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RepliesReplies 

(Ref.(Ref. ETHICSETHICS AND�AND ANIMALSANIMALS 1/21/2 
ReviewReview byby JOHNSONJOHNSON ofof THETHE CASECASE 
OFOF THETHE ANIMALSANIMALS VS.VS. MANMAN BEFOREBEFORE 
THETHE KINGKING OFOF THETHE JINN;JINN; ETHICSETHICS 

11/2�ANDAND ANIMALSANIMALS 11/2 ReplyReply byby 
GOODMAN)GOODMAN) 

InIn hishis replyreply toto mymy review,review, 
ProfessorProfessor GoodmanGoodman asserts:"asserts:" •• ifif 
sufferingsuffering isis involvedinvolved inin frustrationfrustration 
ofof allall desires,desires, thethe factfact thatthat thethe 
desiresdesires inin questionquestion areare unlearnedunlearned isis 
irrelevant.irrelevant. TheThe mentionmention [by[by PeterPeter 
SingerSinger inin AnimalAnimal Liberation]Liberation] ofof thethe 
innatenessinnateness ofof desiresdesires seemsseems toto meme toto 
appealappeal toto anotheranother (albeit(albeit natural)natural) 
standardstandard ofof valuevalue beyondbeyond thethe 
pleasure/painpleasure/pain calculus,calculus, namelynamely 
naturalness."naturalness." 

IsIs thisthis aa correctcorrect interpreationinterpreation 
ofof Singer'sSinger's argument?argument? II believebelieve not,not, 
asas II indicatedindicated inin mymy review.review. Singer'sSinger's 
pointpoint isis notnot thatthat whatwhat isis innateinnate oror 
naturalnatural hashas valuevalue ipsoipso facto.facto. Rather,Rather, 
thethe pointpoint ofof sayingsaying thatthat thethe desiresdesires 
frustratedfrustrated areare innateinnate isis toto emphasizeemphasize 
thatthat theythey dodo notnot havehave toto bebe learned.learned. 
SingerSinger isis arguingarguing againstagainst thosethose whowho 
havehave claimedclaimed thatthat becausebecause thethe animalanimal 
hashas nevernever knownknown anyany otherother life,life, itit 
cannotcannot bebe suffering.suffering. (See(See AnimalAnimal 
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LiberationLiberation [1975],[1975], pp.pp. 139,139, 142.)142.) 
SingerSinger isis notnot committedcommitted toto thethe viewview 
that,that, asas GoodmanGoodman putsputs it,it, "wrong"wrong hashas 
beenbeen donedone becausebecause naturenature isis notnot 
allowedallowed toto runrun inin itsits ownown course."course." 
InIn fact,fact, II believebelieve SingerSinger wouldwould firmlyfirmly 
(and(and rightly)rightly) rejectreject suchsuch aa view.view. 
ButBut SingerSinger cancan speakspeak betterbetter thanthan II 
aboutabout whatwhat hehe diddid oror didn'tdidn't mean.mean. 

ProfessorProfessor GoodmanGoodman alsoalso complainscomplains 
aboutabout mymy omittingomitting mentionmention ofof "existen­"existen­
tialtial claimsclaims toto virtualvirtual subjecthood"subjecthood" 
inin aa passagepassage II quotedquoted whichwhich expressesexpresses 
oneone ofof hishis "central"central ideas."ideas." II omittedomitted 
itit becausebecause itit seemedseemed toto meme inessentialinessential 
and,and, frankly,frankly, becausebecause II hadhad nono ideaidea 
whatwhat itit meant.meant. II stillstill don't.don't. 
Apparently,Apparently, however,however, inin foreshorteningforeshortening 
forfor thethe sak~sak~ ofof intelligibilityintelligibility II 
inadvertentlyinadvertently managedmanaged toto suggestsuggest toto 
GoodmanGoodman thatthat hishis "foundation"foundation forfor 
animalanimal desertsdeserts isis subjectivesubjective ratherrather 
thanthan ontologicalontological andand recognizablerecognizable 
byby (age(age oldold butbut herehere newlynewly analyzed)analyzed) 
projectiveprojective (and(and rhetorical)rhetorical) devices."devices." 
II didn'tdidn't meanmean toto suggestsuggest that.that. 
Indeed,Indeed, II don'tdon't understandunderstand thatthat anyany 
betterbetter thanthan II dodo "existential"existential claimsclaims 
toto virtualvirtual subjecthood."subjecthood." 

