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The only way to have a cow

This may have been the first article I read for this class I don't like. The first was the rhetoric. Writer Bill McKibben sounds very syly. He speaks in a way that sounds like he thinks he's better than everyone else just because he doesn't eat red meat. For example, the first sentences of the article are: May I say - somewhat defensively - that I have not cooked red meat for many years.
Why is he saying defensively? Does cooking red meat make you a bad person? Is it a sin punishable by death? Then he goes on: I haven't been to McDonald's since college and if you asked me how I like my steak, I'd say I don't really remember. At this point, I'm not even halfway through the first paragraph and I don't like the author. Later, when he talks about cows and red meat,
he even says: And the fact that the product of this exercise tastes good sounds like a pretty boring excuse Right here sounds like he's specifically targeting red meat eaters. I won't be offended very easily, but when I read this sentence, I was able to tell you that he was trying to offend anyone who didn't agree with him. I can tell you that this article was definitely written for
vegetarians who share the same views on red meat as hers. I could tell you that McKibben's intention was to convince people, but because his rhetoric was offensive to people who had a different view than his, his point didn't get to me. Secondly, there is the fact that there is no I'm not sure I understood what he meant, but it seemed a little ridiculous that he directly blamed the
consumption of red meat on global warming. Of course, cows produce a lot of methane gas, but the consumption of red meat cannot be blamed for global warming. It's like blaming a computer inventor for a virus you got on your computer. Bill McKibben's Only Way to Get a Cow aims to inform people about reducing their meat intake and how this habit can harm our environment. A
cow would release a harmful substance, such as methany when farting or burping. In fact, these measures could lead to a greater problem, global warming. Becoming vegan could make the environment friendlier. By eating grass, fed cows are healthier than feeding corn to cows. However, another problem form, grass-fed cows are more expensive than corn-fed grass, causing
low-income people not to be able to afford to eat healthily. Bill McKibben, a researcher at Middlebury College, tried to tell people who liked eating red meat because he was worried about our health, so he wanted us to dwindle in eating red meat. The first reason for eating red meat can harm environments. The second reason is coal. comes from felling the forest to start the farm.
In addition, when cows fart or burp, cows release a harmful substance that is like a methane. Moreover, it is a harmful environment in the long term. Term. The reason is that cows eat corn, because grass-fed cows are clearly much better for those who want to eat red meat. I think the author does a very good thing in this essay. I think he is doing a good job of talking about all the
points about eating meat. I found it interesting that animal consumption is causing climate change. 51% of the world's green house's gas emissions come from forest fellings to establish farm, fertilizer, diseal fuel, truck exhaust and methane gas from real cows. Cows do not really live on the farm now, they live in an area called a feeder, and they are fed a wire. This is not ethical,
and I like the way the author suggests going back to bison habits. Because the bison were constantly moving from place to place, they didn't leave their waste in the same place every time. The author suggested moving from feeding site cultivation to rotation to reduce greenhouse gas emissions. Not only are grass-fed cows much better for humans to eat. All in all, I fully agree
with the rapporteur. I believe that farming should move to rotation, because it has many advantages. Standard On what soil does McKibben claim that industrial livestock production is essential, which cannot be? Summarize his evidence and explain why you agree or disagree with his claim. According to Bill McKibben, the common way of producing livestock is fundamentally
unjustified. He supports this argument by the lack of basic animal protection in meat production. Animals must stand all day in a small space, be fed with modified corn products and receive drugs to reduce the side effects of this sad treatment. All this will eventually be slaughtered inhumanely and fed to whole-sized growing customers – just for taste, which is not an ethically good
reason. He also says that the number of cows in such treatment produces large amounts of methane gas, which has a huge negative impact on climate change. Why is McKibben trying to prove that he doesn't have a cow in this fight? Would it matter if he did (or didn't)? What Bill McKibben means is that he takes no place in this debate about vegetarian or vegan cigarettes
