file_0.wmf




Discussion 
·	Click here to read additional case study information that you will need in order to complete this unit's discussion. You can view the additional information by clicking on the above button. 
·	When you are ready, respond to the questions below. Be sure to comment on your classmates' posts. There are 2 threads in this discussion area. Be sure to post on each topic in the dropdown menu.
Andy Stewart's Choice [1 of 2] 
How, and to what extent should the concerns about the ethics of factory farming influence Andy Stewart's choice?

Animals, Humans, and Space...oh my  Edward Jackson   4/23/2011 10:57:41 AM 
 Andy does have much to think about if he is concerned with the factory farming conditions; they are disturbing at best. Andy should think about if animals have rights, do they have feelings, a mind, or even a soul? Can animals be as important as humans? Are we and animals all connected in some way, being part of the fabric of space and time? Or perhaps part of some universal order? If we eat animals, is that unethical? Is that somehow performing an immoral act against the "modern" evolution of humanity?
At one time we killed animals because that was our lower-level, primal minds at work. But what about today? Do we even need to eat meat? I would say yes we do. Just because we have evolved, and we have, doesn’t mean our bodies no longer need meat. It’s a proven fact that from our teeth, to the proteins in our brains, that meat has been a part of man’s diet since the days of creation. And who are we in these modern times (all of the past 100 years of we consider modern) to make such drastic alterations to our diet?
If you don’t want to eat meat to save the animals, that’s quite alright then; there are another 5 billion people that will gladly eat meat (in some form or another). If you don’t want to eat meat because of your own personal health or religious reasons, that’s also okay. I just don’t believe pushing propaganda that somehow a person is better off not eating meat at all; that’s not right. And as far as animals having rights, I believe they have the right not to be tortured, however, no animal rights should ever precede a human’s rights in any way. That means people shouldn’t be serving prison time for killing animals. Prisons are meant for crimes against humans…not animals.
Animal farming factories should be regulated to do as much as we can to prevent animal torture. But remember, these animals (the ones on the farms) are not our pets, they are our food.
-----------------------------------------------
Eddie Jackson
GOK - Liberal Studies/Philosophy student
http://eddiejackson.net 



RE: Animals, Humans, and Space...oh my  Edward Jackson   4/23/2011 2:05:51 PM 
Probably not too many horror stories could affect me; I was raised on a 19 acre farm in the Florida Panhandle.  I also worked a summer job at a place called Showell Farms, a chicken processing plant.  They went in live at one end and came out in boxes ready for stores at the other end.  I've both hunted, and we'll call it "cleaned", many animals preparing them as food.  I've seen too many times vegetarians considering themselves some sort of elite class of human, all the while not receiving the proper nutrients in their diets.  Andy should be concerned, as we all should.  Food processing, whether it's the concern for the animals themselves or our own personal choices, really are important reasons why we should be involved.  Animal cruelty should not be tolerated at any level.  Torture should not be allowed.  As far as farming and animal processing is concerned, regulation and monitoring are what we need.  I've been on at least a hundred farms in my lifetime, the animals are treated like food, and they are not tortured.  
Every time I have witnessed some form of animal cruelty, they have been pets.
-----------------------------------------------
Eddie Jackson
GOK - Liberal Studies/Philosophy student
http://eddiejackson.net



RE: Unit 8 Discussion  Edward Jackson   4/23/2011 3:33:43 PM 
I would agree with you on many aspects, but food (animals) is more of a renewable resource, meaning that it can be replenished through natural and or human processes.  We are not running out of food. If anything, it's just the opposite.  Food is becoming so readily available, and produced in such mass quantites, that even once "thin" 3rd world countries, are now dealing with obesity.  So, Kant's theory is pretty much out the door as long as humans do things that are in excess or do things that are pleasurable.  And even in these modern times, as evolved as we are, most Americans live way beyond their means, in big houses, driving big cars, and eat in excess.  When it comes to meat, I don't see a widespread adoption rate of people switching to eating leafs over beef.  Most fast food restuarants are experiencing exponential increase in hamburger sales. see this: http://www.wisegeek.com/how-many-hamburgers-does-mcdonalds-sell.htm
McDonald's serves more than 75 hamburgers per second for every hour of every day of the year. These are served to almost 30 million customers daily in the United States alone, and they require more than a billion pounds of beef a year — that's almost 6 million cows, making the company the number one meat purchaser in the world.  
My take on animals (especially being raised on a farm myself), is that we need to learn to separate food from pets.  So many times, we like to see things in black and white, when there are many shades of gray.  Animals made for food, are not the same as animals that are our friends or pets.  And I would never say, "Just let the farmers do what ever they want"; food processing, like any other company or business in this great country should be regulated.  There may be some people out there that say, "Well, red meat is bad for you".  My response to that is...so what.  So is smoking, drinking, too much salt, too much sugar, and surfing the internet after 12:00am. :-)  Our life is our own, and shouldn't be dictated by a few politicians, by judges, or even by health officials.  If we want to help animals, let's start with the 69 million American households that currently own pets (http://webcenters.netscape.compuserve.com/homerealestate/feature.jsp?story=rainingcatsanddogs).

