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Watching leaves fall from the maple tree in our backyard as I tap out this short letter, I hope that ISEE mem-
bers around the world are enjoying fall (or spring!), doing good work, and connecting to nature.

This summer was a busy one for ISEE.  We held a successful 10th annual meeting in June, our second in Eu-
rope, this time at the University of East Anglia in Norwich, England.  The theme was “Thinking and Acting 
Ecologically.”  Many thanks to Tom Greaves, Rupert Reid and Alex Carlson for their hospitality and hard 
work in making the meeting a success.  A wrap-up on the conference can be found on page 16 of the newslet-
ter.

ISEE sponsored two sessions in August on “International Perspectives on Environmental Ethics” at the 23rd 
World Congress of Philosophy held in Athens, Greece.  Organized by Ricardo Rozzi, Alexandra Poole, and 
Gene Hargrove, the sessions were well-attended and informative, and provided a great opportunity for en-
vironmental philosophers from around the world to share ideas.  The main Congress program also included 
many papers and sessions on environmental ethics, which was good to see.  Ricardo, Alex, and Gene provide 
a report on ISEE’s sessions, accompanied by an introduction to a new series on international perspectives in 
environmental philosophy that is derived from papers presented at the Congress (p. 19).  The first paper in 
the series is by ISEE’s Italy representative, Piergiacomo Pagano.  It was stimulated, in part, by a report in the 
summer 2012 Newsletter on Italy by Matteo Andreozzi.

Also this summer, William Grove-Fanning continued making improvements to the ISEE website.  Check 
out in particular information on environmental ethics around the world in the new ISEE International sec-
tion.  With this section, ISEE welcomes a host of regional representatives (p. 7) who have provided us with an 
overview of work being done in their regions and will be sending in updates on activities in their areas.

Thanks to William for all his hard work on the website and in putting out the newsletter.  He has also set up 
and will be moderating ISEE’s new Climate Ethics blog (p. 6).  We hope this blog will be a valuable resource 
for members and the general public alike, and are convinced that an established public forum devoted to ethi-
cal aspects of climate change is desperately needed.

The current issue includes a reply by Christopher Belshaw to the Dale Jamieson interview, originally pub-
lished in the fall 2012 Newsletter.  Readers will also find reviews for three books: Clare Palmer’s Animal Ethics 
in Context, Ben Minteer’s Refounding Environmental Ethics, and Raymond Pierotti’s Indigenous Knowledge, 
Ecology, and Evolutionary Ecology.  Our Update on X series is back as well, with a timely and thought-provok-
ing report on climate philosophy from Martin Schönfeld (p. 38).

Finally, let me alert you to the call for papers and session proposals for ISEE’s 11th annual conference, to be 
held once again in Allenspark, Colorado, USA in 2014; and the call for proposals to host ISEE’s 12th annual 
conference in 2015 (p. 4).

—Philip Cafaro

Letter
from the
President

In This Issue

http://iseethics.org/feed/
http://enviroethics.org
http://iseethics.files.wordpress.com/2011/03/isee-newsletter-vol-23-no-2-summer-2012.pdf
http://www.enviroethics.org
http://enviroethics.org/category/blog/
http://iseethics.files.wordpress.com/2011/03/isee-newsletter-vol-23-no-3-fall-2012.pdf
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General
Announcements

Eleventh Annual Meeting on Environmental Philosophy
Environmental Philosophy and the Anthropocene Epoch

ISEE will hold its Eleventh Annual Meeting on Environmental Philosophy, June 17-20, 2014, at the Highlands 
Retreat Center in Allenspark, Colorado, USA.  Come to the mountains and get their good tidings!

The theme for this year’s conference is “Environmental Philosophy and the Anthropocene Epoch.”  Topics under this 
theme might include:

•  the moral significance of the Anthropocene Epoch
•  the ethics of geoengineering
•  wildness as an endangered value
•  the morality of species extinctions
•  should environmentalists resist, accept, or embrace the Anthropocene?

However, proposals for individual papers and group sessions on any topic in environmental philosophy are welcome.

 Instructions for Submissions

•  Submit 250 word abstracts for 20 minute papers, as 
well as proposals for multi-participant sessions, to 
both Philip Cafaro and Ben Hale.

•  Please anonymize all paper abstracts (including PDF 
submissions).

•  Please do not submit panels without a participation 
commitment from all proposed participants.

•  Complete papers must be available on the ISEE web-
site by May 17, 2014, one month prior to the start of 
the conference.

Staying at the Highlands Center
Highlands Presbyterian Retreat Center is located one and a half hours from Denver just south of Long’s Peak, on the 
border of Rocky Mountain National Park.  Accommodations and meals are reasonably priced, families are welcome, 
and recreational opportunities in the area abound.

