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άNature no longer runs 
the Earth. We do. It is 
our choice what 
happens from hereΦέ

Mark Lynas, The God 
Species: Saving the Planet 
in the Age of Humans2011

ά¢ƘŜ ǘƻǘŀƭ ŀƳƻǳƴǘ ƻŦ ǎǳŦŦŜǊƛƴƎ 
per year in the natural world is 
beyond all decent contemplation. 
During the minute that it takes 
me to compose this sentence, 
thousands of animals are being 
eaten alive, others are running 
for their lives, whimpering with 
fear, others are being slowly 
devoured from within by rasping  
parasites, thousands of all kinds 
are dying of starvation, thirst and 
diseaseΦέ 

Richard Dawkins, River out of 
Eden, 1995

ά²Ŝ just do not have 
duties to assist wild 
ŀƴƛƳŀƭǎ Φέ

Clare Palmer, Animal 
Ethics in Context, 2010



Tension between 
Concern about massive human 

influence on earth

(Environmental Ethics)

ÅMark Sagoffonce argued that in spite 
of a common opposition to 
anthropocentrism, animal advocates 
could not be environmentalists and 
vice versa

ÅAnimal advocatesτif consistentς
would advocate policies to reduce 
wild animal suffering that would 
compromise the authenticity, 
integrity, and wildness of natural 
systems, that is, their naturalness 
(a key environmental value)

Concern for Suffering of Wild 
Animals

(Animal Ethics)

άAnimal 
Liberation and 
Environmental 

Ethics:  Bad 
Marriage, 

Quick 
5ƛǾƻǊŎŜέ1984



Conflict real, fundamental, ongoing: Not strawman

Because species in 
nature do not enjoy 
άŎƻƻǇŜǊŀǘƛǾŜ ŀƴŘ 
mutually supportive 
ǊŜƭŀǘƛƻƴǎέ ƴŜŜŘ ŀ άŀ 
gradual supplanting 
of the natural with 
ǘƘŜ Ƨǳǎǘέ

Martha Nussbaum, 
Frontiers of Justice,2006

ά²Ŝ ƘŀǾŜ ǊŜŀǎƻƴ ǘƻ ŘŜǎƛǊŜ  Φ 
. . arranging the gradual 
extinction of carnivorous 

species . . .[or intervening] 
genetically, so that currently 
carnivorous species would 

gradually evolve into 
ƘŜǊōƛǾƻǊƻǳǎ ƻƴŜǎέ

Jeff McMahan. The Meat Eaters2010

ά/ƻƴŎŜǊƴ ŦƻǊ 
nonhuman animals 
entails that we should 
try to intervene in 
nature to reduce the 
enormous amount of 
ƘŀǊƳ ǘƘŜȅ ǎǳŦŦŜǊέ

Oscar Horta, Debunking the 
Idyllic View of Natural 

Processes: 2010



¢ƘŜ !ƴǘƘǊƻǇƻŎŜƴŜΩǎ ǇƭŀƴŜǘŀǊȅ ƳŀƴŀƎŜƳŜƴǘ ŜǘƘƛŎ 
drastically increases the conflict between respect 
of independent nature (=RIN) and goal of 
alleviating wild animal suffering

ÅShall we manage biosphere for well-being of sentient beings, 
including wild animals?

ÅOne futurist public intellectual thinks yes, arguing for a
Åά/ƻƳǇŀǎǎƛƻƴŀǘŜƭȅ Ǌǳƴ Ǝƭƻōŀƭ ŜŎƻǎȅǎǘŜƳέ  in which άŜǾŜǊȅ ŎǳōƛŎ ƳŜǘŜǊ 

of the planet will be computationally accessible to surveillance, 
ƳƛŎǊƻƳŀƴŀƎŜƳŜƴǘ ŀƴŘ ŎƻƴǘǊƻƭέ with the goal of creating
ÅA άǇŀƴ-ǎǇŜŎƛŜǎ ǿŜƭŦŀǊŜ ǎǘŀǘŜέ by 
ÅάwŜǇǊƻƎǊŀƳƛƴƎ ǇǊŜŘŀǘƻǊ ǎǇŜŎƛŜǎέ (a la McMahan) and
ÅUsing genetic engineering and nanotechnology to replace the pain 

motivational system with άƘŜǊƛǘŀōƭŜ ƎǊŀŘƛŜƴǘǎ ƻŦ ōƭƛǎǎέDavid Pearce, The 
Hedonistic Imperative2015



