands.

46. Stonewalling
Stonewalling means shutting down communication or refusing to engage with a
concern. In a discussion about animal exploitation, someone may ignore evidence and

proceed to their own points as though nothing has been raised.

How_to Dismantle: While one cannot be forced to listen, activists must express

themselves authentically wherever possible by display of signs, boards, banners,
posters and speeches clear, concise, and visible to all. Also handle outreach

accordingly to stay on the point and hold non-vegans accountable if they agree to talk.

47. Silent Treatment

The silent treatment is the deliberate use of silence to punish, unsettle or control
another person, often within circles of friends or between family members and partners.
It differs from taking a reasonable break from a difficult conversation. When silence is
used to create guilt or confusion rather than to set a clear boundary, it can obstruct

honest discussions.

How to Dismantle: If non-vegan family and friends are refusing to talk or deliberately

giving you the silent treatment as a punishment for your views, it is a type of abuse.
However, continue to outreach those people who are open to listening respectfully and

expand your circle with more positive vegan friends and associates.
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48. Questioning Motives and Propaganda/ Source based dismissal

Instead of answering an argument, someone may question the advocate’s motives:
“You’re pushing an agenda,” “You’re being paid by vegan companies,” or “You’re
brainwashing people.” Here a belief is that just because someone is Vegan or from a

Vegan organisation, they can be dismissed entirely. This is also called ‘genetic fallacy’.

How to Dismantle: All agendas are not necessarily evil, and certainly not Vegan ones.

In-fact the non-vegan industry has selfish agendas of profits while non-vegan

consumers have an agenda of their own pleasure at the expense of the victim.

49. Persuasion

In some outreach conversations, people may try to persuade activists that their actions
are acceptable by repeating familiar justifications, insisting on having their own say in
order to change your mind. Persuasion becomes evasive when it ignores facts and

treats the desire to exploit as sufficient justification for doing so.

How to Dismantle: Keep discussions controlled by not letting the person being

outreached, take over the conversation and start persuading you to listen to them
instead of learning from the expert who has more knowledge. Do not let it turn into a

debate with an intention of one of you winning.

50. Ad Hominem: Personal Attack
An ad hominem argument attacks the person making a claim rather than addressing the
claim itself. Examples include focusing on an activist’s personal clothing, sexuality,

employment, wealth status, past mistakes or unrelated health issues.

How to Dismantle: A person’s personal characteristics do not determine whether their

argument about animal rights is valid. Continue to focus on the actual truth of the

matter and bring focus right back on the issue.
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51. *Petitio Principii*: Begging the Question

Begging the question occurs when an argument assumes what it is meant to establish.
For example, “Non-vegan cheese is best because vegan alternatives are inferior”

assumes the disputed judgement rather than providing independent evidence for it.

How to Dismantle: Even a well-supported claim about taste would not, by itself,

establish an ethical right to exploit animals. Focus on the core fact that causing

exploitation is unnecessary and unjustifiable.

52. *A Priori* Reasoning and Irrelevant Extensions

* A priori* reasoning reaches a conclusion independently by extending a prior principle
to a different question without showing that the extension is justified. For example, a
discussion about animal exploitation may be extended into a debate about abortion by

assuming that the same premises and conclusions of respecting life apply in both cases.

How to Dismantle: Do not let a discussion on Veganism turn into a debate on any

other issue of sentience by extension such as abortion by explaining that it is not your
current focus area and each issue requires its own careful reasoning and evidence.
Focus on the behaviour of the consumer whom you are taking to by asking that they go

Vegan and stop exploiting animals themselves.

53. The “Simpleton” Error and Avoidance of Learning

This label describes confidently holding a mistaken belief through lack of
understanding while refusing to investigate it. Examples may include asserting that
plants are sentient in the same way as animals, or claiming that humans are not animals,
without examining the relevant evidence. The issue is not knowing something and

refusing to learn when reliable information is available.