ItIt wouldwould bebe unreasonable,unreasonable, how­how­
ever,ever, toto expectexpect GoodmanGoodman toto explainexplain 
inin thethe briefbrief spacespace ofof aa replyreply whatwhat 
isis undoubtedlyundoubtedly aa difficultdifficult andand 
complexcomplex notion.notion. HeHe mentionsmentions thatthat hehe 
hashas discusseddiscussed thethe ideaidea inin somesome ofof 
hishis otherother works.works. II hopehope thatthat hehe willwill 
writewrite backback andand givegive references.references. NoNo 
doubtdoubt otherother readersreaders ofof thisthis journaljournal 
wouldwould alsoalso bebe interestedinterested inin learninglearning 
moremore aboutabout "virtual"virtual subjecthoodsubjecthood asas aa 
foundationfoundation forfor thethe recognitionrecognition ofof 
...... aa generalgeneral theorytheory ofof deserts."deserts." 

EdwardEdward JohnsonJohnson 
UniversityUniversity ofof NewNew OrleansOrleans 
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(Ref.(Ref. ETHICSETHICS ANDAND ANIMALSANIMALS 1/21/2 
ReviewReview byby JOHNSONJOHNSON ofof THETHE CASECASE 
OFOF THETHE ANIMALSANIMALS VS.VS. MANMAN BEFOREBEFORE 
THETHE KINGKING OFOF THETHE JINN;JINN; ETHICSETHICS 
ANDAND ANIMALSANIMALS 11/211/2 ReplyReply byby
GOODMAN)GOODMAN) 

InIn EthicsEthics andand Animals,Animals, VolumeVolume 2,2, 
No.2,No.2, LennLenn GoodmanGoodman sayssays thatthat hehe 
cancan findfind twotwo argumentsarguments inin mymy bookbook 
AnimalAnimal LiberationLiberation wherewhere EdwardEdward JohnsonJohnson 
foundfound onlyonly one.one. JohnsonJohnson claimedclaimed thatthat 
mymy objectionobjection toto factoryfactory farmingfarming waswas 
simplysimply basedbased onon thethe factfact thatthat itit 
causescauses animalanimal suffering.suffering. LennLenn GoodmanGoodman 
suggestssuggests thatthat inin additionaddition toto thisthis 
consideration,consideration, II alsoalso appealappeal toto thethe 
unnaturalnessunnaturalness ofof thethe degreedegree ofof 
confinement.confinement. HeHe thereforetherefore findsfinds anan 
implicationimplication thatthat "wrong"wrong hashas beenbeen donedone 
becausebecause naturenature isis notnot allowedallowed toto runrun 
itsits ownown course."course." II amam happyhappy toto bebe 
ableable toto clearclear upup thisthis disagreement.disagreement. 
EdwardEdward JohnsonJohnson gotgot itit right.right. MyMy 
ethicalethical argumentargument isis basedbased entirelyentirely 
onon thethe degreedegree ofof sufferingsuffering involvedinvolved 
inin factoryfactory farming.farming. ItIt maymay sometimessometimes 
bebe relevantrelevant toto thisthis sufferingsuffering thatthat 
factoryfactory farmingfarming frustratesfrustrates desiresdesires 
whichwhich animalsanimals naturallynaturally have.have. TheThe 
factfact thatthat thethe desiresdesires areare "natural""natural" 
oror "unlearned""unlearned" isis relevantrelevant onlyonly inin 
soso farfar asas itit indicatesindicates thatthat eveneven aa 
birdbird oror anan animalanimal whichwhich hashas beenbeen 
broughtbrought upup inin confinedconfined conditionsconditions 
fromfrom birthbirth willwill experienceexperience desiresdesires 
thatthat areare frustratedfrustrated inin factoryfactory farms.farms. 
BirdsBirds andand animalsanimals areare usuallyusually wellwell 
adaptedadapted forfor thethe conditionsconditions inin whichwhich 
theythey naturallynaturally live.live. ConditionsConditions 
whichwhich areare quitequite unnaturalunnatural areare there­there­
forefore likelylikely toto frustratefrustrate theirtheir innateinnate 
desiresdesires andand toto causecause suffering.suffering. 

OnOn thisthis basisbasis II dodo notnot considerconsider 
unnaturalnessunnaturalness toto bebe intrinsicallyintrinsically 
wrong.wrong. ToTo taketake thisthis positionposition wouldwould 
bebe contrarycontrary toto viewsviews thatthat II holdhold inin 
otherother areasareas ofof ethicsethics wherewhere II thinkthink 
thatthat itit isis irrelevantirrelevant toto objectobject toto 
contraception,contraception, forfor example,example, thatthat itit isis 
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anan unnaturalunnatural interferenceinterference withwith humanhuman 
reproduction.reproduction. 

