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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
diseas@ ¢

Richard DawkingRiver out of
Eden 1995




Tension between

Concern about massive human
Influence on earth

(Environmental Ethics)

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

GAnimal vice versa

Liberation and & Animal advocates if consistent
Environmental

Ethics: Bad would advocate policies to reduce
Marriage, wild animal suffering that would
Quick compromise the authenticity,

5A0218S¢  integrity, and wildness of natural
systems, that is, their naturalness
(a key environmental value)

Concern for Suffering of Wild
Animals

(Anlmal Ethlcs)




Conflict real, fundamental, ongoing: Not strawm

Because species in 428 KI @S NBF a2/ 2 OBNYA NB NJ

nature do not enjoy . . arranging the gradual nonhuman animals

@ O2 2 LIS NI U A @ Sextingfidd of carnivorous entails that we should
mutually supportive species . . .[or intervening] try to intervene In

NBf I GA2y aé geBeScRlly, ko thatcurrently  nature to reduce the
gradual supplanting carnivorous species would enormous amount of

of the natural with gradually evolve into 0KSé& adz
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Martha Nussbaum,
Frontiers of Justice,2006 Jeff McMahanThe Meat Eater8010

Oscar HortaDebunking the
Idyllic View of Natural
Processe<2010
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drastically increases the conflict between respect
of iIndependent nature (=RIN) and goagamms
alleviating wild animal suffering —

AShall we manage biosphere for wb#ing of sentient beings,
iIncluding wild animals?

AOne futurist public intellectual thinks yes, arguing for a
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of the planet will be computationally accegsible to surveillance, o
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A Using genetic engineering and nanotechnology to replace the pain
motivational system witiit K SNA G 6 f S~ I NI RA Sy DavidPdarcehel A @ a €

Hedonistic Imperativ@015



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

AAnimal advocates and environmentalists likely
disagree about

2 ABirth control versus predator restoration as response'-, e c
to overpopulation B

ARescue of injured/sick animals versus letting nature
take its course AR
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the rescue of a buffalo stuck in ice A iy 7
| AReIogation and/or captive breeding of endangered
| species '

¥ AEradication of humasintroduced nonnative specie

Lake Trout




Paper compares the naturalness defense ot non
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AEnvironmentalists and animal advocates are diverse

AFocus on environmental value of naturalness = Respect for mdependent
nature (RIN) - -
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A A highly sophisticated and insightful defense of duties toward anim:

A Contrasts obligations to cultural animals and wild animals
A Duties of assistance to cultural animals, laiss@z for wild animals

ACompareg I £ YSNX A R SFaeywihSat@aiest deferisé S |

A Policyof leavingwild animals alone



What is naturalness?

AExtent to which entity not influenced by humans
AType of negative causal relatlon between humans and nonhumans
ADegrees of naturalnessjis

AWolves more natural than dogs
AVaginal delivery more natural than as€ction



Naturalness an overall judgment of degree of
iIndependence/autonomy from humanity

Almportant to not put too much emphasis @mtentionalinfluence or
Influence involvingnanagemenor control

AHuman impact that is unintentional, unmanaged, or uncontrolled can
be greater

A Arguable that unintentional climate change has a greater influence on nature
than would intentional climate engineering involving painting the roofs of
buildings white

AUnintentionally 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 independe

ANaturalness, once lost or diminished, can be regained

AHuman influence cawashoutovertime, like boot prints in the spring snow

A Humanization embodied by old mining roads will eventually recede and natural forces
regain relative strength

ANature carrewild on its own or sometimes with our help

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

FERAL &5, A Sometimes lack of additional human intervention can shackle a natural system W|th
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Does a focus on humandependent nature involve harmful
human/naturedichotomyand ignore humans part of nature?

