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Drawing the Line 

  Life is one huge moral dilemma that leaves us questioning how far is too far. What we 

are willing to sacrifice all comes down what we deem important and our beliefs. We all have our 

own set of values, morals, and customs, but these are shaped by our environment and the culture 

in which we live. David Foster Wallace takes the hearty Maine Lobster Festival and investigates 

the ethics behind the practice of cooking these animals alive in his “Consider the Lobster.” Hal 

Herzog explores this issue on a broader scale using his “Animals Like Us” to explain the 

quandary of “the troubled middle.” Jessica Mitford further questions the customs regarded as 

normal in American culture by examining our funeral industry in “The Story of Service.” 

Wallace, Herzog, and Mitford combine to voice their concern about the blurred line of morality 

that obscures our reality. 

 There are always at least two sides to every issue. In Wallace’s situation, some find 

cooking lobsters alive “unproblematic” while others would never dare harm an animal (Wallace 

497). He describes how they “cling to the container’s sides or even hook [their] claws over the 

kettle’s rim” and how you can hear the rattling of the cover as the lobster attempts to escape 

almost certain demise (506). As the lobster clearly shows preference not to be in the pot of 

boiling water, we ignore its agony and wait anxiously for our next indulgence - this lobster -  to 

finish cooking. Is wrong to make this animal suffer and feel pain purely for our gustatory 

pleasure? Wallace says it is, but that personally does not stop him from continuing to eat them. 

Commented [1]: This is a very powerful statement and 
I couldn't agree more, this is a nice way to open the 
essay because it makes the reader want to keep on 
reading 

Commented [2]: I think finding a way to introduce the 
authors would give them more of an impact on the 
reader. You kind of just dive right into them. 

Commented [3]: I think your intro started out really 
strong but it ends kind of just "ok," I don't know your 
true thesis and I feel you could explain a little more 
about what your going to talk about and how your going 
to combine all these readers, or why your writing about 
them 

Commented [4]: You have a lot of quoting going on in 
here. It's not a bad thing, but remember sometimes you 
can get away with just paraphrasing to get your idea 
across. 

Commented [5]: This sentence feels a little bit 
awkward to me. maybe you could say something like 
we ignore it's agony, and wait anxiously for our meal to 
cook. something like that, the ending is just a little 
confusing 
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Herzog, on the other hand, would have you make that decision for yourself, urging you to decide 

where you want to draw that line. He would make you answer the question: “But is a lobster 

really considered an animal?” And if it is, then what rights does it have? There is a type of 

hierarchy that exists in American culture that puts humans above other animals. But does our 

higher intelligence give us the right to do as we please? Herzog mentions that he would do things 

like sacrifice mice to help research in the cancer field but at the same time, is against the idea of 

testing cosmetics on animals. I feel the same. This superiority, in a sense, does give us the ability 

to make these decisions, but it is often difficult to decipher what is the “right” thing to do. By 

encouraging us to find where we draw our line, Herzog presents this troubled middle where lots 

of us are stuck. Morality is not a clear cut line. 

 While being caught in the middle, we often find ourselves uninformed. Herzog makes us 

question what we consider to be animals and whether it is okay to eat them, but this view is 

largely shaped for us by the society in America. Cats and dogs are definitely off limits, but cows, 

chickens, and sea creatures are not. In fact, lobster is a delicacy. What is it about lobsters in 

particular, though, that make them okay to eat? Wallace discusses how the science community is 

unsure how much pain, if at all, lobsters experience and goes on to explain “lobsters’ raw 

subjective experience to pain is so radically different from mammal’s that it may not even 

deserve the term ‘pain’” (Wallace 508). In a way, they do feel pain, but “don’t feel anything 

about it” which means that it is not distressing to them (508). So if lobsters are “okay” with this, 

then I suppose the controversy can end here. However, Wallace bring up the fact lobsters do 

exhibit preferences. This is where we have to decide where we draw the line. 

 

Lobster stands as a symbol for understanding the pain and suffering of the world around us. 

Commented [6]: I really love this sentence. I feel like 
you could move it to make it a strong paragraph thesis 
sentence for this entire paragraph!! 

Commented [7]: I feel that your not giving YOUR 
standpoint in this paragraph, your basically just telling 
me what herzog and DFW think, but I don't know where 
you stand I just know how these people feel but your 
not relating it back to you 

Commented [8]: I think if you expanded on this a little 
bit more it would be less confusing. Uninformed about 
what? 

Commented [9]: These three sentences are powerful 
in themselves, but I feel like you just jumped between 
them without explaining their importance a little more 
and how they relate to us "being uninformed" 
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Mitford explores the funeral industry and speaks to the business it is. 

 

Commented [10]: Nice work so far! I think you have 
some very interesting ideas being brought up that just 
need to be explored in a little more depth. One of the 
things that stood out to me was that you did have a 
thesis sentence for your paragraphs, but you didn't 
really relate the information in your paragraphs to that 
thesis. I also only saw DFW and Herzog, so just be 
sure you're bringing in other sources as well (I see 
you're about to work with Mitford). Overall though, great 
start! 

Commented [11]: I think overall you have a good start, 
If i were you I would work on strengthening my body 
paragraphs, and applying a stronger thesis to the 
introduction. I think you need to figure out where you 
stand on certain topics and incorporate what you 
think/believe into your essay as opposed to just 
reiterating what others are saying. Great use of quotes 
and in text citations though! 


