Outline and critically assess the supposed justifications for either the practice of factory farming or the use of animals in research

Factory farming, or ‘intensive animal farming’, is the method that large corporations use to produce meat and dairy on a large scale, “these industrial facilities are characterized by raising large numbers of animals, mostly indoors, in conditions intended to maximize production at minimal cost.”[footnoteRef:1] It can be argued that they are immoral due to their treatment of the animals, hence the debate concerning its justifications. World Animal Protection outlines this mistreatment clearly: “Factory farming systems confine and crowd animals so they have little room to move, and manipulate them through feeding and breeding for maximum growth at the expense of their welfare. They also subject animals to painful procedures, often times without pain relief, and limit animals’ ability to engage in social interactions and behaviors important to them.”[footnoteRef:2] [1:  https://www.worldanimalprotection.ca/news/what-factory-farming]  [2:  ibid] 

If we were to put aside the moral implications of factory farming, however, and focus only on it’s use as a system, the arguments for its continuation lie in its supposed efficiency. In a world where meat consumption seems to only grow exponentially (see figure 1), factory farm is seen as a solution: producing meat on mass with low cost and resources. To put it simply, it’s a matter of supply and demand, and traditional means of farming aren’t fast enough to keep up. Moreover, this method of farming produces meat at a more affordable rate for consumers, making it an economically sound investment that traditional farming methods. However, to truly assess the practice, morality should be taken into account, and this is where we can find fault with factory farming. 
One philosopher that attempted to evaluate this morality is Peter Singer, (see figure 2) in his book, ‘Animal Liberation’, in which he discusses the use of factory farms and animals in research and makes clear from the get-go that he sees them as an example of “extensive exploitation[footnoteRef:3]” of animals. He sees factory farming as turning animals into “machines that convert low-priced fodder into high-priced flesh”[footnoteRef:4], and argues strongly against the use of such farming. Singer conducted research on the conditions in farms such as these, and writes about these experiences in his book, describing the processes that take place and his horror at them; “watching the hens is like watching three people trying to spend a comfortable night in a single bed – expect the hens are condemned to this fruitless struggle for a whole year rather than a night.”[footnoteRef:5] Battery cages (see figure 3) for hens have been banned for their inhumanity throughout most of Europe, Canada, Mexico and Israel, however, are still present in the US which is known for its huge meat consumption. These Battery cages – where hens are living in cramped conditions, barely able to move for the size of their cage – are only one example of factory farming in which animals are treated more as machines that living creatures.  [3:  Singer, Liberation, Pg 96]  [4:  Ibid, pg 98]  [5:  Ibid, pg 115] 

Singer’s essay “All animals are equal” focuses on the key theme of whether we should treat all animals – human and nonhuman alike – the same and comes to the conclusion that instead of giving them equal rights, which would include pointless provisions such as letting animals vote or drive, we should instead give them an “equal consideration of interests”[footnoteRef:6]. This essentially means that we should consider their suffering or needs in the same way we would consider a human’s. Singer argues that this prevents Speciesism (“a prejudice or attitude of bias in favour of the interests of members of one’s own species and against those of members of there species”[footnoteRef:7]). Singer takes his view one further by saying that “the belief that human life, and only human life, is sacrosanct is a form of speciesism”[footnoteRef:8] and advocates for vegetarianism, saying that it is “the most practical and effective step one can take toward ending both the killing of nonhuman animals and the infliction of suffering upon them”[footnoteRef:9].  [6:  All animals are equal, applied ethics, singer]  [7:  All animals are equal, applied ethics, singer]  [8:  ibid]  [9:  Singer, liberation, Pg 173] 

While Singer’s argument against factory farming is sound, I would be careful to take his writing with a pinch of salt, as he takes his views to an extreme which takes the sense out of it to an extent. For example, he concludes his essay with; “As long as we remember that we should give the same respect to the lives of animals as we give to the lives of those humans at a similar mental level, we shall not go too far wrong.”[footnoteRef:10] This idea of similar metal level/ capabilities is an idea which is echoed throughout his writing, drawing concerning connections between animals and humans with disabilities; “There will surely be some nonhuman animals whose lives, by any standards, are more valuable than the lives of some humans. A chimpanzee, dog, or pig, for instance, will have a higher degree of self-awareness and a greater capacity for meaningful relations with others than a severely retarded infant or someone in the state of advanced senility.” This kind of writing presents Singer to be something of a fanatic, and by using examples like this it brings his writing into question; rather than backing a sound argument, it twists his view into something extreme. [10:  ibid] 

Stepping away from the morality of factory farming, another issue I take with Singer’s arguments, is his suggestion that we stop farming livestock completely. A complete ceasing of animal farming and meat production would deal a huge blow to any country’s economic situation, taking away a great source of employment and revenue, especially for countries such as Wales, which, in 2020 was “worth £1.7 billion to the economy with agriculture representing a higher percentage of the Welsh economy compared to the UK as a whole[footnoteRef:11]”. Granted most of this income comes from small farming business, and traditional farming methods (such as free grazing, see figure 4), but it proves that production and consuming of meat is a key part of many economies, and while restrictions on factory farming might benefit the industry, taking farming off the board completely is not a feasible option, poking another hole in Singer’s argument.  [11:  https://publications.parliament.uk/pa/cm5802/cmselect/cmwelaf/607/report.html] 