Tension not just about future possibilities, but 
current policies as well

ÅAnimal advocates and environmentalists likely 
disagree about
ÅBirth control versus predator restoration as response 

to overpopulation
ÅRescue of injured/sick animals versus letting nature 

take its course
Åά¢ƘŜ ǊŜŀǎƻƴ WŜǎǳǎ ŎŀƳŜ ǘƻ ŜŀǊǘƘ ǿŀǎ ǘƻ ƪŜŜǇ ƴŀǘǳǊŜ ŦǊƻƳ 
ǘŀƪƛƴƎ ƛǘǎ ŎƻǳǊǎŜέ 
Åtŀǳƭ IŀǊǾŜȅ ŎǊƛǘƛŎƛȊƛƴƎ bŀǘƛƻƴŀƭ tŀǊƪΩǎ  ǇƻƭƛŎȅ ǘƘŀǘ ǇǊƻƘƛōƛǘŜŘ 

the rescue of a buffalo stuck in ice

ÅRelocation and/or captive breeding of endangered 
species
ÅEradication of human-introduced non-native species



Paper compares the naturalness defense of non-
ƛƴǘŜǊǾŜƴǘƛƻƴ ƛƴ ƴŀǘǳǊŜ ǿƛǘƘ /ƭŀǊŜ tŀƭƳŜǊΩǎ ŘŜŦŜƴǎŜ

ÅEnvironmentalists and animal advocates are diverse 
ÅFocus on environmental value of naturalness = Respect for independent 

nature (RIN)

ÅCƻŎǳǎ ƻƴ /ƭŀǊŜ tŀƭƳŜǊΩǎ ŀƴƛƳŀƭ ŜǘƘƛŎǎ 
ÅA highly sophisticated and insightful defense of duties toward animals

ÅContrasts obligations to cultural animals and wild animals

ÅDuties of assistance to cultural animals, laissez-faire for wild animals

ÅCompare tŀƭƳŜǊΩǎ ŘŜŦŜƴǎŜ ƻŦ ƭŀƛǎǎŜȊ-faire with naturalness defense
ÅPolicyof leaving wild animals alone



What is naturalness?

ÅExtent to which entity not influenced by humans

ÅType of negative causal relation between humans and nonhumans

ÅDegrees of naturalness

ÅWolves  more natural than dogs

ÅVaginal delivery more natural than a C-section



Naturalness an overall judgment of degree of 
independence/autonomy from humanity
ÅImportant to not put too much emphasis on intentional influence or 

influence involving managementor control

ÅHuman impact that is unintentional, unmanaged, or uncontrolled can 
be greater
ÅArguable that unintentional climate change has a greater influence on nature 

than would intentional climate engineering involving painting the roofs of 
buildings white

ÅUnintentionally driving a species extinct arguably has a greater human impact 
on nature than intentionally managing the remaining population to avoid 
annihilating it



Naturalness not invariant historical property but 
ongoing and recoverable state of human independence
ÅNaturalness, once lost or diminished, can be regained
ÅHuman influence can washoutovertime, like boot prints in the spring snow
ÅHumanization embodied by old mining roads  will eventually recede and natural forces 

regain relative strength

ÅNature can rewild on its own or sometimes with our help

ÅSeemingly paradoxically, degrees of naturalness can return as a result of 
additional human activity
ÅAs when we pick up trash, remove a dam, or restore a species or ecosystem

ÅSometimes lack of additional human intervention can shackle a natural system with 
ongoing human-induced trauma

ÅwŜƧŜŎǘ wƻōŜǊǘ 9ƭƭƛƻǘǘΩǎ ƛŘŜŀ ǊŜǎǘƻǊŀǘƛƻƴ ƛǎ Faking Nature

ÅwŜƧŜŎǘ 9ǊƛŎ YŀǘȊΩǎ ƛŘŜŀ ǊŜǎǘƻǊŀǘƛƻƴ ƛǎ ά¢ƘŜ .ƛƎ [ƛŜέ



.ǳǘ ŀǊŜƴΩǘ ƘǳƳŀƴǎ ŀ ǇŀǊǘ ƻŦ ƴŀǘǳǊŜΚ 
Does a focus on human-independent nature involve harmful 
human/nature dichotomyand ignore humans part of nature?