-----------------------------------------------
Eddie Jackson
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 RE: Animals, Humans, and Space...oh my  Edward Jackson   4/24/2011 10:43:16 AM 
I agree, there are other ways to add protein to our diets, but why go out of our way when chicken and beef taste so good?  :-) 
I think, overall anyway, food diets are a personal choice.  I don't believe the small handful of vegetarians or some political movement should tell me what to eat, drink, watch on television, or when or how often I should exercise.  It comes down to freedom, freewill, and personal choice.  Is eating red meat in large quantities bad for you?  Most likely...but that's my choice.  Should we protect animals from fast food restaurants because animals have rights?  I don’t think so.
We are living longer lives than anytime in American history, so to say meat is killing us off (save the animals), just doesn't seem legitimate.  My funny take on the whole healthy versus non-healthy meat choices is, not all of us are meant to survive.  What ever happened to survival of the fittest?
-------------------------------------------------------------------
Eddie Jackson
GOK - Liberal Studies/Philosophy student
http://eddiejackson.net  
 

How, and to what extent, should ecological concerns about energy and resource consumption influence Andy Stewart's choice?
Moral Status of Animals [2 of 2] 
Environmental philosophers have spent much time discussing the moral status of animals. A crucial philosophical concept is whether or not animals are "morally considerable." Do we have a moral duty to take animals' interests into account when we decide how to act towards them?

In this discussion thread you will discuss the following question:
How, and to what extent, should debates about the moral status of animals influence Andy Stewart's choice?

Respect the meat  Edward Jackson   4/24/2011 5:33:51 PM 
The current moral status of animals is quite mixed throughout the world. From the American Bald Eagle to the Hindu Sacred Cow, we do worship animals in many ways. And in some ways, especially in America, we have pets, our cats and dogs which are placed on a pedestal and treated better than many humans throughout the rest of the world.  Concerning farm animals, our duty to them (and plant life for that matter) is never take more than we give back.  Animal farms could be better, but they could also be a whole lot worse.  If Andy is concerned, he should get involved.  Our moral duty to animals is to first humbly accept and greatly respect their status as providing us food, as well as to reduce pain, suffering, and poor living conditions during their short lives.
For some reason, people need something to find fault in.  Humans will not stop eating meat; it’s a necessary component of our diets.  Even if an American could possibly alter their diets to not eat any meat and continue to be healthy, I would consider them privileged enough to be able to do that.  Not every American has that luxury and certainly not every person in the world has the ability to remove all meat from their diets just to save animals; which we having been eating for the past 50,000 years.  My final thought is, we are all slaves or endured servants in some way.  
Thiroux, J, & Krasemann, K. (2009).  Ethics: Theory and Practice.  Upper Saddle River, NJ: Prentice Hall.
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RE: Unit 8 Rights  Edward Jackson   4/25/2011 11:06:35 AM 
I agree with everything you said, just because we eat meat, doesn't mean we don't care.  I definitely don't want to see animals tortured, and the farming living conditions could be better.  So the solution is to work on that I guess.  Tighter regulation of farming conditions as well as educating the general public about where their food comes from.  I'm a meat eater, and I don't see myself ever giving up meat.  I do make a separation though of what animals we consider to be our food...and what animals are our pets.  I think there should be zero tolerance for pet abuse.
-----------------------------------------------------------
Eddie Jackson
GOK - Liberal Studies/Philosophy student
http://eddiejackson.net

A Question?  Prof Vincent   4/24/2011 8:50:15 PM 
 
PROFESSOR QUESTION: 

RE: A Question?  Edward Jackson   4/25/2011 11:23:31 AM 
 
Do animals have a right to life that overrides our enjoyment of eating meat? 
They do not.  Eating meat is part of our genetics, and we should not deny not.

What does it mean to say "meat eating is a personal choice?" 
To not eat meat because of religious, health or other reasons is really a personal choice because to mandate such laws against eating meat would be an infringement on freedom.

Does that mean it's not a moral issue? 
It’s not a moral issue because moral issues deal with matters of belief not preference.  And in a larger spectrum morality is a human characteristic whereas their actions affect other humans. 

What if a murderer was caught and he argued that he should not be judged as having done wrong because "murder is a personal choice?" 
Murder negatively affects another human.  He has committed an immoral act (especially in the case where it was against another human being).

How would we respond to him?
We would respond with punishment, most likely prison time.
-----------------------------------------------------------
Eddie Jackson
GOK - Liberal Studies/Philosophy student
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RE: A Question?  Edward Jackson   4/25/2011 11:28:10 AM 
Does that mean it's not a moral issue? 
To elaborate further, it's not a moral issue of the end result of murder, but could potentially be a moral issue of torture or extremely poor living conditions.  No living thing on the earth should be tortured.
----------------------------------------------------------------
Eddie Jackson
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RE: Unit 8 - Discussion #2  Edward Jackson   4/27/2011 8:32:44 AM 
I completely agree, animals should not suffer.  At the same time, animals are really part of our diets since ancient times, and even though people could alter their diets to eat less or no meat, that doesn't mean it should be done.  I think in the long run it would be denying who we are as human beings - meat eaters.
-------------------------------------------------------------------
Eddie Jackson
GOK - Liberal Studies/Philosophy student
http://eddiejackson.net 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 





