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Earlier this month, The Discerning Brute covered promotions for the debate event “Don’t Eat 
Anything with a Face.” It got a lot of press traction. Hosted by the U.S. affiliate of Intelligence 
Squared, the debate featured two two-member teams arguing each side of the motion. For the 
motion were Dr. Neal Barnard of the Physicians Committee for Responsible Medicine and 
George Washington University and his debate partner Gene Baur, founder and co-president of 
Farm Sanctuary. Against the motion were Chris Masterjohn, author of the blog The Daily Lipid 
(sponsored by the Weston A. Price Foundation), and his debate partner Joel Salatin, public 
speaker and director of Polyface Farms. 

The debate was composed of three rounds, including a question-and-answer with the audience, 
and to my delight it maintained an intelligent, robust, and precise examination of the motion, 
Don’t Eat Anything with a Face. The facts and concerns the debaters addressed, on both sides, 
were detailed and numerous, and, at the same time, far from complete. Nevertheless, at the 
end of the ninety minutes the audience was asked to select a winner. The results are 
illuminating. TheDiscerningBrute.com editor, Joshua Katcher was in the audience and had this 
to say: 

http://intelligencesquaredus.org/debates/past-debates/item/910-dont-eat-anything-with-a-face
http://intelligencesquaredus.org/debates/past-debates/item/910-dont-eat-anything-with-a-face
http://www.nealbarnard.org/
http://www.farmsanctuary.org/about-us/leadership/
http://blog.cholesterol-and-health.com/
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Weston_A._Price_Foundation
http://www.polyfacefarms.com/speaking-protocol/joels-bio/


“The debate was sold-out, jam packed, and the popularity of this debate was such that it 
crashed the Intelligence Squared website! The energy both in the crowd and on the stage 
was intense, thought-provoking, and above all, it was nice to her that the place where 
99% of meat and dairy products (CAFO’s, more popularly known as factory farms) was 
not even on the table for debate, being considered indefensible by both sides. At the 
after party, even moderator John Donvan, author and correspondent for ABC News, 
admitted he’d be changing his eating habits.” 

For anyone passionate about food, the definition of food, the future of food, the state of 
farming, or our relationship to non-human animals, this is a serious investigation of all of these 
topics. The only related topic not considered here is that of factory farming. Both sides of the 
motion agree from the outset that factory farming, and all its outcomes and implications, is 
egregious. The panelists debate only the motion: Don’t Eat Anything with a Face. It is worth 
watching: http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=OCcJq56ZMJg&noredirect=1 

One of the main points raised by the two who argued against the position was that many 
animals are killed in growing vegetation. But according to research, more animals are still killed 
in farming them directly: 

Number of Animals Killed to Produce One Million Calories 
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