ÅEqually important to realizing that humans are 
a part of--and apart fromτnature 

ÅCrucial to realize that we evolved on planet like 
other biological beings and are subject, like 
them, to its natural processes

ÅAlso crucial to realize that we have moral 
responsibilities and are hugely shaped by 
social, political, economic, technical factors
ÅFailing to separate understanding of humans from 

understanding of nonhumans is tantamount to 
insisting social sciences be reduced to natural 
sciences
ÅSuch failure leads to absurdities like arguments for 
ǊƻŀŘōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎ ƛƴ ǿƛƭŘŜǊƴŜǎǎ ŀǊŜŀǎ άōŜŎŀǳǎŜ ǿŜ ŀǊŜ 
ǇŀǊǘ ƻŦ ƴŀǘǳǊŜ ǘƻƻέ

ά²Ŝ ŀǊŜ ŀƴƛƳŀƭǎ ƻǳǊǎŜƭǾŜǎ Φ Φ Φ ǾŜǊȅ ǇǊŜŎƻŎƛƻǳǎ ǘƻ 
be sure, but just big monkeys, nevertheless. We 
are therefore a part of nature, not set apart from 
it. Chicago is no less a phenomenon of nature than 
ƛǎ ǘƘŜ DǊŜŀǘ .ŀǊǊƛŜǊ wŜŜŦΦέ

.ŀƛǊŘ /ŀƭƭƛŎƻǘǘ Σ άLa Nature est morte, vive la 
natureέ  1992,). 



Why value naturalness?

ÅMany do value naturalness in a variety of circumstances

Explains why Old Faithful looses its magic when the Park 
regulates it with baking soda  

Admiration of athletic 
performance based in part 
on appreciation of native 
ability 

Or consider differential evaluation of 
natural death versus murder

Or attitudes toward fake birds/lawns 
and plastic trees



We should value naturalness
ÅValue of naturalness is contextual 
ÅInitial acts of humanization by Pleistocene humans 

little/no loss of value

Å.ǳǘ ǿƛǘƘ ǘƻŘŀȅΩǎ ƳŀǎǎƛǾŜ ƘǳƳŀƴ ŀƭǘŜǊŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ 
planet continuing to accelerate unabated, value of 
relatively untouched nature is acute

ÅNeed for limits 
ÅTo the human enterprise
ÅTo our freedom to act on and control the world
ÅTo our responsibility for the way things are



Imagine a world of near total human creation

Where humans 
ÅDetermine the weather:  when spring comes, when it rains, whether sunny/cloudy, 

direction/speed of wind, how much snow

ÅDecide which species exist, where, and in what concentration

ÅPlant every tree 

ÅShape every river, mountain, valley, glacier, and ocean current

ÅReplace natural beauty with landscaped aesthetics

ÅEngineer in detail the characteristics of our children

ÅA world with human fingerprints everywhere and omnipresent responsibility is seriously 
degraded

ÅOnly a narcissistic species would appreciate such a world of human overreaching 

ÅWe should not be masters of the earth

ÅWe are already on this path and in many ways have already gone too far



Valuing naturalness shows respect for 
independent nature

ÅHumans should share the earth with others  

ÅShould respect autonomy  and independence of nonhuman other
ÅRespect its authenticity and integrity

ÅDoing so embraces humility



Limits to value of naturalness

ÅNaturalness is typically a value enhancing property
ÅAlthough it does not guarantee that an entity possessing it is good all things 

considered

ÅWhile naturalness is an increasingly important and powerful value in 
this age of massive human impact on earth

