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How Others’ Values Matter
Russell McIntosh

We have reasons to advance the ends that others value. In my dissertation, I argue that these are not
entirely derivative of the reasons for others’ values—including reasons to promote their welfare. In
part, they arise from our relationships with others. Across three chapters, I develop the implications of
this idea for the ethics of loving relationships, aggregation, and our treatment of animals.

Suppose that you have a special history with fig trees: you planted some with your parents as a
child, you played under them, you make fig tarts every year, etc. Your friend decides to plant some
herself, not because she especially loves the taste of figs, but merely because, she says, “I thought you
would have wanted me to.” Why should she do what you would want? In some cases, we have
instrumental reasons to do what another would want: to swing the bat as your coach would want, or to
feed your daughter as her doctor would want. But your friend is not merely using your wants as a
heuristic tracking the independent value of fig trees. In my first chapter, I argue that your friend has a
non-instrumental reason grounded in your friendship to value what you value. This explains why doing
what another would want can be emotionally engaging and relationally significant: by valuing through
another’s eyes and acting on those values, we respond to and strengthen our loving relationships.

In my second chapter, I develop a novel approach to moral aggregation based on this idea that
we have relationship-given reasons to advance what others value. Why can we sometimes justify
burdening a person now with compensating benefits later, but not similarly justify burdening a person
now with the same benefits to many others? On the traditional view, this is chalked up to the
metaphysical separateness of persons. I propose a deeper explanation: we can compensate a person for a
burden now with later benefits because she cares about her future self. But this explanation calls for
revising the datum. Temporal biases can limit intrapersonal aggregation. And our altruistic concerns
open avenues for interpersonal aggregation: we can sometimes balance a loss to a parent against a
benefit to her child. Similarly, within the intergenerational practices like baseball, bluegrass, or
philosophy that give meaning to our lives, concern for future generations of practitioners can license
aggregation within that shared project. The resulting view draws moral boundaries not merely around
separate persons, but around separate preference coalitions: persons, sets of people, or temporal stages of
a single person with common patterns of concern.

I conclude the dissertation by applying this framework to animal ethics. On Nozick’s famous
suggestion, the right moral theory will be “utilitarianism for animals, deontology for people.” On this
now-popular view, people have rights that ordinarily preclude using them for the greater good, but
animals lack these rights, such that we can draft them into biomedical research or a just war if the
consequences are good enough. This view gets matters backward, for two reasons. First, people can
waive their rights by consenting or forfeit them by doing wrong. But animals lack the relevant
capacities for consent and responsibility, so any rights they have must remain in place. Second, people
are often bound into preference coalitions with others. But animals generally have narrower evaluative
horizons, and they lack the widespread concern for others that would license interanimal aggregation.

Despite the prevailing wisdom, the differences between people and other animals do not speak
univocally in favor of stronger protections for people. I can console myself when I approach my death
that my friends and family, and the institutions and practices I care about, will continue to flourish.
But for a non-social animal like a moose, death is the end of nearly everything she cares about. In this
important respect, the separateness of animals is a deeper divide than the separateness of people.