Highlands Presbyterian Retreat Center, PO Box 66, Allenspark, CO, USA 80510
Phone: (+1) 303-747-2888. Fax: (+1) 303-747-2889
Website: http://www.highlandscamp.org

Submissions and Academic Inquiries
Philip Cafaro, Philosophy Department, Colorado State University, Eddy Hall 226, Fort Collins, CO, USA, 80525
(+1) 970-491-2061. philip.cafaro@colostate.edu

Deadline for Submissions:  February 15th, 2014

Conference Format

The tradition of the conference is to have no overlapping 
sessions so that attendees can participate in all group 
discussions.  Sessions are organized in a workshop-style 
format in order to maximize time for comprehensive dis-
cussion of each participant’s paper by the entire group.  
Papers will be distributed through the ISEE website be-
fore the conference and respondents will only summarize 
the papers at the conference.

Call for Proposals to Host ISEE’s 12th Annual Meeting in 2015

The International Society for Environmental Ethics (ISEE) seeks proposals to host its Twelfth Annual 
Meeting on Environmental Philosophy in summer 2015.

Conferences are held in Allenspark, Colorado, USA and in another location in alternate years.  A very 
successful conference was held in 2013 at the University of East Anglia in Norwich, England (readers can 
view the conference report on page 16  of this newsletter as well as ISEE’s conference web page).  The 
2014 conference again will be at the Allenspark conference center.

Deadline for proposals: February 1st, 2014

Submission Guidelines
Proposals should include the following information:

•  Host name and proposed dates of conference
•  Location and venue
•  Accommodations, meals and, where relevant, transportation arrangements
•  A short “case for support” for the proposal, including ideas for themes/sessions/keynote speaker, and so 

forth.  The case for support should also provide evidence of institutional support, if possible.

Direct queries and submissions to Philip Cafaro at philip.cafaro@colostate.edu, 001-970-482-8279, Eddy 
Hall, Philosophy Department, Colorado State University, Fort Collins, CO, USA 80523

Aleta Lederwasch, Green Trade Alliance, mixed media (pencil, ink on wooden gate), 17.7cm x 16.5 x 3.1 

mailto:philip.cafaro@colostate.edu
mailto:bhale%40colorado.edu?subject=Ben%20Hale
http://www.nps.gov/romo/index.htm
http://www.highlandscamp.org/
http://www.highlandscamp.org

mailto:philip.cafaro%40colostate.edu?subject=philip.cafaro%40colostate.edu
http://enviroethics.org/2013/02/01/registration-10th-meeting-on-environmental-philosophy/
mailto:philip.cafaro%40colostate.edu?subject=philip.cafaro%40colostate.edu
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Climate Ethics – A New ISEE Blog

Global climate change is the leading environmental issue of our time.  Too often, however, discussions 
about how to justly and prudently respond to climate change are obscured by a focus on power politics, 
or by an inability to place economic analyses within a larger ethical framework.  With Earth heating up 
and the ongoing rollout of IPCC’s 5th Assessment Report (begun this month and set to proceed in stages 
over the coming year), there is a real need for a public forum devoted to the ethical and philosophical 
aspects of climate change.

In response, ISEE has initiated a climate ethics blog as a service to members who would like to exchange 
thoughts and insights with one another on the full range of ethical and philosophical issues surrounding 
climate change.  We also hope it will serve a wider community of citizens and scholars around the world, 
concerned about climate change and seeking to understand their individual and collective responsibilities 
in a warming world.  We believe this new feature will be a huge hit.

Contributions are hereby solicited from all ISEE members and other interested parties.  Contributors 
thus far include Andrew Light, Clare Palmer, Stephen Gardiner, Katie McShane, Kyle Whyte, Trish 
Glazebrook, and Donald A. Brown.  Posts will be temporally highlighted on the front page of the new 
ISEE website and broadcast through ISEE’s listserve and other media outlets.

“It is thought wicked and inhuman to profess 
indifference about whether the world will go up in 
flames once one is dead. And so it is undoubtedly 

true that we must consider on their own account the 
interests of those who will one day come after us.”

—Cicero, De Finibus, book 3

Contact ISEE at 
enviroethics@hotmail.com
if you are interested in 
becoming a contributor.

ISEE has been revamping its list of regional representatives in order to expand coverage of work on environmental 
ethics and philosophy outside the United States.  Each country or region that is represented now has its own web 
page on the ISEE website that includes a synopsis on an area or region and a listing of local programs, schools, 
centers, and journals.  Calls for papers, member activities, new publications, and conferences or workshops are also 
being announced on ISEE’s website and other media outlets.

ISEE would like to thank our outgoing representatives for their service and offer a warm welcome to our new and 
continuing representatives:

Samuel Awuah-Nyamekye: Ghana

Kwami Christophe Dikenou: Togo

Thomas Heyd, Nathan Kowalsky: Canada

Kyle Whyte: Indigenous America

Ricardo Rozzi: Chile

Mario Alencastro: Brazil

Freya Matthews: Australasia

Shan Gao: China

Jonathan Parker: Japan

France: Fanny Verrax
Italy: Matteo Andreozzi, Piergiacomo Pagano
The Netherlands: Martin Drentham
Portugal: Maria José Varandas, Jorge 
Marques da Silva
Poland: Dominika Dzwonkowska
Great Britain: Simon Paul James
Finland: Markku Oksanen
India: Pankaj Jain

We encourage you to peruse our new international pages, including pages for Portugal, Britain, 
Italy, and India.  Other countries or regions are still in need representation, so contact ISEE if you 
are interested in becoming a regional representative.

