
PHL273, Essay 2 (750-1000 words) 
Due: Friday, March 3 

 

Prompt 
 
What should be done with P-45? Give an argument in support of your answer. Next, 
give an objection to your argument. Finally, respond to that objection.  
 

Background 
 
P-45 is a mountain lion who frequently kills domestic animals in the Santa Monica 
Mountains, seemingly just for sport. He is special, however, because of his genes. The 
Santa Monica mountain lion population is on the verge of extinction due to intensive 
inbreeding; it is isolated by geographic barriers, and so very few non-indigenous 
mountain lions mingle with its population. P-45 is the lone exception. His mating with 
the Santa Monica mountain lions, then, is one of the only ways for them to avoid 
extinction. (Note: It is not as if all mountain lions will go extinct without P-45’s 
contribution. It is rather that, very likely, the subspecies ‘Santa Monica mountain lion’ 
will go extinct if P-45 is not permitted to continue living in the area.)  
 
You will want to read the article “The Lions of Los Angeles” in The New Yorker for 
further background. It is posted on Blackboard. I have marked with blue arrows the 
sections that I consider essential to properly evaluating the issue (one section at the 
beginning, and one section at the end). In the other parts of the article, I have 
highlighted a few details that might be useful.   
 

Further instruction 
 
Your task is to resolve a dispute. On the one hand, P-45 is a menace. He has killed over 
60 domestic animals, and he makes the citizens of Santa Monica afraid. On the other 
hand, he is highly valuable. Without his contributions to the gene pool, the Santa 
Monica mountain lions will likely go extinct (99.7 percent probability). What, then, 
should be done? You can imagine several possible answers: P-45 should be killed, he 
should be captured and removed from the area, he should be permitted to continue 
living in the area, all the mountain lions should be captured and removed from the 
Santa Monica mountains, and so on. (There are more options available than just these!). 
You should decide on an answer and argue for it in your paper. In doing so, you will 
want to make use of what we have learned from animal welfare ethicists (e.g., Singer 



and Regan) and ecocentrists (e.g., Leopold and Callicott). Additionally, it may help you 
to consider Russow’s arguments concerning the value of species.  
 
What I recommend is that you make your practical argument about what should be 
done with P-45 by appealing to one of the philosophical arguments we have seen so far. 
Then, when you make an objection to your argument, you should appeal to a 
philosophical argument from an opposing camp. For instance, if you thought P-45 
should be permitted to stay, you could appeal to the ecocentric principle that the good 
of the biotic community determines right and wrong actions. Then, in giving an 
objection to your argument, you could appeal to Singer’s principle of equal consideration 
of the interests of all sentient beings. When you respond to this objection, you could 
argue, for instance, that equal consideration of interests actually favors letting P-45 
stay, or that considerations of ecosystems trump all other considerations. (Note: Many 
more combinations are possible. You could use Regan instead of Singer. You could use 
Singer against himself. You could use Russow to make your main argument as well as to 
make an objection to it. And so on.)  
 
Finally, be sure to use details from the article to support your points.  
 

Tips 
 
Your introduction paragraph, again, should be pithy and straightforward. It should 
contain a sentence of the following form: ‘I will argue that <some specific action 
concerning P-45 should be taken> because <some philosophical reason that supports 
taking that action>.’  
 
Your first body paragraph should put forward your argument. Important: Do not 
simply summarize The New Yorker article. Also, do not simply summarize Singer, 
Regan, Leopold, Callicott, Russow, or anyone else. Rather, give an argument that makes 
use of the tools that they have taught us, e.g. equal consideration of interests, rights for 
all subjects-of-a-life, the first principles of ecocentrism, whether species (and subspecies) 
are worth preserving. I do not want to know what you think they would say that we 
should do. I want to know what you think we should do, and I want you to give an 
argument for that using things that we have learned.  
 
Your second body paragraph should put forward an objection to your argument. 
Here it is okay to use Singer, Regan, or the others as your interlocutor. But you don’t 
have to do that. Again, you can just give what you think is the best objection to your 
position, making use of the things that we have learned from them. Be very specific 



about what the objection is, and exactly how it conflicts with your original argument. It 
would be welcome, for instance, for you to conclude this paragraph with a sentence of 
the following form, ‘Thus, the objection is that…’  
 
Your third body paragraph should respond to that objection. By this I mean that it 
should give an argument for why that objection fails, and thus why your original 
argument is still correct. Be very specific about why the objection fails. It would be 
welcome, for instance, for you to conclude this paragraph with a sentence of the 
following form, ‘Thus, the objection fails because…’  
 
You do not need a conclusion. If you want to write one, it should do one of two things: 
restate your argument very concisely, or acknowledge what else should be considered on 
this issue that, unfortunately, you did not have space to consider.  
 

Submission 
 
Submit your essay on Blackboard (follow the ‘Essay 2’ link). Make sure it is in .doc or 
.docx format (or a similar format that Microsoft Word will open). Save your paper as 
‘lastnamefirstinitial.phl273.essay2.’ Below the title, specify the number of words in your 
paper (e.g., “Words: 823”). Do not go over the word limit. One goal of this activity is to 
give you practice at writing concisely about complicated ideas.  
 

Goals 
 
Writing this essay is meant to improve your abilities to (i) carefully consider a real 
world, practical issue; (ii) give an original argument about what should be done about 
that issue; (iii) use tools that you have learned to support your argument (iv) consider 
an objection to what you think is right; (v) respond to an objection; and (vi) write 
concisely about complicated ideas.  
 

Evaluation criteria 
 
Your essay will be evaluated based on whether it (i) gives a coherent and compelling 
argument about what should be done with P-45; (ii) makes good use of some ideas that 
we have learned so far; (iii) considers a strong objection to your argument; (iv) gives a 
satisfying response to that objection; (v) is written clearly, i.e. in an immediately 
comprehensible manner and with good use of ‘signpost’ language; and (vi) wastes few 
words.  