How to Dismantle: When a person has a reasonable level of intelligence and

receptvity, they can be outreached by guiding them as an expert rather than letting
them make their own false assertions. One cannot teach someone who is not able to

receive learning.
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54. Information Overload and Attention Bias
A person may dismiss evidence because there is too much information to process, or

attend only to details that support an existing view.

How to Dismantle: Try to narrow the discussion, and keep your outreach fairly simple

by focusing on the main facts - (a) non-human animals are sentient, (b) we must
respect their rights and freedoms, (¢) we have no real need to exploit them as humans

can be Vegan.

5S. False Dilemma: Black-and-White Thinking
A false dilemma presents two options as though they are the only possibilities.
Examples include “I must eat animals or become weak,” or “I must choose between

animal rights or have a job”, or ‘it is either human rights or animal rights.’

How to Dismantle: The options are not necessarily either/ or. A person can make

nutritionally appropriate vegan choices and be strong enough. In case someone has a
job that demands exploitation, one can support themselves while being Vegan by
looking for a vegan-friendly workplace. Recognising human rights does not condone

causing injustices towards non-human animals.

56. Shifting the Burden of Proof

The burden of proof belongs with the person making a claim, in proportion to the
claim being made. It is unfair to demand that an animal-rights advocate prove every
conceivable negative—for example, that no plant or insect is ever harmed—before any

discussion of animal exploitation can proceed.

How to Dismantle: Focus on the fact that Veganism is not about proving that no

animal was or will be ever harmed by you. It is about not causing exploitation, which

will clearly and categorically happen if you remained non-vegan.
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57. Loaded Question

A loaded question contains an assumption that has not been established. For example,
“Are you vaccinated, or have you ever taken medicine tested on animals?” may be

used to imply that a vegan is therefore a hypocrite.

How to Dismantle: Medical products and circumstances can lack full transparency

and some people have no available alternative which is clearly labelled Vegan due to
certain laws requiring animal testing for some medications. Apart from such situations

one can still be Vegan in the matter of daily life without any excuses.

58. The “Big But” and the Special-Case Argument
A person may repeatedly introduce a special case, such as an allergy to nuts or gluten,
a medical concern or advice they say they have received by a doctor on eating animals,

to avoid discussing the general principle.

How to Dismantle: Many Vegans live with allergies and special medical needs or

disabilities, and remain Vegan. A special case does not automatically invalidate the
broader ethical case for avoiding unnecessary animal exploitation where feasible
alternatives do readily exist already. The fact is that a human being can live healthy as

a Vegan on a day to day basis.

59. Group Allegiance

Some people may defend the actions of friends, colleagues, political leaders, hunters or
other members of their group because they feel loyalty to the group. This can make
criticism feel like betrayal. Yet belonging to a group does not make every action by its

members right, and loyalty should not prevent independent ethical judgement.

How to Dismantle: Maintain the assertion that individual victim’s rights to life and

basic freedom are more important than group thinking.
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60. Family Loyalty

Family relationships and friendships can strongly influence behaviour. Someone may
continue a practice because relatives expect it, because they do not want to offend a
friend, or because they favour the perpetrators involved over the individual victims

affected by their choices.

How to Dismantle: Relationships deserve consideration, but loyalty to people does

not automatically justify exploitation or perpetrtion of deiberate harm to others for the

sake of pleasing some people.

61. Following the Leader

People may defer moral responsibility to a president, monarch, religious leader,
celebrity or other authority figure. They may defend hunting, fur or other practices
because a respected leader endorses them, or argue that laws and customs are the

leader’s responsibility rather than their own.

How to Dismantle: Leadership does not remove an individual’s capacity to think

critically themselves. Each person is responsible for their own behaviour instead of

relying on a leadership or government.

62. Celebrity Appeal
A celebrity’s choices are sometimes treated as proof that a practice is right or wrong—

for example, citing a famous person who eats animals or has stopped being vegan.

How to Dismantle: A celebrity’s behaviour is not a substitute for evidence or ethical

reasoning. Focus on the rights of the victims, not the behaviour of a public figure.