New Regional Representatives

Website Highlights: Introductory Textbooks & Books on Specific Themes
In each edition of the newsletter we highlight a section of the ISEE website that long-standing members may have 
missed or not browsed lately.  For this edition, we have chosen two interrelated sections: introductory textbooks and 
books on specific environmental themes.  The purpose of these regularly updated sections is to keep members who 
teach courses in environmental ethics and philosophy abreast of new material.

The section on introductory textbooks (published in English) is exhaustive.  Categorized by 
decade, it lists books ranging from the first textbooks published in the 1980s to new and 
forthcoming works.1  Two anthologies were updated to a second edition this year: Michael 
Boylan’s Environmental Ethics and Lori Gruen, Dale Jamieson, and Christopher Schlott-
mann’s Reflecting on Nature.  2014 will see the release of the second edition of Robin Att-
field’s Environmental Ethics, though additional textbooks are sure to follow.

The section on specific environmental themes contains 14 topics ranging from activism to 
worldviews, attitudes, & values.  While it too has been created with an eye to the classroom—
upper-level undergraduate or graduate-level classes perhaps—it will be useful for anyone 
wishing to gain an overview of specific research areas.  It also serves to distinguish areas that are “hot” from those out-
side the limelight, a useful benefit for those needing to establish their name in a research area in need of development 
but not dominated by experts.

1. While a few textbooks were published before the 1980s, they were published by scientists and consist almost entirely of articles on ecol-
ogy and environmental policy.

http://www.ipcc.ch/
http://enviroethics.org/category/blog/
http://enviroethics.org/portugal/
http://enviroethics.org/great-britain/
http://enviroethics.org/italy/
http://enviroethics.org/india/
http://enviroethics.org/texts-general/
http://enviroethics.org/texts-subtopics/
http://enviroethics.org/texts-subtopics/#activism
http://enviroethics.org/texts-subtopics/#worldviews
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Holmes Rolston, III, 3rd Annual Early Career Essay Prize

The International Society for Environmental Ethics and the 
Center for Environmental Philosophy invite submissions for 
their annual essay prize for scholars in the early stages of their 
career.  The prize is named in honor of Professor Holmes 
Rolston for his pioneering work in the field of environmental 
philosophy.

The Prize

Rolston Prize Papers are invited on all aspects of environ-
mental philosophy.  A prize of $500 will be awarded to the 
winning essay.  All submitted papers that qualify (see condi-
tions below) will be reviewed by an Essay Prize Committee 
in consultation with the Editorial Board of Environmental 
Ethics.  The winning essay will be published in the journal 
Environmental Ethics.

Submission Guidelines And Conditions

•  Closing date for submissions: June 1st, 2014

•  Eligibility: Submissions are invited from scholars who already hold a PhD and have earned their 
doctorate no more than five years prior to the submission deadline.  Submissions must be accom-
panied by a one-page CV to provide evidence of early career status.

•  Style and Content: consult the Chicago Manual of Style or any recent issue of Environmental Eth-
ics.  Essays must be prepared for blind review (cover page with contact information and email on 
a separate page).

•  Word limit: 60,000 characters (including spaces), including notes and references.  An abstract of 
100-150 words should also be included.

Submissions should be emailed to Phil Cafaro at philip.cafaro@colostate.edu.  Please put ‘Essay Prize’ in 
the subject line of the email submission.

The essay should not be under consideration for publication elsewhere, and should not be submitted to 
any other journal until the outcome of the competition is announced.  The decision of the committee 
will be final.  There is only one prize per year and the committee reserves the right not to award the prize 
if submissions are not of an appropriate standard.

Upcoming ISEE APA Sessions

2013 Eastern Division Meeting

Baltimore Marriott Waterfront Hotel
Baltimore, Maryland, USA

Session 2: Sunday, December 29th, 8:00-11:00 pm
Special Session on Climate Change

Chair: Benjamin Hale (University of Colorado, Boulder)

Trevor Hedberg (University of Tennessee), “Climate 
Change, Moral Integrity, and Obligations to Reduce 
Individual Emissions” 

Dan Shahar (University of Arizona), “Treading Lightly 
on the Climate in a Problem-Ridden World”

Mark Budolfson (Stanford University), “Global Justice, 
Climate Change, and Cass Sunstein’s Argument that the 
USA Should Make Unilateral Emissions Reductions”
with commentary by Andrew Light (George Mason University)

Session 1: Friday, December 27th, 6:30-9:30 pm

Chair: Allen Thompson (Oregon State University)

Justin Donhauser (University of Buffalo), “General Eco-
systems Theory is Not Too General and Theoretical to 
Inform Decision Making for Public Policy and Natural 
Resource Management”

David M. Frank (New York University), “Colony Col-
lapse Disorder and Pesticide Regulation”

Nicolae Morar and Brendan Bohanann (University of 
Oregon), “What if there are no individuals? The Impact 
of Microbial Biology in Environmental Ethics”

Brett Caloia (Hobart and William Smith College), 
“Confusion Between Moral Terms and Mere Descriptors: 
‘Sustainability’ as a Case Study”

2014 Central Division Meeting

Palmer House Hilton Hotel
Chicago, Illinois, USA

Session 1: Thursday, February 27th, 7:40-10:40 pm

Lorraine Code (York University), “Culpable Ignorance?”

