LeanneJanuary 1PermalinkQuoteFlag

Posts: 10

David Sztybel is appearing on Animal Rights Zond #rey want questions
for him.

http://www.veganfitness.net/viewtopic.php?f=12&t37P

Sztybel is critical of Gary Francione and his supgrs, so should we take him
on?

Post edited by GLF at 2011-01-17 07:57:11
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Facebook Event:

http://www.facebook.com/permalink.php?story fbid86%3423178153&id=
1582054925&ref=notif&notif t=share reply#!/eventgiteid=101139843293
638&index=1
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FYI

Sztybel said
Francione is waiting for the carpet to be rolled loyifellow animal rightists

in the legislature, or wannabes...The red carpét aiting for
would be red with the blood of animals whose livesild be that much
more hellish because he is 'waiting for the dath\is cronies.

This is where | stopped to take him seriously. W&y of addressing the
abolitionist position is filled by similar rhetorand in most cases begging the
guestion, why welfarist reform could as a theosdtar practical matter do any
good for the abolition of the property status ofihoman animals.

However | really think we should engage him. Oleast don't let him speak
out unanswered.
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Sztybel seems obsessed by Gary Francione andklitieieven has a blog with
that title!! Some of his articles seem interesting he cannot seem to shake
away from a need to attack people from the abaigtoapproach. Has Gary
ever debated him, anyone?
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| do not wish to speak unkindly about David butihk he is a disturbed
person. He not only mischaracterizes my views lutds outright and says
and does things that are, quite frankly, insand (@am using that term
literally).

| was surprised when | saw him as a "guest” on AReZout ARZone is a joke
and Tim "I'm against violence but | deny that viate is violence" Gier,
another person who is obsessed with me, appareritgted the invitation.
The fact that Roger Yates went along with thisoisiewhat puzzling to me
but, as | said, ARZone is a joke.

As far as substance is concerned, Sztybel simpg dot understand the
economics behind welfare reform. He seems to tthiakwelfare reforms are
good incremental measures on the way to animalgidinat is called new
welfarism. | have written a great deal about what ie wrong on theoretical
and practical grounds. Sztybel, like all new wedfa, ignores what | say in
favor of the mischaracterizations and misrepresemnts

It might not be a bad idea to challenge him ondlessertions lest he mislead
newbies but Carolyn Bailey, who runs ARZone, ofiglh not allow people to
criticize "guests."

Post edited by GLF at 2011-01-11 07:55:04
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| do not think that Sztybel is worth engaging (dthg, at least).



David is an academic who is doing whatever he catodirum up some
attention. His main strategy is to go after peaplh a significant name in the
literature. (This isn't an unusual strategy. léd to a reciprocal debate with a
big name, and that led to some publications, themuld help him out
tremendously on the job market.)

Sztybel's bloglfttp://davidsztybel.blogspot.cojris essentially a personal
diary of his angry, hurt (and, frankly, sometimbgtgly weird) thoughts
about Gary Francione. A great deal of what Sztghgt is much too personal
for an academic blog. What little substantive argotrdoes exist on the blog
is so out-dated that it is not worth reading os 80 muddled and confused
that it is hard to make heads or tails of. His étee” of new welfarism
consists primarily of making arguments that Gary atributed to new
welfarists for the better part of two decades, tiggoring Gary's objections to
those arguments, and then insulting Gary (anddsieaf us) to try to make
him engage in debate.

For an example of how odd his approach can be,aakeck look at this
pamphlet. This pamphlet is supposed to be appediecause of its
"simplicity") to the general public. I'll say no m® It really is bizarre. See
http://sztybel.tripod.com/popular_menu.htamd look at the first item.