63. Insulting or Dismissing an Entire Group
Calling all non-vegans “idiots” or “morons,” for example, replaces discussion with a

sweeping insult. Such language does not establish whether a particular claim is true.
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How to Dismantle: Insulting Vegans comes from a deep disrespect for animal rights
and the solution lies within explaining the fundamental rights of all sentient beings as

being inalienable.

64. Card Stacking and Selective Presentation
Card stacking involves presenting only the information that supports one position
while omitting relevant counter-evidence. A discussion of animal use may highlight

claimed benefits while leaving out the animals’ experiences out of the picture.

How to Dismantle: There is no need for evidence when it comes to a basic fact that all

sentient beings deserve to live a life free of control and exploitation.

6S. Dismissing Advocacy as “Playing a Card”

A person may accuse an advocate of “playing the vegan card” or insist that the subject
must not be raised, as though naming an ethical concern were itself unfair. Such labels
can be used to shut down discussion before the argument is considered. The substance

of the claim still needs to be addressed.

How to Dismantle: Exploitation and severe rights abuse such as enslavement and

killing of sentient beings are not justifiable in any debate.

66. Confirmation Bias
Confirmation bias is the tendency to seek, interpret and remember information in ways
that support existing beliefs. Someone may search only for material that criticises

veganism and disregard reliable evidence that challenges their assumptions.

How to Dismantle: There is no need for a lot of evidence to prove that animals have
sentience as it is a recognised fact already, or to prove that humans can be Vegan as
millions of humans already are. One simply has to assert that Veganism is the only

way to stop exploiting non-human animal victims yourself.
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67. The Fallacy Fallacy

The fallacy fallacy occurs when someone concludes that a claim must be false simply
because one argument offered in its support is flawed. A vegan advocate may make a

weak argument, but that does not mean the underlying case for animal rights is false.

How to Dismantle: If mistakes are made by a Vegan advocate in any discussion,

errors should be corrected without using them to dismiss the whole issue.

68. Tit-for-Tat and “Scoring Even”
Rather than addressing a concern, someone may respond with unrelated accusations or
keep introducing new objections to retaliate against the person raising it. This can turn

a discussion into an endless exchange of grievances.

How to Dismantle: The fact that animal rights should be respected because we can be

Vegan, should not become a subject of debate.

69. Repeating a Script or Talking Point
A non-vegan may talk as per their own familiar talking points regardless of what the
Vegan expert has to say. A constructive conversation requires responding to the actual

question and evidence, not merely reciting a fixed script.

How to Dismantle: Focus on your own outreach being concise, to-the-point and from

an expert point of view instead of letting the other person deliver monologues.

70. False Cause

The false-cause fallacy assumes that one thing caused another without sufficient
evidence. For example, the fact that some farms exploit bees to pollinate certain crops
such as avocadoes or almonds, does not by itself prove that every vegan consumer is
personally responsible for all such practices, or that these crops cannot be grown

Veganically, or that animal products are therefore justified.
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How to Dismantle: Vegans do not exploit non-human animals or demand their use in
any sort of process. It is non-vegan farmers and systems, as well as non-vegan masses

who are the root cause. In a Vegan world such exploitation would not be allowed.

71. Gambler’s Fallacy and Misuse of Probability

The gambler’s fallacy is the mistaken belief that independent events become more or
less likely because of previous outcomes. In this selective examples are treated as
proof of general safety or risk. Claims about health outcomes, nutrient deficiencies or

welfare based animal use, often fall into this category.

How to Dismantle: Focus on the bottom line that animal exploitation is entirely

unnecessary and being Vegan is absolutely possible for every human being.

72. Bribery and Financial Incentives
Money or gifts may be offered to influence someone’s ethical choices. For example,
someone might say they will consider veganism only in exchange for a reward, or offer

another person money to eat an animal product.