Michael Scoville (Eastern Michigan University), “The 
Welfare Pluralist Account of Sustainability”

Eric Godoy (New School for Social Research and Pratt In-
stitute), “Confronting Atomistic Responsibility: Climate 
Change and Individual Moral Obligation”

Alix Dietzel (University of Sheffield), “Who is Respon-
sible for Climate Change Action?”

Session 2: Saturday, March 1st, 12:15-2:15 pm

Eric Katz (New Jersey Institute of Technology), “Geoen-
gineering, Restoration, and the Construction of Nature”

Alex Lenferna (University of Washington), “Betting on 
Climate Failure: The Ethics and Economics of Fossil Fuel 
Divestment”

Mark Cladis (Brown University), “Religion, Democracy, 
and the Environmental Imagination”

mailto:philip.cafaro@colostate.edu
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Member News
& Activities

Matteo Andreozzi (Università degli Studi of Milan) 
launched Relations. Beyond Anthropocentrism, a peer-ref-
ereed journal of trans-anthropocentric ethics and related 
topics.  Information pertaining to the first special issue, 
released June 2013, can be found at the website.

Darrell Arnold (St. Thomas University) has been pro-
moted to a new position as Director of the Institute for 
World Languages and Cultures at St. Thomas University 
in Miami Gardens, FL, USA.

Brendan Bohannan (University of Oregon), Ted 
Toadvine (University of Oregon), and Nicolae Morar 
(Rock Ethics Institute, Pennsylvania State University) 
were recently awarded a grant from the College of Arts 
and Sciences at the University of Oregon.  With support 
from the Philosophy Department, the Environmental 
Studies Program, and the Institute of Ecology and Evo-
lution, this grant will fund a series of interdisciplinary 
workshops for students and faculty from biology, phi-
losophy, and environmental studies in order to question 
the normative role of biodiversity.  The group will invite 
a renowned biodiversity scholar to each workshop.  The 
program is called “Biodiversity at Twenty-Five: The Prob-
lem of Ecological Proxy Values.”

Kevin Elliot (University of South Carolina) will begin 
a new position as Associate Professor in Lyman Briggs 
College and the Department of Fisheries and Wildlife at 
Michigan State University.  Elliott will be a member of 
the faculty of MSU’s graduate concentration in Environ-
mental Philosophy and Ethics.

Roger S. Gottlieb (Worcester Polytechnic Institute) won 
a Silver Nautilus Book Award for Fiction for his collec-
tion of short stories on environmental themes, Engaging 
Voices: Tales of Morality and Meaning in an Age of Global 
Warming.

Holmes Rolston (Colorado State University) visited the 
Great Dismal Swamp in Virginia.  In a piece published in 
the Fort Collins Coloradoan newspaper, Rolston weaves 
together reflections on his experiences with the social and 
ecological history of the swamp.  As the title of the ar-
ticle suggests (“Great Dismal Swamp is not a dismal place 
after all”), Rolston also highlights aesthetically pleasing 
features of the swamp.

Joel MacClellan began a new position as Visiting Assis-
tant Professor of Philosophy at Binghamton University 
in Binghamton, NY, USA.

Jonathan Parker began a new position as Assistant Pro-
fessor of Philosophy & Religion at Miyazaki Internation-
al College in Miyazaki, Japan.

Kyle Whyte (Michigan State University) has been 
awarded four grants:

2013-14 PI. “Michigan Environmental Justice Sum-
mit.” Sustainable Michigan Endowed Program. 

2014 Co-PI. “Courage, Humility and Empathy: A 
Study of Three Virtues of Democratic Participation as 
Goals of Civic Science Education.” Spencer Founda-
tion.

2013-14 Co-PI. “Supporting Tribal Climate Change 
Adaptation Planning through Community Participa-
tory Strategic Foresight Scenario Development.” Great 
Lakes Integrated Sciences and Assessments Center Cli-
mate Assessments Grants Competition. 

2013-16 Co-PI. “Values and Policy in Interdisciplinary 
Environmental Science: A Dialogue-based Framework 
for Ethics Education.” National Science Foundation 
Ethics Education in Science & Engineering. 

