












Corrections to “Therapeutic Homicide” 
Sid Z. Leiman 

 
Despite my corrections to the first galleys (of “Therapeutic Homicide”) sent to me by the publisher, I received a second set of galleys 
with all the typesetter’s errors in place. I sent a letter to the publisher, listing every typesetter’s error, with a full explanation of the 
error and why it must be corrected. I was astonished to receive my copies of the published essay – with all the typesetter’s errors in 
place. So when Menachem Butler asked for a copy of the essay for distribution, I informed him that it could be distributed only if the 
following minimal list of corrections is appended to the essay. 
 
p. 52,  first paragraph, line 6: argument.1

one line from bottom: involve. 
p. 53, second paragraph, line 24: cost. 
p. 54, second paragraph, last line: saved (p. 83).2 

 fourth paragraph, line 7: healthy. 
p. 55, first paragraph, line 8: basing objections. 
p. 57, second paragraph, line 3: precedence over the life of the fetus. But if the greater part of the fetus was already born. 
p. 59, note 2, line 3: Harris’ proposal. See. 
 note 8: cf. Maimonides (1963), pp. 220-230. 
p. 60, note 10, line 1: rabbinic. 
 note 11, last paragraph, line 2: see the comments of R.  Meir Simha ha-Kohen, Or Sameah; R. Menahem Krakovsky, 
Avodath ha-Melekh; and R. Mordechai Mowshowitz, Shalmey Mordecai to the passage in question. 
 note 12, addendum: 
 After this article was submitted, John Harris’ Violence and Responsibilty 
(Routledge and Kegan Paul: London, 1980) reached these shores. In it (pp. 66-84 and notes), Harris presents a revised version of 
“The Survival Lottery.” His original philosophical arguments are reiterated, but flaws in the implementation of the survival lottery 
have led him to a more modest proposal than the one originally envisioned. Harris now proposes that the survival lottery be confined 
to the dying, among other reasons so as not to discriminate against the healthy. In fact, all the Harris passages cited and scrutinized 
here reappear in the revised version. Thus, the revised version does not vitiate (indeed, for the most part it does not address) the 
criticisms presented here. Nonetheless, the reader interested in Harris’ most recent thinking on the subject, will want to consult the 
treatment of the survival lottery in his Violence and Responsibility. 
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