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"Wild Kratts" is a children's educational TV series that follows the adventures of Chris

and Martin Kratt, who are brothers and animal experts. They travel the world to explore different

habitats and learn about various animals, using technology to aid them in their quest. In the

show, the brothers wear special creature suits that allow them to mimic the abilities of the

animals they are studying. The creature suits are designed to give them the strength, speed, and

agility of different creatures, allowing them to experience the world from a unique perspective.

The use of creature suits in the children's television show "Wild Kratts" raises several

ethical questions regarding our relationship with nature and non-human animals. Philosophers

have explored these issues in depth, drawing on various ethical theories to provide insight into

the ethical implications of the use of these creature suits.

One of the primary ethical concerns raised by the use of creature suits is the potential for

anthropomorphism. Anthropomorphism is the attribution of human characteristics, behavior, and

emotions to non-human animals or objects. This can create a false sense of familiarity and

empathy with the animals, which can be problematic when it comes to conservation efforts and

our responsibilities to non-human animals. Philosopher Peter Singer has argued in his book

"Animal Liberation" that anthropomorphism can lead to a narrow, human-centered view of the

world, which can be detrimental to non-human animals and the environment as a whole.

Another ethical concern raised by the use of creature suits is the potential for

exploitation. The creature suits allow the show's hosts, Chris and Martin Kratt, to physically
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transform into animals and experience their lives from a first-person perspective. While this can

be entertaining and educational for the audience, it raises questions about the boundaries between

humans and animals, and the ethical implications of using animals for human entertainment.

Philosopher Tom Regan has argued in his book "The Case for Animal Rights" that non-human

animals have inherent value and should be treated with respect and dignity, rather than being

used as mere instruments for human purposes.

On the other hand, some philosophers may argue that the use of creature suits can be seen

as a form of empathy and understanding towards non-human animals. By embodying the

animals, Chris and Martin Kratt may be able to better understand their behaviors and

experiences, which can lead to increased awareness and appreciation for the animals.

Philosopher Martha Nussbaum has argued in her book "Frontiers of Justice" that empathy is a

crucial component of ethical decision-making, and that the ability to empathize with non-human

animals can help us to better understand our ethical obligations towards them.

In conclusion, the use of creature suits in "Wild Kratts" raises important ethical questions

about our relationship with non-human animals and the natural world. While there are certainly

potential benefits to the use of creature suits, there are also significant risks and challenges that

must be carefully considered. By drawing on the insights of philosophers such as Peter Singer,

Tom Regan, and Martha Nussbaum, we can deepen our understanding of the ethical implications

of this technology, and work towards more just and sustainable relationships with non-human

animals and the environment.

3