Session I: 

Chair: Mark Woods (University of San Diego)

Frank Jankunis (University of Calgary), “Against 
the Circle of Moral Considerability”

Avram Hiller (Portland State University), “Meta-
physics of the Ecological Self ”

Paper: Heleana Theixos (University of Miami), 
“Climate Change Epistemology”

Paper: Michael Lucas (California Polytechnic State 
University), “Ethics and Aesthetics of Recycled 
Water: A Flat Ontology Primer for a Small Coastal 
Town”

Session II: 

Panel on the Ethics of Fair Trade Movements: 
“Are Fair Trade Movements Fair(er)?”

Chair: Joan McGregor (Arizona State University)

Nicole Hassoun (New York University, Bingham-
ton), “The Moral Case for Purchasing a New Kind 
of Fair Trade”

Mark Navin (Oakland University), “Scaling-up Fair Trade and Local Food”

Gregory R. Peterson (South Dakota State University), “Fair Trade & Ultimate Aims for Developing World Agricul-
ture”

William Schanbacher (University of South Florida), “Fair Trade, Fair Food, and Food Sovereignty: Effective Strategies 
of Resistance or Empty Victories?”

Note: new publications by ISEE members are listed in the bibliography portion of the newsletter.

2014 Pacific Division Meeting

The Westin Gaslamp Quarter Hotel
San Diego, California, USA

Aleta Lederwasch, Conflict of Values

http://www.ledonline.it/index.php/Relations/index
http://pages.uoregon.edu/nmorar/Biodiversity/Speakers.html
http://pages.uoregon.edu/nmorar/Biodiversity/Speakers.html
http://environment.philosophy.msu.edu
http://environment.philosophy.msu.edu
http://iseethics.files.wordpress.com/2013/10/holmes-rolston-dismal-swamp-coloradoan.pdf
http://iseethics.files.wordpress.com/2013/10/holmes-rolston-dismal-swamp-coloradoan.pdf
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We are delighted to feature the work of Aleta Lederwasch in 
this issue of the ISEE Newsletter.  Aleta is an artist and Sustain-
ability Research Consultant at the Institute for Sustainable 
Futures at the University of Technology in Sydney, Australia. 
Aleta’s work is inspired by an appreciation of art’s unique ca-
pacity to facilitate collaborative decision-making and mean-
ingful dialogue, and to evoke empathy, creativity, and en-
courage new perspectives and worldviews.  Experiencing art’s 
ability to facilitate these capacities has drawn Aleta toward 
researching the potential of art to drive a shift away from high 
levels of consumption and individualism toward taking cre-
ative and collaborative action that responds to sustainability 
challenges like climate change and resource depletion, thereby 
enabling a transition to sustainable futures.  

Recently, Aleta has developed and applied a research meth-
od, called “Scenario Art,” that uses artistic interpretations of 
sustainability data, trends, and scenarios to enable in-depth 
exploration of issues involving sustainability challenges.  The 
method has been successfully used in the development of a 
sustainable vision and strategy for Australia’s minerals and 
mining sector.  It has become of particular interest to behav-
ior change practitioners and those working across deliberative 
democracy and sustainable decision-making processes.  Aleta 
hopes to begin a PhD in 2014 on the role of art for transition 
planning toward sustainable futures.

Aleta can be reached at Aleta.Lederwasch@uts.edu.au.

Aleta Lederwasch, Resource Security, mixed media (pencil, ink on wooden gate), 17.1cm x 16.5 x 3.1

Creativity in Uncertain Environments.  To be resilient in our 
increasingly uncertain economic environment, and in the face 
of natural resource depletion, it helps to unleash our creative 
selves. The good news – we all have capacity to be creative. The 
great news – being creative is a fun and rewarding process that 
may lead to many unforeseen benefits.

Creative Education.  Ask questions that open doors to untrod 
paths, provide stimuli that excite, encourage open and creative 
minds, and you have yourself a rich learning environment. This 
has been the experience of a group of stakeholders in Australia’s 
minerals industry.

Art and Mining in Australia.  In Brisbane 2010 a group of 
around 30 stakeholders in Australia’s minerals (from industry, 
government and academia) came together to develop a shared 
vision and strategy to extract long-term national benefit from 
the Mineral industry. This was conducted over the two-day 
workshop Vision 2040.

The Role of Art in Australia’s Mineral Future.  Scenario Art 
was used at Vision 2040 to awaken the creative potentials of 
the participants. Scenario Art is a method that features visual 
representations of future scenarios alongside the process of 
asking stakeholders “strategic questions.” In this case the main 
emphasis was on opportunities for the Australian mineral 
industry as well as the challenges of sustainability. For a detailed 
outline of applying Scenario Art see the following pages 14-15.  

Artworks portraying four different scenarios were used at 
Vision 2040. The first three represented plausible scenarios 
that were based on research conducted by the World Economic 
Forum in 2009.  The fourth, however, depicted a socially and 
environmentally sustainable future emphasizing the capacity of 
humans to be agents of change – to imagine desirable futures 
and to respond to environmental forces to achieve those 
visions.   To our pleasant surprise, the mineral stakeholders 
embraced the opportunity to unleash their creative selves. 
Responses to the art demonstrated foresight, empathy, and 
creativity; invaluable capacities for addressing sustainability 
challenges. The responses also demonstrated the value of 
creative processes in breaking down stakeholder barriers and 
building collaborative working environments where innovative 
thinking is embraced and enjoyed.