Sztybel wants attention. That is the only explamator some of the
outrageous things that he says. And, as odd sstitis ARZone chat will
almost certainly be the biggest chunk of attentiettl have received in a
decade. In my opinion, we should not engage himsWéild not use his
name in public. We should not treat him as a seremtity in the debate,
because he is not one. If we do not engage himvifithin a couple of weeks
whatever he says in the ARZone chat will be foryutt

Post edited by Dave at 2011-01-13 09:43:14
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Dave thinks we should leave it alone but Gary thiokallenging him is not a
bad idea.

A quick internet search finds that he doesn'tatistck Gary, although he
often does.

These don't attack Gary or even mention him, ortretim in an OK way.

http://sztybel.tripod.com/normsocl.pdf
http://sztybel.tripod.com/normsoc?2.pdf
http://sztybel.tripod.com/Marxism.html
http://sztybel.tripod.com/AR.html




So, do we or dont we?

kA

. EEDaveJanuary 12PermalinkQuoteFlag

Posts: 191

The fact that there are a handful of pieces ofimgiin which Sztybel doesn't
mischaracterize and attack Gary isn't saying much.

| certainly won't object to anyone deciding to egg&ztybel. And if that's
what Gary wants, then I'll gladly support it. Batsed on my experiences with
him, | believe that there is a strong chance thabn't be productive and
won't go well, regardless of what we say.
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Dave saidl certainly won't object to anyone deciding tgage Sztybel. And
if that's what Gary wants, then I'll gladly suppbrBut based on my
experiences with him, | believe that there is argjrchance that it won't be
productive and won't go well, regardless of whatsag.

People should do what they want. After thinkingatitbe issue and reading
some of Sztybel's more recent essays, | am inctmegdree with Dave that
any engagement with Sztybel will not be productMereover, ARZone
moderators generally shield guests from any haestipning and guests are
allowed to prescreen and reject questions, oraat khey have been in the
past.

| think that there are good reasons to ignore ARZasma general matter. It is
increasingly becoming a place where violence isnuted and | see ARZone
as part of the effort to turn "abolition” into nevelfarism, just as "animal
rights" was appropriated by the new welfaristsh@ 1990s and redefined as
new welfare.

But again, people should do what they want.

Post edited by GLF at 2011-01-11 19:58:08
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GLF said I think that there are good reasons to ignore Af&Zas a general
matter. It is increasingly becoming a place wheotewnce is promoted and |
see ARZone as part of the effort to turn "abolitiorito new welfarism, just as
"animal rights" was appropriated by the new we#ftsrin the 1990s and
redefined as new welfare.

| agree.

LeanneJanuary 1PermalinkQuoteFlag
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I'm really bothered by the response to my postal’'new member here and
maybe | don't know the rules of the road, but @mse odd that Gary Francione
would talk about another person the way he hasnt #&now anything about
David Sztybel, except for what | can read about bitine, but it doesn't seem
possible to me that a guy who has a Masters arid. BFhPhilosophy, who is a
teacher and published author could be "insane’,. &ut said, | don't know
him.

Maybe Dave does know him? Dave thinks Sztybeltifupiand desperately
seeking attention as an aspiring academic. Thatdsopretty condescending
to me, and Dave sounds like he has an ax to grind.

| guess what really bugs me is the attack on ARZbneticed that Robert
Garner was a guest there a little while ago, aati@ary asked him a question
and even posted to ARZone website about some dtiifiieGarner said. Was
the site a joke a month ago?

Anyway, | don't know what everyone is so afraidlb&ztybel's ideas are that
bad, it ought to be easy to point out how and wiapn't understand why the
tone here has to be so mean.

-
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Leanne, Gary didn't say that Sztybel is insanes#&ié that Sztybel has said
and done things that are insane. (There is a differ. Sane people can do
insane things.) And it's true. Sztybel has saidespretty ridiculous stuff. Did
you read the part quoted above@yoiker? If writing in a public blog that
Gary and his "cronies" are waiting for a red caguetked in the blood of
animals to be rolled out doesn't count as ridicsjauwt-of-control,
disrespectful, insane, ought-to-be-ignored garbtug | don't know what



does.

| don't have an axe to grind. As far as | can &glybel has personal issues
with Gary Francione that have led him to say sontd@yinappropriate and
disturbing things. If you've read his blog and ylisagree, then | guess we'll
just have to disagree.