ÅNaturalness can be overridden by other important values, including 
alleviating animal suffering



Animal suffering versus naturalness

ÅExperiential states of animals in nature are morally relevant
ÅReject claim suffering in nature neither good, nor bad:  It is clearly intrinsically bad
ÅThis badness itself provides a reasonto consider alleviating/preventing it

ÅSo tension exists between respect for independent nature and moral 
concern for preventable wild animal suffering
ÅThese two values/moral reasons need to be weighed against each other

ÅNaturalness defense of laissez-faire
ÅPreserving naturalness typically outweighs avoiding animal suffering
ÅEspecially when considering large-scale, remaking of nature in image of 

compassionate welfare biology (e.g., widespread birth control for predator & prey)
ÅSmall scale individual acts that alleviate suffering and cause little loss of naturalness 

are advisable (E.g., shooting dying & suffering elk) 



/ƭŀǊŜ tŀƭƳŜǊΩǎ ƴƻ-entanglement defense of 
laissez-faire

ÅtŀƭƳŜǊ Ψǎ ŀƴƛƳŀƭ ŜǘƘƛŎ ŎƻƴǎǘǊǳŎǘŜŘ όƛƴ ǇŀǊǘύ ǘƻ ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘ ƭŀƛǎǎŜȊ-faire: 
No duty to rescue animals from fate in nature

ÅMoral difference between failing to assist and harming
ÅάhƴŜ ƛǎ ǇŜŎǳƭƛŀǊƭȅ ǊŜǎǇƻƴǎƛōƭŜ ŦƻǊ ǿƘŀǘ ƻƴŜ ŘƻŜǎΣ ƛƴ ŀ ǿŀȅ ƻƴŜ ƛǎ ƴƻǘ ŦƻǊ ǿƘŀǘ 
ƻƴŜ Ŧŀƛƭǎ ǘƻ ǇǊŜǾŜƴǘέ όнлмлύ

Å5ǳǘȅ ƴƻǘ ǘƻ ƘŀǊƳ ŀƭƭ ǎŜƴǘƛŜƴǘ ōŜƛƴƎǎΣ Řǳǘȅ ǘƻ ŀǎǎƛǎǘ ƻƴƭȅ ƛŦ άŜƴǘŀƴƎƭŜŘέ
ÅWe are typically not entangled with wild animals



Palmer on entanglement
ÅEntanglements generating positive duties to assist come from
ÅAgreements (lifeguard)
ÅCreation of vulnerability or dependence (feed our dogs)
ÅHarm requiring reparations (Your car hits squirrel)
ÅBenefitting from an injustice (even if you did not cause it)

Åά5ŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘέ ŘŜǎǘǊƻȅǎ ŘŜŜǊ Ƙŀōƛǘŀǘ ŀƴŘ ƴƻǿ ǎǘŀǊǾƛƴƎ ŘŜŜǊ ŜŀǘƛƴƎ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ ƎŀǊŘŜƴ
ÅRoad kill:  we all benefit form car culture that leads to this harm

ÅSharing attitudes whose existence supports and explains disadvantage
ÅA person finds kittens in dumpster shares responsibility (thinks pet institution 

unproblematic & accepts pet trade)
ÅA health vegetarian who is indifferent to animal pain/death shares responsibility for 

factory farming

ÅExplains:  Why we have a duty to assist unrelated humans (starving 
children overseas) and cultural animals (drowning pets), but not 
animals in nature (drowning wildebeests) 
ÅWe are entangled with other humans and cultural animals and this generates 

obligations to assist (e.g., a drowning child/dog)
ÅWe are not entangled with wild animals and so have no duty to assist 

drowning wildebeests

ά¢Ƙƛǎ ŀƭǘƛǘǳŘƛƴŀƭ ŎƭƛƳŀǘŜ ŎǊŜŀǘŜǎ 
situation where although only 

some are directly responsible for 
harm to individual animals, many 
others create the world in which 

harms are institutionalized, 
ŜƴŎƻǳǊŀƎŜŘΣ ƻǊ ǘƻƭŜǊŀǘŜŘέ 

(Palmer, 2010)


























