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“If rats are able to suffer, then
their interests are relevant to the
question of how, and perhaps
even whether, they can be
expelled from homes.”
-Cass Sunstein, Fn.1.

———————————————————————————————————--———————-

“One can only imagine the type
of regulations that will spring
from the mind of a man who
thinks long and hard about
whether rats have the right to
protection from expulsion from
our homes. We need someone
who is on the side of the ratcatcher, not the rat.”
-Bill Wilson, President, Americans for
Limited Government
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seen … as a form of
unconscionable
barbarity … morally akin
to slavery and the mass
extermination of human
beings.” Id.
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Sunstein unsurprisingly believes that more regulation is needed in this area stating, “In short, the law
should impose further regulation on hunting, scientific experiments, entertainment, and (above all) farming
to ensure against unnecessary animal suffering.” Fn.5.

Sunstein supports the idea of a “Fairness Doctrine” for broadcasting and the internet:

“A legislative effort to regulate broadcasting in the interest of democratic principles should not be seen
as an abridgment of the free speech guarantee.” Fn.6.

“A system of limitless individual choices, with respect to communications, is not necessarily in the
interest of citizenship and self-government.” Fn.7.

Sunstein supports a Second Bill of Rights guaranteeing the “rights” to employment, food, clothing,
shelter, education, recreation, and health care. He also has a strong dislike for individual rights:

“Much of the time, the United States seems to have embraced a confused and pernicious form of
individualism. This approach endorses rights of private property and freedom of contract, and respects
political liberty, but claims to distrust ‘government intervention’ and insists that people must fend for
themselves. This form of so-called individualism is incoherent, a tangle of confusions.” Fn.8.

Sunstein rejects originalism in interpreting the Constitution and doesn’t believe the original
meaning of the Constitution is binding today:

“Sunstein’s attack on the legitimacy of originalism is even more disturbing. Assume, Sunstein says,
that the Framers were committed to originalism. Does it follow that we must be originalists? No, he
says, for it ‘is up to us to decide whether to accept’ originalism. Why, after all, should we be governed
by people long dead?”

“Sunstein’s position has radical anarchistic implications that he hastens to disguise. He claims that he
is not arguing that the Constitution itself should not be taken as binding, but he can argue only that we
ought to take it as binding ‘because it is good to take it as binding.’ But why can’t we instead pick and
choose the parts of the Constitution that we think
would be good and disregard the others? Why,
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