traditional meat consumers. He makes this statement to reach a wider spectrum of people, including carnivoers, who might have ignored McKibbens' words if he had sided with vegetarians. McKibben intended to speak openly to a wide range of consumers to plant ideas on the facts of meat production. I do not think it would make much difference, because he lists the most
important facts about meat production. He makes it clear that eating red meat has just as good an effect on the human body as an animal produced for that reason. leans on the side of vegetarians because he no longer eats meat unless. Unless. Offered it to him, who was offended if he refused it. I believe that while McKibben says he doesn't have a cow here (because he won't
eat it), his message may not reach many meat fans through the rough facts that meat lovers want to avoid hearing these truths. 1. Bill McKibben notes that industrial livestock production is not substantially a lot astiked. In particular, he says that this practice is ethically and ecologically wrong. Much of our farmland is devoted to growing corn to feed industrial livestock. The
processes used to clear land, slaughter and process meat generate huge amounts of greenhouse gases. This is an ecological attitude. In these cases, the sole purpose of the herd is to eat until they are fat enough to be slaughtered for human consumption. Our only excuse is because their meat tastes good. This is an ethical argument. I understand Mr McKibbon's points and I
agree with the ecological side. I didn't realize how many greenhouse gases were released just for beef processing. However, I totally enjoy beef patties and don't see much that would be ethically wrong in killing an animal so we can eat it. An industrialized process may not be ideal, but it will make meat more affordable for everyone. 3. McKibbon says he does not have a cow in
this fight, which means that he does not defend personal victory. This is an important point in this type of controversial argument. If he were the owner of some vegan company or other company that would benefit fewer carnivores, he would lose credibility. Opponents of his cause can claim that he acts only for self-interest, accusing him of exaggerating the statistics. Being
objective is the only way to present your arguments in a reliable way. May I say — somewhat defensively — that I have not cooked red meat for many years? That I haven't been to McDonald's since college? If you asked me how I like my steak, I'd say I don't remember. I'm not a moral abstinence - I eat meat when poor people in far-off places offer it to me, especially when they're
proud of it and I'd be an ass to say no. But in everyday life, for reasons that started with the diet of the woman I chose to marry, hamburgers just don't come into play. I'm going to start here because I'm going to wade into one of the most intense fracases in the world - meat or not meat - and I want to confirm that I don't have a cow in this fight. In recent years, vegetarians and
vegans have increased their attack on animal meat consumption, not only pointing out that it is disgusting (read Jonathan Safran Foer's new book) but also a major cause of climate change. Figures range from 18% of global greenhouse gas emissions it was quickly discrete — 51%. Whatever the exact number, it's enough. when it is said that it is high: there is coal that comes from
the forest to start the farm, and the fertiliser and diesel fuel needed to grow corn is truck exhaust, which comes here and yon, and above all methane that comes from the cows themselves (95% of that front end, not on the butt, and these millions of feeder cows would like if you use the word eructate instead of burps). This news has led to an almost endless series of statistical
calculations: becoming vegan reduces greenhouse gas emissions by 50% more effectively than switching to a hybrid car, according to a study by the University of Chicago; The UN Food and Agriculture Organisation states that half a kilo of minced meat has the same impact on climate change as driving an SUV for 16 kilometres. It has led to many political statements: last
autumn, the British Health Secretary called on the English to cut their beef by dropping at least a sausage a week from their diet, and Paul McCartney has declared that the biggest change anyone could make in their own way of life to help the environment would be to become a vegetarian. It has even led to the marketing of a men's flip-flop called stop global warming toepeeka,
made along completely vegan lines. Industrial livestock production cannot be substantially justified — ethically, ecologically and otherwise. We are now using a huge part of our farmland to grow the corn we feed to cows that stand in feeders and eructtate until they are slaughtered in many outrageous ways and we become more and more in our stomachs. And the fact that the