I'd be willing to ignore Sztybel's angry, disturgiranting if he was
nevertheless making important, interesting argumdit Sztybel's
arguments are bad. Not all bad arguments desebl& mounter-argument.
For instance, the especially out-dated and bad doe's And David's are
especially out-dated and bad.

No one is "afraid" of talking to Sztybel or discugghis arguments. You don't
have to be afraid of someone to judge that talkintipem is a bad idea.

Post edited by Dave at 2011-01-12 07:57:20
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Leanne saidl'm really bothered by the response to my pasta new
member here and maybe | don't know the rules ofdhd, but it seems odd
that Gary Francione would talk about another peteerway he has.

It is either the case that: (1) you have not resgli®l's posts or (2) you agree
with the substance of what Sztybel says.

If (1) is true, don't you think that you have anigétion to read what he says
before you decide that it is in any way inaccuteappropriate to
characterize what he says as disturbingly bizarre?

If (2) is true, then why are you here?

Leanne saidl guess what really bugs me is the attack on AiRZd noticed
that Robert Garner was a guest there a little wagle, and that Gary asked
him a question and even posted to ARZone websdatamme of the stuff
Garner said. Was the site a joke a month ago?

To call what | said an "attack" indicates that yhsagree with me but cannot
offer any reasons why you do. Again, it is either tase that you are not
familiar with ARZone or you agree with its orientat and direction. If the



former is true, how can you make an intelligentesbations about the views
of others? If the latter is true, then why wastanjiime here?

Post edited by GLF at 2011-01-11 22:31:23
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| previously stated that I didn't know him, or kisrk. | didn't claim

otherwise. | also stated that it was the attackisath David Sztybel and
ARZone that | found disturbing.

It's odd that you now suggest that | read Sztylhedsk, while at the same time
you criticise a forum where he'll be asked questianout his work. It also
seems that you're saying that only those peoplealieady agree with you
are welcome here. My purpose here is to learn.

If I'm not welcome here, please tell me and I'llagpy to leave.
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Leanne saidl previously stated that | didn't know him, oslwork. I didn't
claim otherwise. | also stated that it was thecagaon both David Sztybel and
ARZone that | found disturbing.

How can you find criticisms of Sztybel "disturbingghen you do not even
know what he says?

Leanne saidMy purpose here is to learn.

You have chosen a very odd way to go about that.

Post edited by GLF at 2011-01-11 22:56:06
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On ARZone:

It is interesting to note that although ARZone coderator Roger Yates
understands the distinction between "animal rightsf "animal welfare," and
he has in the past criticized those who promote welfarism as animal
rights, he describes Sztybel's position as an "ahiights"” position. Putting
aside the issue that Sztybel produces largely @ttt and confused
ramblings, his view is quite clearly new welfaiisthat he claims to want
abolition as an end point, but he maintains thdfarereform is a morally and
practical way of achieving abolition. That *is* newelfarism.

This is an example of what | mean when | say tHRZéne is part of the effort
to reduce abolition/animal rights to new welfarism.

Post edited by GLF at 2011-01-12 08:52:51
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Leanne saidbut it doesn't seem possible to me that a guy hdsoa Masters
and Ph.D. in Philosophy, who is a teacher and phbt author could be
"insane"

Maybe this interests you. When | wrote the the GerWikipedia article on
@GLF and previously had a small section on Sztybeikgjae included in a
draft.

When | showed it to a person and asked for her cemtsrshe refused to look
at it, unless I'd remove that section.

| was at first too astonished why she would do.tAatyou say, Sztybel has a
degree and the critique that | included somehowrgota reviewed journal.
Though | thought it was really begging the questlmat he addressed, it was
not too disrespectful or otherwise completely inappate.