How to Dismantle: Refuse to give or receive any rewards or gifts exchange with non-
vegans. Let them choose to go Vegan merely out of their own awakening of moral

awarcness.

73. False Equivalence and the Middle-Ground Fallacy

The middle-ground fallacy assumes that a compromise between two positions must be
the fairest or most truthful answer. In animal-rights debates, a proposal to improve
conditions may be presented as automatically adequate simply because it is less

harmful than some current practices.

How to Dismantle: Reforms may reduce suffering, but will still propagate a false
message that animals can still be exploited if the suffering is reduced somewhat. Avoid
all talk of welfare entirely so as to give a clear message that the amount of animal

exploitation required by a human being is absolutely zero.
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74. Non-Recognition and False Neutrality or Balance

A person may claim to be neutral and not take a stand so as not to disturb the status-
quo of society. They fail to acknowledge that animal exploitation is wrong, or try to
see both sides of the argument for the sake of a false balance. Neutrality is not always

impartial: declining to condemn a practice can leave the victims in danger.

How to Dismantle: Refuse to be neutral to exploitation as a social injustice or a huge
social evil. Demand that all perpetrators stop inflicting this injustice and start seeing

non-human animals as individuals rather than food, shoes, entertainment or products.

75. Appeasement of “The Customer As King”
Appeasement can mean conceding to a demand in the hope of avoiding conflict. In
commercial contexts, the claim that “the customer is king” may be used to argue that

consumer demand justifies whatever is supplied.

How to Dismantle: Demand and profit do not automatically establish that exploitation
is ethical. In the past slavery of humans was in demand too, and was still clearly

immoral.

76. The “Silent Majority” Argument
A person may claim that most people are unaware, indifferent or unconcerned, and
therefore the issue should not be pressed because it is not likely to lead to enough

social change, judging by opinions of the prevailing majority.

How to Dismantle: The number of people who notice or oppose a practice does not
determine whether it is ethically justified or worth talking about. Even one person
going Vegan can help to stop them from directly exploiting hundreds to thousands of

victims every year.

77. Incredulity
Personal incredulity occurs when someone treats their inability to understand or

believe a fact, as an evidence that it is falseor impossible. A person may say, “I don’t
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get what you mean,” or assert that they ‘cannot imagine living without animal

products’ and hence will never be able to go Vegan.

How to Dismantle: Genuine confusion deserves clarification, but disbelief alone does
not refute a claim. Animals are definitely exploited by non-vegan consumers without

reasonable doubt as a credible fact. It is also a fact that humans can be Vegan.

78. Appeal to Futility or Cynical view

Statements such as “I’ve heard it all but nothing will change,” or that “There are too
many other people who are non-vegan and therefore exploitation cannot end,” and”It
makes no difference if I as an individual went Vegan”, can become barriers when used

to evade personal responsibility.

How to Dismantle: Pessimism about the prospects of changing the entire world, does
not establish that the non-vegan can continue exploiting victims with their own hands
by remaining non-vegan. Focus on making the individual realize and take personal

accountability.

79. Slippery Slope

A slippery-slope argument claims that one step will inevitably lead to a chain of
increasingly extreme consequences without adequate evidence for that progression.
Examples include asserting that plant-based food will inevitably destroy forests, or that
animals would become extinct if humans stopped breeding them, or even that animals

will grow too much in population if not eaten by us.

How to Dismantle: Focus on facts, for example, non-human animals are bred into
existence by the billions artificially through forced impregnation and reproductive
exploitation, and that forests are actually being destroyed to feed those animals. Do not

accept any justification for perpetrating exploitation.
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80. Straw Man Arguments/ Whataboutism

A straw man misrepresents an opponent’s position to make it easier to attack. For
example, a person might claim that vegans support the deliberate killing of insects

simply because crop farming can harm some insects.

How to Dismantle: The real position is to reject intentional exploitation of sentient
animals. In this example crops are intensively farmed mainly to be fed to animals
being exploited for human use. Vegans certainly do not support a deliberate killing by
use of pesticides in agriculture, but in the absence of Veganic (vegan organic) farming
of plants, are forced to use available plant-based products from shops. In a vegan

world, vegan-organic farming will prevail.

