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Abstract  

One issue that has garnered significant attention in neuroethics is the possibility of enhancement 

technology creating creatures with a higher moral status than personhood. Some philosophers find it 

particularly worrying that enhancement technology could potentially create beings that are more morally 

valuable than persons; other theorists remain unperturbed and see worries about creatures with higher 

moral status as conceptually confused. My aim in this paper is to adjudicate a dispute between the two 

camps. Nicholas Agar develops two interesting lines of argument: first, there can be beings with higher 

moral status than persons, and second, bringing such beings into existence would be morally 

objectionable. His article is largely a response to Allen Buchanan’s work, which argues against the idea 

of a possible moral status higher than personhood on the basis that personhood is a threshold concept; 

every creature above the threshold counts only as a person and no more. My initial goal is to rebut both 

of Agar’s arguments against Buchanan. First, I want to show that Agar misunderstands the inexpressibility 

problem, a challenge to either describe what a moral status higher than personhood would be like, or 

explain why we have such a difficult time formulating the description. Second, Agar’s discussion of 

threshold views is not compelling, since it gives us little reason to believe the relevant moral threshold 

being discussed is what he terms a ‘weak threshold’, a threshold that allows for improvements of great, 

but not moderate, magnitudes to make a difference to moral status. Nonetheless, I close the paper by 

claiming that even though Agar does not satisfactorily argue for a higher moral status than personhood, 

his conclusions are correct; while he tries to respond to the inexpressibility problem, I will instead dissolve 

the problem by claiming that the challenge ultimately doesn’t need to be met.  
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