The results of Vision 2040 suggest that Scenario Art may be 
more effective than non-art based approaches in increasing 
responsiveness to systems that are unsustainable. Key insights 
that relate to these findings include the capacity of Scenario 
Art to open our minds to new perspectives, encourage empathy 

and long-term thinking, and the power to inspire creativity 
and innovation. A taste of these insights follows.

New Perspectives and Worldviews.  A critical step in the 
use of art at Vision 2040 was providing participants with 
the space and time to explore and analyze the artworks on 
their own, in silence. Participants were asked to contemplate 
what value, opportunities, and challenges they saw in the 
scenarios. This quiet reflection process provided participants 
with an opportunity for self-evaluation and development. 
Contemplating the self is an important step in inspiring new 
worldviews, which are necessary in a world of increasing 
consumption and decreasing resources.

A preliminary analysis of the application of Scenario Art 
suggests that it may increase the willingness of people to share 
and consider alternative perspectives, which may increase 
empathy levels and help groups identify common values, 
interests, and ideas.  This in turn may assist the identification 
of a common and complementary goal or opportunity, and 
aid the development of strategies offering maximum value 
to stakeholders for a challenge at hand, i.e., the pursuit of 
solutions for the greater good.

Activating Empathy and Long-Term Thinking.  Drawing 
from neurological theory, analysis of the Vision 2040 results 
suggests that viewing people and environments in distress, 
through art, may cause participants to feel distressed themselves. 
They may consequently experience empathy towards those 
who may be impacted by the participant’s decisions. Thus, 
coupling art experiences with decision-making processes, 
whose outcomes have foreseeable long-term consequences, may 
increase the occurrence of decision outcomes that demonstrate 
greater empathy.

Inspiring Creativity and Innovation.  Everyone perceives 
visual stimuli in different ways due to unique experiences, 
memories, associations, preferences, and cultures.  A visual 
artwork may incite reactions as diverse as the myriad of people 
experiencing it. The malleable, indiscriminate nature of visual 
art, unlike literature, makes visual art a highly adaptable and 
valuable tool to connect with a wide audience.  Perhaps of 
greater significance is the value of sharing individual responses 
to visual art. Through visual art’s capacity to generate and 
arouse a rich spectrum of responses it has the potential to 
catalyze creative and innovative responses to current challenges. 
Creative and innovative solutions may flower when a group of 
individuals share the meanings they each experience that relates 
to the challenge at hand.

Using Art to Mine Solutions 
by Aleta Lederwasch

  

Featured
Artist

http://www.isf.uts.edu.au/
http://www.isf.uts.edu.au/
mailto:Aleta.Lederwasch@uts.edu.au
http://www.csiro.au/~/media/CSIROau/Flagships/Minerals Down Under/MF Cluster publications/Mason et alReport16finalvisionfinalJan2012WEB2.pdf
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panel featured UEA academics from various fields—Liz 
McKinnell from Philosophy, Mike Hulme from Environ-
mental Science, John Turnpenny from Political and Inter-
national Relations, together with ISEE president Phil Ca-
faro—to offer their reflections on the meeting as a whole. 

Together with these plenary sessions, we also heard papers 
in a series of extremely stimulating and productive paral-
lel sessions that were very wide-ranging in philosophical 
method and perspective. One significant theme was the 
analysis and critique of reductive methods of valuing na-

ture, such as the ecosystems services paradigm.
 
In keeping with the precedent set at previous ISEE meet-
ings, delegates were also given the opportunity to take 
their philosophical thinking and discussion beyond of the 
classroom. The meeting featured an amazing dramatiza-
tion of the UEA playwright Steve Waters’s climate change 
play The Contingency Plan, a picnic, and a guided wildlife 
walk. It also included a screening and discussion with the 
director of the docu-drama Green, a powerful film about 
the causes and consequences deforestation in Indonesia.

Papers Presented
Abstracts for the following papers can be found in the conference program

						       
The Anthropocene (Plenary)
•  Philip Cafaro, “Recognizing Limits and Preserving Wild Nature:
     A Superior Alternative to Embracing the Anthropocene”
•  Allen Thompson, “Adaptation at the Heart of Ethics for the
     Anthropocene”
•  Holmes Rolston, “Comments on Cafaro and Thompson”

Aesthetics
•  Lewis Coyne, “Aesthetics of the Earth”
•  Nicholas Wiltsher, “Individual Aesthetics, Collective Ethics”
•  Maria del Mar Rosa, “The Anthropocene and its Aesthetic
     Consequences”