81. *Tu Quoque*: “You Do It Too” or False Equivalence

The *tu quoque* fallacy attempts to dismiss criticism by accusing the critic of
inconsistency or hypocrisy. For example, an advocate may be challenged about
unavoidable harm, self-defence, accidentally killing insects, or using a medicine for
which no suitable alternative exists. This way they claim that accidental or
unintentional harm equates to deliberate and avoidable exploitation. They might also

falsely equate plants with animals and claim that vegans also kill plants.

How to Dismantle: Focus on highlighting that Veganism is about not exploiting non-
human animals because it is avoidable in our day to day life - by not using non-vegan
products and services. It is not about never harming anyone for self-defense, accidental
deaths, or unavoidable harm. It is also not about never killing any plant life as plants as

compared with animals are not equivalent in sentience.

82. Sunk-Cost Bias

Sunk-cost bias occurs when past investment is used as a reason to continue a course of
action even when it is not justified. Examples include defending an industry because
jobs and money have already been invested in it, or insisting that leather or fur must be

used by a consumer because it has already been purchased by a consumer.
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How to Dismantle: Past costs cannot be undone; the question is what choice is most

justified now, including how to avoid further harm.

83. Rhetorical Questions
Rhetorical questions can be used to ridicule or pressure rather than to seek an answer.
For example, “You really want meat, don’t you?” can become a way to mock a person

or avoid engaging with their position. The purpose and context matter.

How to Dismantle: Inappropriate points must be entirely dismissed and focus brought

to how not to exploit animals by refusing to use animal products or services.

84. Victim-Blaming

Victim-blaming assigns responsibility to the individual who suffers it, rather than
examining the actions of perpetrators. In wildlife debates, animals may be labelled
“invasive”, for example grey squirrels and deers, described as a threat to other species,

and killing them may then be presented as necessary for the greater good.

How to Dismantle: Veganism is clear that every individual’s intrinsic rights matter as
sentient beings, and not about taking it in our own hands to decide if they should be
exploited or killed for any purpose whatsoever. The victim is not to be blamed for our

own actions of causing them personal injustice.

85. Moral Licensing

Moral licensing is the tendency to treat past good behaviour or a positive self-image as
permission to do something questionable. Someone may reason that they are a good
person, a law-abiding citizen or the owner of a legitimate business, and therefore their

use of animals must be acceptable.

How to Dismantle: A favourable self-image as per existing social norms is not a
justification to continue to exploit non-human victims because in the eyes of the victim
animals, a non-vegan is still their perpetrator who has them objectified and exploited

for their own selfish reasons.
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86. Taboo and Policing Language

A taboo can be used to prevent discussion of a subject or to forbid words that
accurately describe a disputed practice. For example, someone may insist that animal
use must never be called “exploitation or abuse”, forced impregnaton must not be

termed rape, or object to the word “vegan” because it might put people off.

How to Dismantle: Forbidding certain words that describe facts often is part of
speciesism and is an apologist approach, not an abolitionist approach. Always be clear

that all exploitation is abuse, and be free to use terms that convey facts.

87. Alphabet Soup and Word Salad
Jargon, acronyms and unnecessarily complicated explanations can make an argument
sound authoritative without making it clearer. Technical language is useful when it is

accurate and relevant; it becomes a problem when it prevents clarity.

How to Dismantle: Stop and request that the consumer reflects on the simple fact that

their being non-vegan is causing exploitation unnecessarily to their victims.

88. Name-Calling/ Ridicule
Insults and derogatory labels can be used to shame or silence animal-rights advocates.
Examples include calling someone an “angry vegan,” attacking their appearance, or

using sexualised or degrading language to discredit their participation.

How to Dismantle: Insults should not be used as a way to escape the real issue of

respecting the rights of sentient beings.