PeterPeter SingerSinger 
MonashMonash UniversityUniversity 
AustraliaAustralia 

(MORE(MORE OFOF THETHE SAME)SAME) 

ProfessorProfessor HarlanHarlan B.B. MillerMiller 
DepartmentDepartment ofof PhilosophyPhilosophy && ReligionReligion 
VirginiaVirginia PolytechnicPolytechnic InstituteInstitute 
Blacksburg,Blacksburg, Va.Va. 2406124061 

DearDear Dr.Dr. Miller:Miller: 

InIn aa letterletter toto meme ofof AugustAugust 12th,12th, 
apparentlyapparently writtenwritten atat thethe samesame 
instanceinstance asas hishis letterletter toto you,you, PeterPeter 
SingerSinger writeswrites "I"I hopehope II hadhad notnot misledmisled 
youyou withwith thethe expressionsexpressions thatthat youyou 
havehave quoted.quoted. AnimalAnimal LiberationLiberation waswas 
notnot writtenwritten exclusivelyexclusively oror eveneven 
primarilyprimarily forfor anan audienceaudience ofof philoso­philoso­
phersphers andand forfor thatthat reasonreason II maymay 
sometimessometimes bebe guiltyguilty ofof writingwriting inin aa 
wayway thatthat wouldwould havehave thethe greatestgreatest 
possiblepossible impactimpact onon aa generalgeneral audienceaudience 
ratherrather thanthan inin aa wayway thatthat isis 
absolutelyabsolutely andand literallyliterally accurateaccurate 
fromfrom aa philosophicalphilosophical pointpoint ofof view."view." 
InIn viewview ofof thisthis admissionadmission andand thethe 
passagespassages quotedquoted inin mymy lastlast letter,letter, 
thinkthink thethe issueissue isis ratherrather clear.clear. 
WhetherWhether II "got"got itit right"right" oror "got"got itit 
wrong"wrong" doesdoes notnot quitequite strikestrike thethe 
rightright note.note. IfIf Singer'sSinger's rhetoricrhetoric isis 
inconsistentinconsistent withwith whatwhat hehe takestakes toto bebe 
hishis moremore rigorouslyrigorously heldheld views,views, thethe 
problemproblem lieslies eithereither inin thethe rhetoricrhetoric 
oror inin thethe philosophyphilosophy oror inin thethe 
charactercharacter whowho unitesunites thethe two.two. MyMy 
tasktask inin mymy philosophicalphilosophical introductionintroduction 
toto TheThe CaseCase ofof thethe AnimalsAnimals vs.vs. ManMan 
waswas (in(in thethe passagepassage thatthat apparentlyapparently 
stoppedstopped Mr.Mr. Johnson)Johnson) toto teasetease outout thethe 
assumptionsassumptions employedemployed inin appealsappeals forfor 
animalanimal rights,rights, notnot toto attemptattempt toto 
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harmonizeharmonize thethe premisespremises ofof thosethose appealsappeals 
withwith otherother viewsviews ofof thosethose whowho makemake 

.'.' 
them.them. II agreeagree withwith SingerSinger thatthat therethere 
areare problemsproblems withwith tryingtrying toto renderrender 
thethe ideaidea ofof non-interferencenon-interference withwith 
naturenature categoricalcategorical andand respectrespect hishis 
reluctancereluctance toto makemake thatthat attempt.attempt. II 
alludeallude toto somesome ofof thosethose problemsproblems 
underunder thethe rubricrubric ofof thethe wordword 'romatic.''romatic.' 
ButBut Singer'sSinger's rhetoricrhetoric doesdoes employemploy thethe 
notionnotion ofof non-disturbancenon-disturbance ofof naturenature 
andand elicitselicits partpart ofof itsits responseresponse onon 
thethe basisbasis ofof anan expectationexpectation thatthat thethe 
ideaidea ofof naturalnessnaturalness willwill evokeevoke somesome 
sentimentssentiments ofof protectivenessprotectiveness ofof thethe 
naturalnatural onon thethe partpart ofof thethe reader.reader. 
.If.If Mr.Mr. SingerSinger wisheswishes toto disowndisown thethe 
sentimentssentiments toto whichwhich hehe appeals,appeals, 
candorcandor wouldwould requirerequire himhim toto dodo soso 
publicly.publicly. AfterAfter all,all, itit waswas thethe 
dialecticaldialectical employmentemployment ofof premisespremises 
theythey diddid notnot themselvesthemselves holdhold thatthat 
gavegave aa badbad namename toto manymany ofof Socrates'Socrates' 
mostmost intellectuallyintellectually challengingchallenging 
contemporaries.contemporaries. 

Sincerely,*Sincerely,* 

L.L. E.E. Goodman,Goodman, D.Phil.D.Phil. 
ProfessorProfessor ofof PhilosophyPhilosophy 

*i.e.*i.e. inin hopeshopes thatthat mymy rhetoricrhetoric 
comportscomports wellwell withwith mymy sense.sense. 




