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ABSTRACT

In Markets Without Limits Brennan and Jaworski defend the view that
there are “no legitimate worries about what we buy, trade, and sell.” But
rather than being a unified defense of this position Brennan and Jaworski
unwittingly offer three distinct pro-commodification views—two of which
are subject to counterexamples. This Commentary will clarify what should
be the thesis of their volume and identify the conditions that any counter-
example to this must meet.

IN MARKETS WITHOUT Limits Jason Brennan and Peter Jaworski
defend the “pro-commodification” view that there are “no legitimate
[moral] worries about what we buy, trade, and sell” provided that the
items that are being bought, traded, and sold are items that it is moral-
ly legitimate for persons to possess (Brennan and Jaworski 2016: 7).
This appears to be a straightforward — if provocative — thesis. But
closer examination of Markets Without Limits reveals that rather than
being a unified defense of one pro-commodification position Brennan
and Jaworski (apparently unwittingly) defend three distinct pro-
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