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This paper takes up the notion of dark ecology from Tim Morton—an idea of enmeshed 
and embedded consciousness that refuses the division of Self and Nature—and extends this 
concept to the work of critical animal studies. It is has become common to critique certain 
advocates against animal exploitation of being concerned with purity over real change and 
facts. One need only look at criticisms from thinkers like Pollan, Kingsolver, and Kathy 
Rudy to realize how prevalent the idea that one have to be willing to kill and eat other 
animals in order to have taken seriously the concerns of the environment and animals. 
Otherwise, such critics contend, you are more concerned about the purity of your soul than 
you are concerned about the non-human. This idea of the purity of the soul should call to 
mind both Hegel’s notion of the beautiful soul, and Morton’s expansion of the idea of a 
beautiful soul syndrome. While I take seriously this criticism of the beautiful soul toward 
animal activists and academics, I propose there is a way of thinking of relation to other 
animals that take us out of such a syndrome, a way of thinking that refuses the division of 
Self and Nature, that refuses the division of Human and Animal.  
 
Therefore, I propose that animal studies must take seriously assemblage theory, and come to 
grips with Jane Bennett’s proposal that we must engage in mutually enabling 
instrumentalizations. Such an idea causes us to move away from the individualism of an 
animal rights discourse, and instead forces us to confront the ethical reality of such 
instrumentalizations. In order to confront such a reality, I take up the idea of abstraction—
as originally framed by Peirce, Whitehead, and Deleuze and Guattari and further elucidated 
by commentary of Massumi, Stengers, and Shaviro—as a key concept for a non-human 
ethics. While abstraction has commonly been treated as a concept for ontological thinking, I 
argue that abstraction is a necessary component for ethics, if we wish for ethics to escape the 
purely phenomenological that have dominated Continental conceptions of ethics. As we 
come to understand ourselves as enmeshed in ecologies and assemblages, the idea that ethics 
can be left to the immediacy of the face of the Other for whom we have an infinite 
responsibility seems more and more untenable. Against the phenomenological, we turn our 
attention to abstraction and an ethics that can take seriously ourselves as enmeshed and 
embedded. 

 