However | changed my mind on him after reading samee of his works
(e.g. quote from above) and now completely shaggtsition that there is
probably nothing we can learn from his commentstaatithey cannot
possibly be taken as serious remarks.

But on the other hand ARZone is no place for saridigcussion in the first
place (is it?) and | do not see how our engagemiiecessarily appear as
we were appreciating his work.



Although I share the concerns raised, | also firatif there is no struggle ...

EJ_OeJanuary 1PermalinkQuoteFlag
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@leanneYou should read his blog. It is something you nieekad to believe.

mConradJanuary 1PermalinkQuoteFlag
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Ok, this is weird. | actually met David about a rtfoago... i had no idea who
he was. It was at a fundraiser and we had vegdin Idnave been reading this
post for the last few days and only now realizdte{aseeing his picture) that
ive met him. Wow. creepy.
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Conrad saidand only now realized (after seeing his picttin@) ive met him.
Wow. creepy.

http://www.tk421.net/gallery/sounds/twilight.wav

mConradJanuary 1PermalinkQuoteFlag
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Trish said Conrad said: and only now realized (after seisgicture) that
ive met him. Wow. creepy.
http://www.tk421.net/gallery/sounds/twilight.wav

that link doesnt work for me...'

but from the file name i have an idea of what ityreaund like.
Its weird that i sat at the same table with Dasiafj talked to him. Im glad i



didnt tell him im an abolitionist vegan. That wodddve ruined the evening...
1Y
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David's entire theory is way out, rationally speakiand is built on poor
foundations. | actually critiqued it, he respondaail | critiqued a second
time. You can read my critique of him here:
http://animalrightsuk.blogspot.com/2010/08/davitlybel-defence-of-
welfarism.html

and response here:
http://animalrightsuk.blogspot.com/2010/09/davitybzl-2nd-
response 11.html

Gary is quite right to say that the arguments tes unsischaracterises the
abolitionist approach. He gets himself into quitargle.

And | too am confused as to the ARzone stance anwwdfarists. From what

| can see it seems to be built on the assumptatriftive promote every
diversity and class of thinking in the area of aaliledvocacy, then every one
will come to the right conclusions. This is obvilyusonsense, as things are
already done a certain way in ‘animal circlesl thed occurrence of the likes
of David's theory does is strengthen what is ananatstance. Every now and
again having some abolitionist on (like Gary anchBa& instance) won't do
much to change this - as a) most only log on td tea chats with people they
already like, and b) the 'guests’ are allowed tdinae with next question
after failing to answer rationally. Pragmaticallgry poor method. if it wasn't,
then the animal movement wouldn't have gottenfitad a mess in the first
place.

In fact the animal movement has been doing whatohiRzare doing now for
years, ie, promoting each view based on how manggirents there are of it.
Hence why PETA are listened to, and the abolitisrase largely ignored.
Why on earth having weekly chats will somehow cleatigs is beyond me.
It's my experience that change occurs as peoplagisthe moral things, and
criticise the immoral one's - not promote botheEkgain, there wouldn't be a
problem in the ‘'movement’ in the first place.

-
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Rob_Johnson saidt's my experience that change occurs as peaplagie
the moral things, and criticise the immoral oneist promote both. Else,
again, there wouldn't be a problem in the 'movemeiie first place.

| think that this is one of my biggest issues WAfRZone. Its moderators treat /
present each guest as having equally valid viewldafend having them there
for the open chats as an opportunity for othekgit@gue them. But in treating
and presenting said guests (whether new welfansBarists, pro-violence
types and so on) as having equally valid viewsits¢ who are unequivocal
about defending animal rights and non-violencey'teeeally just stacking the
cards, unfortunately. This doesn't allow anything dwkward and one-sided
discussion and merely serves to confuse those whestly don't know
enough about abolitionism or about the problemsriaht in so much of the
animal advocacy movement. So many walk away witheaall share the
same goal, but just use different variations oegypf activism to get to it, so
why can't we all hug, hold hands and work togetineghtality, glossing over
(or just never quite getting) that some forms ofadcy cause so much more
damage than good and that shrugging this damage wfbngheaded.