Questioning Instrumental Approaches to Ecosystems
•  Paul Knights, “Rejecting Functionalism of Ecosystems Services”
•  Sitjn Neuteleers, “Should Biodiversity be Useful?”
•  Mike Hannis, “Virtues of Acknowledged Ecological Dependence”

Politics and Activism
•  Jason Matske and Malgorzata Dereniowska, “On 

Compromise in Environmental Activism”
•  Keith Peterson, “What’s Blocking Environmental 

Culture?”
•  Lilin Keschbaumer, “Boating through the Desert?: 

Philosophy and Politics of Water Allocation”

Acting For and With Nature
•  Fran Speed, “Ecology without ‘Nature’?”
•  Sanne van de Hout, “Critical Reflections on the
     Biomimetic Turn”
•  Jonathan Beever, “The Intrinsicality of Value: 
     Soundscapes”

Report on the Tenth Annual Joint Meeting
on Environmental Philosophy

The Tenth Annual Meeting of the ISEE was held at the 
University of East Anglia in the UK from June 12-14.  
It was the second time that the meeting has been held 
outside of the United States and the first time in the UK. 

The meeting was a great success, bringing together schol-
ars from various continents and several generations. We 
were particularly happy that Holmes Rolston decided to 
join us at the last minute, contributing his vast knowl-
edge and experience in acute and perceptive observations 
at many of the sessions. 

The meeting featured two keynotes lectures, plenary lec-
tures, panels, and parallel sessions. We wanted to invite 
contributions from scholars and thinkers whose work falls 
outside of mainstream topics in environmental ethics and 
to bring them together with those working on contempo-
rary concerns and those revisiting classic problems. Iain 
McGilchrist’s keynote lecture set the tone for the meet-
ing, showing the deep relevance of his research into the 
different styles of thinking associated with the two brain 
hemispheres for understanding and tackling destructive 
environmental attitudes and practices. Several partici-
pants later commented on the new perspective that the 
lecture gave them on their own work. The first evening 
then saw a vigorous debate between Philip Cafaro and 
Allen Thompson, with comments from Holmes Rolston, 

concerning the most appropriate response to recognizing 
the current geological era as the Anthropocene. 

Tom Greaves and Rupert Read started the second day with 
a plenary lecture on the ecological conditions of valuation 
and their implications in a critique of contemporary proj-
ects for valuing nature.  In the evening we hosted a won-
derful session of short talks and debate via weblink with 
three scholars in the United States: Ted Toadvine, Katie 
McShane, and Jeremy Bendick-Keymer. The session was 
designed to minimize our carbon emissions and turned 
out to be a great success. We very much hope that this 
kind of session becomes more prevalent at Environmental 
Ethics conferences and beyond.  Among other benefits, 
including such sessions in the future could increase inter-
actions among the widely scattered practitioners of envi-
ronmental philosophy.  

Simon James gave the second keynote lecture, arguing 
forcefully with a reading of Wordsworth, that the intrinsic 
connection between place and identity can illuminate the 
problem of the moral status of the nonhuman.  A second 
plenary panel discussion continued the theme of opening 
environmental ethics to new influences, with talks from 
Ruth Makoff on the inadequacies of environmental lib-
eralism in political philosophy and Larry Lohmann on 
issues of translation and political struggle.  A final plenary 

From left to right: Conference organizers Rupert Read and Thomas Greaves; ISEE’s representative for Great Britain, Simon James

http://iseethics.files.wordpress.com/2013/10/10th-joint-conference-parallel-session-program-2013.pdf
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The Future of 
Environmental 

Philosophy

 Report from the World Congress
International Perspectives on Environmental Ethics at the 

23rd World Congress of Philosophy, Athens, Greece, August 4th - 10th, 2013

A Two-Part Panel on International Perspectives on Environ-
mental Ethics was held at the 23rd World Congress of Phi-
losophy, Athens, Greece, 4th-10th of August 2013.  The 
panel was convened by Alexandria Poole, Eugene Har-
grove, and Ricardo Rozzi, as a joint initiative of the In-
ternational Society of Environmental Ethics (ISEE) with 
the Center for Environmental Philosophy (CEP) and the 
Sub-Antarctic Biocultural Conservation Program (Univer-
sity of North Texas, University of Magallanes, Chile).  It 
resulted from long-term collaborations with researchers 
from five continents (Africa, Asia, Latin America, Europe, 
and North America), including Regional Representatives 
from ISEE.  It represents a milestone activity on the road 
initiated twenty five years ago in the 20th World Congress 
of Philosophy held in Boston, when the ISEE sections for 
Central and South America were created.  The goal of the 
panel was to acknowledge the importance of global scale 
and the critical need for interregional dialogue to address 
pressing socio-ecological challenges associated with global 

environmental change.  The presentations celebrated the 
diversity of perspectives on environmental ethics and de-
veloped a more integrated platform for this international 
dialogue, including influential and foundational thinkers, 
institutions, and contrasting concepts and practices for en-
vironmental philosophy.  Following the two-part panel, 
panel members and other participants held a workshop 
meeting on Tuesday, August 6th to discuss future plans 
for further developing this dialogue in this international 
collaborative network of environmental philosophy, and 
identified the need to more broadly communicate their 
regional approaches.  As a result, this issue of the ISEE 
Newsletter inaugurates a series of essays on international 
perspectives on environmental philosophy that builds on 
the previous South American series, to project the
Occasional Papers series to all continents, while at the same 
time strengthening the long-term collaboration between 
ISEE and CEP in this endeavor.  