89. Alternative Reality/ Misleading Messaging/ Equivocation
A non-vegan can live in a false reality with an idealised picture of*‘free-range,”

9% ¢¢

“organic,” “grass-fed,” “humane”, “happy animals” or other high welfare certification
marks. Media, advertising and public messaging can send hidden misleading messages
that animal exploitation is a wonderful thing by using words such as ‘British cows’,

‘local farms’, ‘Humane’ or ‘Halal meat’ in a grandiose way. This way they shift the
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meaning of the word happy or humane or free by claiming that victims can be happy or

free while being humanely exploited and killed.

How to Dismantle: Approval labels based on how a victim was exploited or killed, are
unable to justify the exploitation itself. Remember to focus on the goal of stopping the
non-vegan consumer from exploiting any victims, and not on making them feel better
about particular methods of welfare. Having victims, whether local or international, is

never anything to be proud of and never ‘Humane’.

90. Nirvana Fallacy/ Perfectionism Fallacy

In this approach, a non-vegan argues that Veganism does not make the world perfect as
there will still be exploitation in some way or the other of victims in fashion sweat-
shops, or use of child-labour, or that using any product such as fossil fuels, metals or

plastic also causes harm to nature by drilling, mining, pollution and so on.

How to Dismantle: Veganism may not be the best we can do as a human being to
make the world a better place. It is simply the least we can do to ensure that we do not
exploit an animal for our own personal gain or pleasure. While we may not be able to
avoid using all products in the world such as clothes, furniture, shoes, or be aware of
every product’s origin while shopping, it is certain that a particular victim was
exploited when we purchase products that are not vegan making Veganism a moral

baseline if not the ultimate zen state.

91. Olfactory Rhetoric
The focus remains on sensory pleasure, with smell or taste is used as justifications for
exploitation. Examples include “animals are tasty,” “this chicken smells good,” or

“animals are made of meat” to focus on personal pleasure.

How to Dismantle: An individual’s body and how you gain pleasure from it does not,
by itself, establish that you are entitled to use them.The focus must remain on

respecting the rights of the animal and not to make them your victim.
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92. Over-Explanation and Talking Over Others

An individual may dominate a conversation with long over-explaining their behaviour,
leaving little room for the advocate to respond. Thorough explanation is not inherently
wrong, but using long-drawn explanations to monopolise a discussion can prevent

meaningful exchange.

How to Dismantle: Long explanations are often given to cover up guilt and lies. Ask
how exploitation of any individual is ever justified if being Vegan is absolutely

possible right now.

93. Bureaucratic Passivity

Bureaucratic passivity occurs when an individual or institution uses procedural
language to avoid addressing a concern. For example, sayingg that ‘it is something to
think about’, and ‘steps will be taken in due course of time’, or ‘I will try to be Vegan
in the future’. Animal-rights organisations can also become overly cautious if they
treat political or mass resistance as a reason to abandon the goal of ending exploitation

itself in exchange for welfarism, which is seen as an easier goal to attain.

How to Dismantle: Victim animals have no interest in bureaucratic explanations or
interim welfare actions when they are being exploited and killed every second. The
main focus must remain on ending exploitation by making consumers see that it is not

necessary to exploit animals and to stop making them victims with immediate effect.

94. Condescension and Patronising Behaviour

A condescending tone, dismissive gestures or an assumption of superiority can
undermine a conversation without answering the argument. Someone may speak down
to an advocate to make them feel naive or unqualified. Tone alone does not establish

that a claim is false, and a person’s perceived status does not replace evidence.

How to Dismantle: These behaviours are awfully commonplace especially in case of

soft-spoken advocates who are often met with arrogance. The advocate needs to assert
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their expertise as someone knowledgable about Veganism in comparison to a non-

vegan and not let them avoid facing the fact that they are exploiting animals.