| used to think that the ARZone chats were a soeutral zone" opportunity
for frank discussion, but after having viewed whaés on in some of them
and then seen what impact this has on some ofttieesowho attend, | realize
that | was so very wrong.
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Yes, it is puzzling. | wonder if Martin Luther Kinly would have created a
forum to discuss black rights and given his opptsémre same degree of
equal weighing? It seems obvious to me that inlg when other animals are
involved that anyone would suppose that ‘everyaratsion is equal’. It
doesn't seem right as a moral matter, and it dogsaim at all effective as a
practical one.

It's not my thing anyway, | have no interest inisgddavid Sztybel forgo
logic in his ongoing attempt to make a career duipposing good ideas. |
just wish there weren't people claiming to be dlwslists promoting his
nonsensical ideas, which are just complicated eméagatisfy those who
want to oppose abolitionist theory.

EverIyJanuary 1#PermalinkQuoteFlag
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| took my time reading this thread. Thanks for tiheughtful and thought-
provoking posts.

A couple of comments . . .

Although I didn't take Gary's comments to mean 8mybel himself is insane,
Sztybel's advanced degrees do not magically prbtecfrom mental iliness.
Clinical "insanity" doesn't discriminate in any wahere are many, many
people with and without advanced degrees who areaiheill.

That said, | have a stronger opinion of Sztybeksital state. Too much of his
writing is disturbingly close to word salad or caren be characterized as
such (the quote about the carpet of blood is a gaathple).

The other thing is the use of the word "attack'aréighg Gary's comments.
Disagreement, even heated disagreement, is nohggraus with attacking
someone. Strong opinion are not attacks, eithen'{@et me started on
Temple Grandin, for example.) I've seen nothinghaeenotely resembling an
attack in this thread or even in this forum.

ﬂTrish January 1#PermalinkQuoteFlag
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Rob_Johnson saiies, it is puzzling. | wonder if Martin Luther iKg Jr

would have created a forum to discuss black rightsgiven his opponents
the same degree of equal weighing? It seems obtoooe that it is only

when other animals are involved that anyone woufipese that ‘everyone's
opinion is equal'. It doesn't seem right as a mmatter, and it doesn't seem at
all effective as a practical one.

| agree.

Everly said I've seen nothing even remotely resembling aachtin this
thread or even in this forum.

Those who have no substantive argument always aahditionists of
attacking them.

-
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Everly said The other thing is the use of the word "attaddarding Gary's
comments. Disagreement, even heated disagreersemt, $ynonymous with
attacking someone. Strong opinion are not attaskser.



People often conflate arguing in the debating sbsense with arguing in the
let's-throw-dinner-plates-around sort of sense.r@wmel above this, when it
comes to non-human animal advocacy, not only daiem®frequently run
high over the issues at hand, but there's a selackf misunderstanding by
many advocates of the huge differences in the @thi@meworks involved
(and of their respective approaches and goalg)esple too often view the
pointing out of those differences as personal ktaather than seeing them as
merely pointing out the differences. This is ofteimere the "Why can't we all
get along?" chorus starts up, whenever anyonegoirttthese inherent
differences or critiques certain approaches to sivbere they fail and points
out how certain goals fall short of what we trulyeonon-human animals.

o
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Myléne said This is often where the "Why can't we all getr@®" chorus
starts up

It's an odd thing to hear isn't it. When | hearywhn't we all get along' or
something similar, | immediately think 'yes, whytave all get along -
human and non-human'. And therefore why can't Wapgireciate that oft
times animal advocacy is anthropocentric and tlveeafiot conducive to us
'‘ALL getting along'.