We must also evalutate factory farming’s impact upon the environment if we are to truly asess the supposed justifications of the practice. In truth, though it might have it’s benefits to the economy, its impact on the environment is detrimental, only adding to the climate crisis. According to a 2006 FAO (the Food and Agriculture Organisation of the united states) report, “the livestock sector emerges as one of the top two or three most significant contributors to the most serious environmental problems, at every scale from local to global” [footnoteRef:12] due to the amount of greenhouse gasses emmitted throughout the life-cycle of meat production, manufacturing and transport. These harmful gases include Methane, Nitrous Oxide and Carbon Dioxide. What’s more, is the disproportionate usage of land for livestock (see figure 5) means a “loss of biodiversity, habits, water availability and soil health[footnoteRef:13]”. According to the Chatham house report, “Our current food system is structured to drive demand, leading to biodiversity loss through (1) the continued conversion of natural or semi-natural ecosystems to managed ones, and (2) the use of unsustainable agricultural practices at farm level, landscape level and global level.”[footnoteRef:14] As is clear from the evidence provided, factory farming poses an obvious threat to our planet and cannot be justified on the scale it is currently at, as it doesn’t seem it’s pros outweigh it’s cons.  [12:  Livestock’s Long shadow- environmental issues and options, LEAD]  [13:  https://sentientmedia.org/factory-farming-environmental-impact/]  [14:  https://www.chathamhouse.org/2021/02/food-system-impacts-biodiversity-loss/02-how-todays-food-system-drives-biodiversity-loss] 

The Philosopher, Tzachi Zamir, focuses on movements against the practice of Factory Farming, in his book ‘Ethics and the Beast’, where he discusses the problematic matter of moral vegetarians, who in the minds of Vegans, “disingenuously stop short of a full realization of what speciesist culture involves and what living a moral life in such an environment requires.”[footnoteRef:15] He argues that for a person to truly be opposed to the exploitation of, and cruelty towards, animals, they must do more than just avoid eating meat, as the conditions of animals being kept for other products is just as unforgivable. “If it is wrong to kill an entity of a particular kind, it is probably wrong to exploit it. And if it is wrong to benefit from the entity killed, it seems wrong to benefit from that entity being exploited. The moral logic of veganism appears sound.” The problem that most people find with vegans, is the way they often preach their moral high ground, attempting to convert everyone, or taking their opposition to the industry a step too far. Zamir seems to agree with this, saying that “some types of pro-animal protest are moral overkills (not talking to meat eaters; not letting one’s children play with the children of a farm owner; leaving one’s town because a new abattoir has opened)”.[footnoteRef:16] These kinds of open protest do, however, clearly show an agreed upon consensus that factory farming is not justified as a practice, and follows a questionable ethical structure. [15:  Ethics and the Beast, Tzachi Zamir, pg 95]  [16:  Ethics and the Beast, Tzachi Zamir, pg] 

Having discussed both the supposed justifications – the efficiency and economic benefits – and the ethical and environmental drawbacks of using such factory farming, I think it’s clear that industrial farming as a practice is not easy to put in a box. It’s not as clear-cut as ‘right’ or ‘wrong’, it is a matter of trying to get the balance right – farming cannot be off the table, it provides jobs and income, and meat can be a great source of protien for our diets, however we need to find a more sustainable and humane way of farming; we need to bring back traditional farming and put provisions in place to stop animal welfare being dismissed. 
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Figure Three- http://www.chickens.allotment-garden.org /poultry-diary/wp-content/uploads/2012/01/26/uk-non-compliance-with-eu-battery-cage-ban/Conventional-Battery-Cage.jpg
[image: The Impact of Drought Conditions on Welsh Beef and Sheep Farms ...]




Figure Four- https://businesswales.gov.wales/farming connect/sites/farmingconnect/files/styles/wysiwyg_sm/public/glanmynys%203.jpg?itok=TjmFkHHE
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Figure Five- https://ourworldindata.org/uploads/2020/01/Global-land-use-graphic-800x506.png
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Figure 6- https://www.chathamhouse.org/system/files/styles
/reader_content_width_medium/private/reader-content
/publication-25042/file-49517/OEBPS/image/CHHJ8537-Fig3.png?itok=WjhVXJes
image4.jpeg




image5.png
Global land use for food production [

Earth’s surface| 11%mn

71% Habitable land 1% Gace 199 Barren land
104 Milon ke

Land surface|

Habitable land|
Agricultural land|

37% Forests xsme
%9 Mon kv





image6.png
Agricuttural
expansion

soil
depletion

More
competition

m -

Agricultural Less crop
Intensification diversity
and trade

Climate
change

animals

Less content
dietary
diversity.

More
waste




image1.jpeg
The Countries That Eat

the Most Meat
Countries it the highest annual meat
consumption per capita in 2018 (in bs)

us &
Australia @

Argentina B

Israel T
1Y

New Zealand @)
Chie &
Canada &

(eJole]

203
195
statista %




image2.jpeg




image3.jpeg