product of this exercise tastes good sounds rather lame as an excuse. There are technocorns - corn feed to produce less methane, or give cows shots so that they eructate less violently. But this type of exhaust repair only works around the edges, and as the planet warms up quickly, it's not enough. We should simply stop eating factory-grown meat, and the effects on climate
change would be just one of many benefits. Still, even if you have made that commitment, there is a nagging ecological question that has just been asked. It goes like this: long before people had sorted out the whole cow thing, nature had its own bedbuds and bedbuds. Big animal goers — maybe 60 million bison across North America and maybe 100 million antelopes. That is
significantly more than the number of cows currently living in the United States. These were noble creatures, but rude eructate had not yet been found. They're really burping right now. Why didn't they fill the atmosphere with methane? Why didn't manure provide large amounts of atmospheric gas? Answer is both interesting and potentially radical in its consequences. These old-
school hooves and hooves were not very different in their plumbing - they were also methane factories with legs. But they used their feet for something. They didn't stand still in the feeding places waiting for corn, and they didn't stake in place on the large western federal lots over-grazing the same affectassae grass. They didn't stand still. Maybe they would have enjoyed
stationaryness, but like teenagers in a small town, they were constantly moved by their own version of the police: wolves. And big cats. And finally, Indians. According to the predators. When they moved, they ate grass and dropped manure. Or, as soil scientists would put it, they grazed the same perennies once or twice a year to convert terresan biomass into manure and urine.
Then the dung beetles buried the results in the soil and treated the grass to grow back. These meadows covered places that don't get much rain - the south-west and plains, Australia, Africa, much of Asia. And all that grassland isolated from a huge amount of carbon and methane from the atmosphere — recent preliminary studies show that methane-loving bacteria in healthy soil
insulate more gas per day than cows supported by the same region emit in a year. We are full of predators in most of the world, and it is hard to imagine, in a short space of time, that we will have to deal with climate change, stop eating meat and return herds of buffalo and wolves to all the necessary places. It's a little easier to imagine imitating those systems with cows. The main
technique here is a single-stranded electric fence - you move your livestock or herd once or twice a day from one small pasture to another, forcing them to eat everything that grows there, but moving them forward before they graze all the good things on bare ground. Now their manure is not a problem that fills the cesspool, but a key part of how the system works. According to
some studies, this method of livestock farming could get much of the oversupply of greenhouse gases in the atmosphere back into the soil within half a century. This means that the transition from feeding site cultivation to rotational farming is one of the few changes we can make that are on the same scale as the problem of global warming. It doesn't make it out of the need to
radically reduce emissions, but it could help get the exhaust fumes from the car you sent in high school back out of the atmosphere. And grass-fed beef is apparently much better for you - full of Omega 3s, like sardines that moo. Best of all, it becomes more expensive because you can't automate the process the way you can feed into agriculture. You need a friend to move Every
afternoon. (That's why about a billion of our fellow human beings are currently doing live as shepherds one way or another - some of them use slingshots, dogs or shepherd bandits or horses instead of electric fences, but the principle is the same.) More expensive, in this case, as in many others, is good; We end up eating meat like most of the world - as a spice, a flavor, an
ingredient, not a main course. I don't think McDonald's is in favour of it. I don't think Paul McCartney's in favour of it. It can't get rid of the essential problem of killing something and then putting it in your mouth. But it is possible that the atmosphere would be in favour, and it is worth putting down a fork and thinking about it. Bill McKibben is a writer and environmentalist who was
awarded the Right Livelihood Award in 2014, sometimes called the Alternative Nobel Prize. His 1989 book The End of Nature is considered the first book by the general public on climate change and has appeared in 24 languages; He's written a dozen more books. He has founded 350.org, the first planet-wide grassroots climate change movement to hold 20,000 rallies around the
world in every country against North Korea except North Korea, led the resistance of the Keystone Pipeline and launched a fast-growing fossil fuel divest motion. Business.
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