Challenging an abolitionist with ‘why can't we gdit along' is tantamount to a
white supremacist challenging a rights activistwmite same - valuing a
notion of in-group equality whilst ignoring the fabat this value judgement is
damaging those outside the group.

Post edited by Rob_Johnson at 2011-01-14 08:03:49
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Rob_Johnson saichallenging an abolitionist with ‘why can't wé gt
along' is tantamount to a white supremacist chgifena rights activist with
the same - valuing a notion of in-group equalitylgthgnoring the fact that
this value judgement is damaging those outsidgtbep.




Exactly. This claim, along with charges that cr#m is "attack," or that
criticism is "divisive," is nothing more than thiaien that we all ought to be
welfarists and ignore the moral issues.
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Transcripts of the ARZone Chat with David Sztybel:

http://arzone.ning.com/profiles/blogs/transcripteaivid-
sztybels?xg source=msg mes network

thoughts?
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Conrad saidthoughts?

Apart from the fact that he misrepresents my vied ke rambles in absolute
incoherency, no.

I Dove January 1 PermalinkQuoteFlag
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| read it last night. It was borderline comedicah't believe it actually
happened.

| should say, for what it is worth, that Roger Ysatkd a good job of

illuminating what a putz Sztybel was behaving ligadly, Yates was the only
member of the ARZone staff who put Sztybel's fedhe fire, as it were.
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Dave said Sadly, Yates was the only member of the ARZoa# stho put
Sztybel's feet to the fire, as it were.

As | say, ARZone is not to be taken seriously. Tkhat" rather dramatically
proves the point (again).

Post edited by GLF at 2011-01-16 12:11:27
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It's too bad, too. There is room for a site thaaslowhat ARZone alleges to do.

I'd be happy if there were an honest space fomiprent” figures in
abolitionism, regulationism, etc., to have interaeinterviews/discussions
with members of the public. It would be excellembe able to publicly talk to
and question people like you, Garner, Pacelle, Nidwkwhoever. It would
serve an excellent educative function and woutdink, bring many new
people to abolitionism, if it was handled approfaia

But the site would have to be dedicated to i) ha\ganuinely relevant guests
(rather than people like Hall, Feral and Sztybebwhe engaged in personal
campaigns of misrepresentation and insulting) g§rtd holding guests
accountable for things they say, not shielding tfiemm criticism, and so on.
And, of course, ARZone wants to do neither. (Tresom, | suspect, is that
they actually have a hidden agenda.)

Still, | wish that a 'real' version of the site dixist.

e
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GLF said:

Conrad saidthoughts?

Apart from the fact that he misrepresents my vied ke rambles in absolute
incoherency, no.



ATHIS. | mean, | read the transcript this morniagd | was speechless. All |
kept thinking was,"Seriously?" What a nutter. Aldge misrepresentation of
Gary's position was so complete and pervasivesutgrising (or maybe not?)
that no one pointed this out.

Wow.

abolitionJanuary 1 PermalinkQuoteFlag
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Dave saidAnd, of course, ARZone wants to do neither. (Tdeson, |
suspect, is that they actually have a hidden aggnda

It is a bit simpler than that, | think. If peopladw that they had to be
accountable for the things they said and facecesit, they would simply not
participate. Whether there is more agenda is angihnestion, but just as a
practical matter, the site as you imagine it wdugchighly improbable
because the site would have to be 'bigger' thagdltse Most animal advocacy
figures do not see truth, education, etc, as safficational incentive to
engage others in a critical dialogue about theiwg even for an hour or so on
the Internet.

Perhaps if there were some money on the tableE@ Marcus might do it
for a BK Veggie, but then someone would have toibégr him.

Post edited by abolition at 2011-01-16 18:28:12
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Dave saidl should say, for what it is worth, that Rogert&sdid a good job
of illuminating what a putz Sztybel was behavirgliSadly, Yates was the
only member of the ARZone staff who put Sztybeadatfto the fire, as it were.