AEqually important to realizing that humans are> s | NE | yA Yl a 2 dNEST
a part of-and apart front nature be sure, but just big monkeys, nevertheless. We

ACrucial to realize that we evolved on planet like therefore a part of nature, not set apart from
other biological beings and are subject, like it. Chicago is no less a phenomenon of nature the
them, to its natural processes A& GKS DNBFG . F NNASN w

AAlso crucial to realize that we have moral
responsibilities and are hugely shaped by
social, political, economic, technical factors

A Failing to separate understandin? of humans from
a

understanding of nonhumans is tantamount to
Insisting social sciences be reduced to natural

sciences
A Such fajlure leads o absurdities like ar}(%umenl;s for . - . .
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I A NR / LafiNature(et inorte, Xiveda

nature€ 1992)).



Why value naturalness?

AMany do value naturalness in a variety of circumstance

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

Lebron James

b-1.25" w/o shoes, 7-0.25

Or consider differential evaluation of
natural death versus murder

Or attitudes toward fake birds/lawns

and plastic trees




We should value naturalness

AValue of naturalness is contextual

Alnitial acts of humanization by Pleistocene humans
little/no loss of value
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planet continuing to accelerate unabated, value 2f
relatively untouched nature is acute

ANeed for limits
ATo the human enterprise =
ATo our freedom to act on and control the world
ATo our responsibility for the way things are



Imagine a world of near total human creation

Where humans

A Determine the weather: when spring comes, when it rains, whether sunny/cloudy;,
direction/speed of wind, how much show

A Decide which species exist, where, and in what concentration na%lre
APlant every tree L .

A Shape every river, mountain, valley, glacier, and ocean current
A Replace natural beauty with landscaped aesthetics
A Engineer in detail the characteristics of our children

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

A Only a narcissistic species would appreciate such a world of human overreachina
A We should not be masters of the earth .
AWe are already on this path and in many ways have already gone too far S~



Valuing naturalness shows respect for
iIndependent nature

AHumans should share the earth with others

AShouId respect autonomy and mdependencehofnonhuman other
ARespect its authenticity and integrit ‘




Limits to value of naturalness

ANaturalness is typically a value enhancing property

A Although it does not guarantee that an entity possessing it is good all things
considered

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

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



Animal suffering versus naturalness

AExperiential states of animals in nature are morally relevant
A Reject claim suffering in nature neither good, nor bad: It is clearly intrinsically bad
A This badness itself provideseasonto consider alleviating/preventing it

ASo tension exists between respect for independent nature and moral
concern for preventable wild animal suffering

A These two values/moral reasons need to be weighed against each other

ANaturalness defense of laisstdre
A Preserving naturalness typically outweighs avoiding animal suffering

A Especially when considering largeale, remaking of nature in image of
compassionate welfare biology (e.g., widespread birth control for predator & prey)

A Small scale individual acts that alleviate suffering and cause little loss of naturalness
are advisable (E.g., shooting dying & suffering elk)
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No duty to rescue animals from fate in nature

AMoral difference between failing to assist and harming
AbhyS Ada LISOdz Al NI & NpaLl2yairotsS F2NJ
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AWe are typically not entangled with wild animals



Palmer on entanglement

A Entanglements generating positive duties to assist come from
A Agreements (lifeguard)
A Creation of vulnerability or dependence (feed our dogs)
A Harm requiring reparations (Your car hits squirrel)

A Benefitting from an injustice (even if you did not cause iIt) . 4C¢KAA FfGAGdZRAY
Aa5SOSt2LIYSyié RSaGNRBe&a RSSNI KFOAGE O shuyfibh wye élthodgh bnNID
A Road kill: we all benefit form car culture that leads to this harm some are directly responsible for

A Sharing attitudes whose existence supports and explains disadvantage harm to individual animals, many

A A person finds kittens in dumpster shares responsibility (thinks pet institution  others create the world in which
unproblematic & accepts pet trade) harms are institutionalized,

A A health vegetarian who is indifferent to animal pain/death shares responsibility fors yO2dzNy 3SRXE 2N
factory farming (Palmer, 2010)

AExplains: Why we have a duty to assist unrelated humans gstarving
children overseas) and cultural animals Sdrownlng pets), but not 2
animals in nature (drowning wildebeests

A We are entangled with other humans and cultural animals and this generates
obligations to assist (e.g., a drowning child/dog)

A We are not entangled with wild animals and so have no duty to assigmmErEs
drowning wildebeests








































