
Summer task: Philosophy: 
Should I eat meat? 
 
This task involves you reading and 
understanding a philosophical debate.  
The debate uses ‘arguments’ for and 
against eating meat.  You need to 
read and understand the arguments 
and decide which arguments you 
think are the strongest. 
 
Please note that the page numbers by 
the text refer to the scanned handout 
“Should I eat meat?” By Stephen Law. 
 
Part 1 (Making notes). Your answers 
will not be marked – they will help you 
make good notes on the arguments.  
Answer questions as ‘notes’ which will 
help you with part 2.  The better your 
notes in part 1, the better your part 2. 
 
1. Read the story of Errol the 

explorer. P1-4 
 
2. Explain what ‘The Big Question’ is 

that Errol and the cannibals are 
trying to answer. P5 

 
3. What two common reasons are 

there for vegetarians not eating 
meat? p5-7 

 
4. What is a ‘moral’ vegetarian? 
 
5. What do ‘moral’ vegetarians object 

to?  Read the case of Zoe the 
Hunter. P 7-8 

 
6. Why would ‘moral’ vegetarians not 

object to the deer killed by Harry? 
P8-9 

 
7. Do you think that ‘moral’ 

vegetarians would object to eating 

the animals killed in the Andes 
plane crash?  Give reasons for 
your answer. P9-10 

 
8. Explain each of the six arguments 

Carol gives for eating meat. P11-25 
 
9. Evaluate Aisha’s responses to 

Carol’s arguments.  Do you think 
that they are convincing? P11-25 

 
Part 2: Your argument 
 
‘Eating meat is morally wrong’  
 
Write an argument for or against this 
view. 
200 words maximum 
 
Suggested plan: 
• Which way you are going to argue 

[either for or against the statement 
‘Eating meat is morally wrong’ ] 

• Set out your reasons in as clear 
and organised a way as possible.  
These arguments are likely to be 
the same as those used by either 
Carol or Aisha – use your notes on 
their arguments to help you 
organise and fully explain your 
own. 

• A very brief conclusion. 
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