Yates is familiar enough with my work to know tlssttybel was
misrepresenting me and he said nothing. | am nowinoed that Yates is not
concerned about education.



o
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DaveJanuary 1 PermalinkQuoteFlag

I've still not read the entire transcript. (It immast unbelievably long.)

But | did see one point where Yates pretty mucks&etybel a fool who is
obsessed with you. Of course, he didn't substdmptoréicize Sztybel, call
him on his misrepresentation, or anything of tretire. And that's a shame.
But in a chat that otherwise just allowed Sztybedpread falsehoods and
babble incessantly while being patted on the b&ekas the one moment of
near sanity.

Of course, I've been a rather sharp critic of Yatdbe past and this doesn't
do anything change my opinion.
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Dave saidOf course, I've been a rather sharp critic ofegah the past and
this doesn't do anything change my opinion.

Alas, | have now come to agree with you and othbrmut Yates.

Kerry said Also, the misrepresentation of Gary's positiors wa complete
and pervasive, it's surprising (or maybe not?) tleabne pointed this out.

It is not surprising at all. ARZone is just thednmtet equivalent of a (very)
cheap tabloid newspaper. They're looking to creatgroversy, however
illegitimate.

Post edited by GLF at 2011-01-16 21:09:54
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Gary, do you think it is conceivable that one ofurkknown' folks (say, me)
could ever get any of the 'names' in protectioniggulationism to agree to
interviews (print or audio)?
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Dave saidGary, do you think it is conceivable that onaisfunknown' folks
(say, me) could ever get any of the 'names' inggtminism/regulationism to
agree to interviews (print or audio)?

Sure, but they would *never* answer any of the goes you would find
interesting.
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GLF said Sure, but they would *never* answer any of thegjions you
would find interesting.

I'm just imagining getting a live/audio interviewtivone of them and then,
after allowing them to make their pitch for a whibeginning to ask hard
guestions and turn the screws. Do you think they'thjust stop the interview?
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| think Roger genuinely wants ARZone to invite dadiebate, and expose
inconsistencies, | do believe this is genuine amhis part. | just don't think it
is succeeding, and the more | have observed AR#wnmore | have been
convinced that it does not successfully do so. Megys get stroked, however.
Also because none of us want to go on there anteoha the guests (I
certainly am no longer interested, although | cadtgke in the first Bruce
Friedrich chat—I believe he has been invited bacdse as Gary pointed out,
there is pretty much no point doing so as theyszaeen questions and dodge
them completely, leaving the only place to do sthamensuing commentary)
then there are no abolitionists present and Ragierthe position of being a



host, as it were, and a moderator, and as wellyasgtto achieve what he
thinks the site should achieve, in the face oftalthings working against it.
All those things being the things you all mentiomedarding the last chat they
had, among other things. | don't think there is deljberate attempt at
subterfuge, at least not on Roger's part. | cahieve that.

GLEF said Yates is familiar enough with my work to know ti&ztybel was

misrepresenting me and he said nothing. | am nowinoed that Yates is not
concerned about education.

He said nothing? | thought Dave said he called ¢tnnit. *sigh* now | have to
go read the darn thing. | am sure it will be stomaaning.

Post edited by Elizabeth_Collins at 2011-01-16 2118
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Elizabeth_Collins saidHe said nothing? | thought Dave said he callea bin
it. *sigh* now | have to go read the darn thingunh sure it will be stomach-
turning.

Yates (rightly) called Sztybel on appearing uttengzy and obsessed with
Gary. And that was good. But, as Gary rightly pethbut above, Roger didn't
do anything to illuminate the fact that Sztybeltatdaly misrepresents Gary's
work, etc.
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Dave saidDo you think that they'd just stop the interview?

Yes.

i
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Dave saidRoger didn't do anything to illuminate the fdwat Sztybel
blatantly misrepresents Gary's work, etc.