9S. Oversimplification Disguised as Plain Truth

Clear, concise language is valuable; it is not itself a fallacy. The problem arises when it
is used to shut down a basic ethical question. For example, “You cannot force anyone
to accept your opinion” may be used to avoid considering behaviour change, or to
oversimplify that ‘non-vegans have their opinions and vegans are free to have their

b

own-.

How to Dismantle: Focus must stay on the rights and freedoms of an individual

victim who is the one being forced into exploitation and not the other way round.

96. Default Bias and Normalisation
Default bias is the tendency to favour the familiar or existing opinion as the default
norm. Normalisation makes a practice seem ordinary because it is widespread and

routinely accepted. Statements such as “the world has never been fair”, “it is the way

of the world” can be used to discourage attempts at change.

How to Dismantle: The fact that a practice is familiar or persistent does not establish
that it should continue. Oppression does not become a ‘normal’ thing to do if it is
normalised in society unjustly. Also do not let anyone call animal milk ‘normal milk’
or animal body parts ‘normal meat’ while plant-based or Vegan products are seen as
‘alternative options’ to either consider or dismiss. There is nothing normal about

having a victim.

97. Plausible Deniability and Responsibility by Proxy
This allows someone to claim they were not directly responsible for an outcome.
Examples include “I was just shopping,” “I bought what the shops sold,” or “my

parents gave me these products when I was a child.” Supply chains and social
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conditioning can make people imitate others, especially where information or

alternatives have been limitedly offered giving them less chance to self-reflect.

How to Dismantle: Focus on how knowledge is power, and power gives responsibility
to the one who is learned. Once a person becomes aware of the consequences of being

non-vegan, they need to stop exploiting animals immediately.

98. Magical Thinking

Magical thinking, in this context, means relying on an imagined or unsupported belief
to make an ethical problem disappear. For example, many humans believe that cows
magically produce milk in their udders without realising that they need to birth a baby
first. Or an idealised story or parable about a shepherd protecting sheep may be used to
portray farming as inherently protective, while overlooking the control and

exploitation involved.

How to Dismantle: While people are often enchanted by fairy tales owing to a lack of
awareness, giving clarity to non-vegans helps them adapt to a new life as Vegans by

removing their rose-tinted glasses.

99. Intermittent Reinforcement and “Love Bombing”

In this pattern of behaviour, a person initially offers intense praise or apparent support,
then alternates it with dismissal, criticism or withdrawal. In advocacy settings,
someone might repeatedly flatter an activist or say they admire their work or their
cause while using the relationship to avoid addressing their own choices, and

remaining non-vegan themselves.

How to Dismantle: Be neutral to praise or flattery by people either known or

unknown, if they remain non-vegan and claim to respect your views, opinions or work
for personal connections. Focus on holding them accountable for their own choices and

insist that they respect the rights of non-human animals first.
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100. Moral Relativism

This is a false belief that moral values are relative to individuals, depending on what
suits a person. They do not accept that there is any objective moral judgement that

every human being must exhibit when it comes to non-human animals.

How to Dismantle: Ask them if they would use this excuse if they were the victim or

if a loved one was the victim, such as a vulnerable child. When placed in the position
of the victim a human being stops seeing non-human animals as lacking moral

consideration.

Conclusion: Focus on the individuals whose rights are at stake

These techniques of non-vegans and how to handle them, describe a range of ways in
which animal exploitation may be denied, normalised, defended or kept outside serious
ethical consideration. The central ethical question remains: Does a human preference,
custom, financial interest, appeal to authority, or any other justification, establish a

moral right to use and exploit another sentient individual?

The useful response in almost each one of these cases is to return to the original

question as follows:

“Why on earth should one insist on exploiting victim animals and abusing their

basic rights, when being Vegan is absolutely possible right now?”
The final message must always be clear at all times:

® (o Vegan.

® Reject animal exploitation.

® Respect the rights of non-human animals.

More Books. Articles and Guidance for Activism on https://govegan.earth/

Also Sign and Share the Vegan Pledge and Animal Rights Declaration on
https://govegan.earth/
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