
ENVIRONMENTAL ISSUSE CONTASTING UTILITARIAN CONSERVATION

BIOCENTRIC CONSERVATION AND MODERN ENVIRONM

As the utilitarian focus is the in contrast, maintain that whether an Unlike Taylor's egalitarian and deontological
biocentrism, conservation concerns for.

Christian theological doctrines have been the basis for the ethical modes of dominion, stewardship, and
co-creatorship. Of course, this simply begs the question: when is absolutely necessary? Rachel Carson was
another key person to write a landmark book that would accelerate the new environmentalism and generate the
most widespread public consideration of environmental ethics to that date. Many of these potential goods are
thought to exist in tropical areas with the richest biodiversity that are still largely uninvestigated. For
traditional tribal culture, the idea of owning land was unthinkable, ownership of nature appeared morally
wrong in their eyes and a form of slavery. Scientific value. Deep Ecology Movement The term deep ecology
was coined by Arne Naess describing the deeper, more spiritual approach to nature resulting from a more
sensitive openness to ourselves and the nonhuman life around us. Different viewpoints and revolutionary
thinking have guided each successive generation of ethics. Thus, a list of the differences between humans and
nature, and between men and women, is not in itself harmful. After all, if we accept such a hierarchy, just how
low is the moral significance of plants? Clearly, this stands opposed to the conclusions of an ethic that gives
such weight to the interests and rights of individual animals. Central to the rationale for his thesis were the
works of the Church Fathers and The Bible itself, supporting the anthropocentric perspective that humans are
the only things that matter on Earth. This, in turn, forces us to consider and appropriately revise our levels of
pollution, resource depletion, climate change and population growth. In the first place, it questioned the
assumed moral superiority of human beings to members of other species on earth. If that is wrong, is it simply
because a sustainable environment is essential to present and future human well-being? Provided the flow of
such goods and services does not reduce the capacity of the capital itself to maintain its productivity, the use
of the systems in question is regarded as sustainable. Some have claimed that this extension should run to
sentient animals, others to individual living organisms, and still others to holistic entities such as rivers,
species and ecosystems. Despite this, however, most environmental philosophers feel that such
anthropocentric ethics do not go far enough, and want to extend moral standing beyond humanity. For one is
presumably more entitled to treat oneself in whatever ways one likes than to treat another independent agent in
whatever ways one likes. Connections between environmental destruction, unequal resource consumption,
poverty and the global economic order have been discussed by political scientists, development theorists,
geographers and economists as well as by philosophers. From the perspective of virtue ethics, the motivation
and justification of actions are both inseparable from the character traits of the acting agent. Psychologically
we can enter a stress-free environment that returns us to a more primitive existence than the normal busy, city
life. Enlightened anthropocentrism, they argue, is sufficient for that practical purpose, and perhaps even more
effective in delivering pragmatic outcomes, in terms of policy-making, than non-anthropocentric theories
given the theoretical burden on the latter to provide sound arguments for its more radical view that the
non-human environment has intrinsic value cf. For Leopold, land is not merely soil.