That's a shame, because that is more importanthi&afuy being crazy and
obsessed with Gary (although that is highly dishgp
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GLF said Alas, | have now come to agree with you and atladout Yates.

| thought that Yates was on the same page as witnd Gary... i have heard
him in interviews with@GLFand others, and it seemed like an amicable
relationship. What happened?

In what ways (other then Yates not coming to therise of the Abolitionist
Approach) has Yates been not representing abdhtion
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Dave saidDo you think that they'd just stop the interview?
| don't even think they would agree to an intervigw

Elizabeth_Collins saicbecause that is more important that the guy being
crazy and obsessed with Gary (although that islyidjisturbing)

Being obsessed with Gary? Yes, that's disturbingnany levels ;-)
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You can read for yourself Sztybel's presentatiathyou can also read the
comments (or lack thereof) of the ARZone moderatot® claim to seek
"rational discourse" and who claim to want to "eatec’

You can make your own mind up about the qualit$otfybel's analysis and
whether Sztybel's description of my position bearg relationship to reality.
You can also decide for yourself whether ARZonia iany way advancing the
cause of animal rights by events such as this hatler ARZone is merely
yet another entity contributing to the confusiomatbanimal ethics.

| am not sure that much else needs to be said #nsutn any event, | have
nothing further to say.
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Mylene said | used to think that the ARZone chats were aabiheutral
zone" opportunity for frank discussion, but aftavimg viewed what goes on
in some of them and then seen what impact thioshaome of the others who
attend, | realize that | was so very wrong.

| agree and feel the same way. Perplexing busihesso really don't like the
way the chats are moderated. And if anyone saythisugymildly critical
they're warned not to be rude or offensive. Thisiis not conducive to
serious debate.

-
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Giving this guy (or others like him) a platformkssgiving him the appearance
of credibility in the eyes of the small handfulaafvocates who show up for
the chats. It's unfortunate that they choose teado

| think that it's not a bad idea for those unfaanilivith Sztybel to inform
themselves of what a nutter and/or phony he isfiabwhen those who don't
have their facts straight bring him up (e.g. that® may have seen him at
ARZone and who may walk away a skewed perceptiddanf/'s work based
on what Sztybel has spewed), they can respond ppately. That being said,
aside from a couple of passing references to hirmdver heard of the guy
before, so | doubt that most other animal advodades, either.
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Myléne said Giving this guy (or others like him) a platformsks giving him
the appearance of credibility in the eyes of thalshandful of advocates who
show up for the chats. It's unfortunate that theyose to do so.

| completely agree. There is no doubt that somednebelieved in welfarism
or new welfarism, would go away with a confirmedidfeafter such a chat.
Especially animal advocates, who you have to sajenvhole tend to want
to have beliefs confirmed rather than find truthgou want to challenge
beliefs, a passing mention of one of the problesn% enough.

| think there are basic differences in belief enregdnere. | think there are a
lot of people on this thread (including me) whoide that the way to
challenge 'set in their ways' individuals is toraut the inconsistency
problems with their views. Whereas the guys at AlRRZclearly think every
animal advocate is automatically a neutral, anatghilosopher and therefore
needs only be given an argument to be able ta'sqeositive and negative
sides.

The ARZone view actually appeals to me, as it mélaaswe must already
live in a Utopian state (after all no-one would efgdlow a bad idea), or that
ARZone is the first time anyone has ever heardnamal rights theory before.
Either way it's exciting to be observing such aofatron.
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| stand by my earlier comment that Sztybel may rerae mental health
issues to address. The rambling, the word salatitt@nnear-word-salad), the
undertone of seething anger, the seeming ownedslgary's positions . . . all
that and a real sense of confabulation on his.parCripes, someone opened
the nutbag and this guy fell out.

| can't believe anyone is giving this guy any cresteor attention at all. He's a
coat-tailer and not a good one, at that. "Beshggdri . . bah. Ridiculous.