Panel Organizers included Dr. Ricardo Rozzi of the Sub-Ant-
arctic Biocultural Conservation Program, and Dr. Eugene C. 
Hargrove and Alexandria Poole of the Center for Environ-
mental Philosophy.  Panel presenters included: Dr. Thomas 
Heyd, University of Victoria, representing Canada; Dr. Pa-
tricia Glazebrook, Department of Philosophy and Religion 
Studies, University of North Texas, representing Ghana; Dr. 
Wang Guopin, President of Nanjing Xiaozhuang University, 
China and Guo Hui, University of Nanjing and Nanjing For-
estry University, Nanjing, China; Dr. Jorge Aguirre, Univer-
sidad de Monterrey, Monterrey, Mexico; Dr. Ricardo Rozzi, 
University of North Texas, representing Chile; Dr. Eugene 
Hargrove, Center for Environmental Philosophy, University 
of North Texas, presenting on EE in the United States; Dr. 
Magda Costa Carvalho, Universidade dos Açores, Ponta Del-

gada, Portugal; Dr. Piergiacomo Pagano, Italian National Agency for New Technologies, Energy and Sustainable De-
velopment, Bologna, Italy; Dr. Yrjö Sepänmaa, University of  Eastern Finland, Joensuu, Finland; Dr. Kurt Jax, Depart-
ment of Conservation Biology, Helmholtz-Centre for Environmental Research, Leipzig, Germany. In the session Dr. 
Philip Cafaro, ISEE President, Dr. Workineh Kelbessa of Addis Ababa, Ethiopia, Dr. Francisca Massardo, University 
of Magallanes, Chile, along with a number of others, also participated.  

New Horizons in Ethics
•  Yogi Hendlin, “Interspecies Discourse Ethics: Listening 

and Horizons of Understanding”
•  Elisa Aatola, “From Anamnesis to Elevation: Should
      Wilderness Experience be a Moral Duty?”

Future Justice
•  Christian Baatz, “Individual Responsibility and Global 

Environmental Problems” (presented by Lieske Voget-
Kelschin)

•  Liz McKinnell, “Time, Identity and Intergenerational 
Justice”

•  Chelsea Mae Haramia, “Future Generations, Present
     Responsibilities”

Religious and Secular Nature
•  Robin Attfield, “Secular Stewardship”
•  Konrad Ott, “The Hebrew Story of Creation and Contemporary Environmental Ethics”
•  Ian Kidd, “Nature’s Mystery”

Culture and Practice
•  Charles Wright, “Gardening and the Practice of Ecological Reciprocity”
•  Philipp Thapa, “Hobbit Virtues and Environmental Culture”
•  Wallace Heim, “Witnessing the Ethical and Re-placing the Human in
     Outdoor Dance Practices”

Nineteenth Century Thinkers: Ecological Being before the Age of Ecology
•  Jake Greear, “Thoreau’s Peripatetic Asceticism: Walking, Wilderness and
     Truth”
•  Neil Williams, “Environmentalist William James”
•  Piers Stephens, “Nature and Civilisation: J. S. Mill”

http://www.cep.unt.edu/
http://chile.unt.edu/
http://enviroethics.org/occasional-papers/
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“Good afternoon” to everybody, and “thank you” to the organization to give me this important opportunity. First of 
all I beg your pardon for my poor English and for reading my talk. I am not used to speak in English and, having little 
time, I don’t want to miss something important. I have to beg your pardon twice because I am not a philosopher. I am 
a biologist. I work for a technological/scientific institution and I have a scientific background. I had to cultivate my 
interest in environmental philosophy almost as an hobby. Fortunately something is changing. Anyway, I am persuaded 
that my scientific background mixed with philosophical studies I have done may be considered a value in some respect.

Environmental Philosophy and Ethics in Italy

What about environmental philosophy and ethics in Italy? In the ISEE summer 2012 newsletter my young friend 
Matteo Andreozzi wrote a brief review about the situation in Italy. He wrote: “…Since the 1970s, many Italian schol-
ars have recognized the importance of environmental ethics and philosophy. Various studies … have been published; 
and websites, journals, and classes have appeared, especially within the past ten years. It is thus clear that Italian schol-
ars, affiliated or not with academic institutions, want to contribute to the debate…”  This is all true, however some 
difficulties have taken Italians separated from the international debate. I’ll now try to argue about some reasons. 

As you can see in table n. 1 few foreigners environmental ethics books were published in Italian.

Table n. 1 - Some environmental philosophy and ethics published in Italian

Author/s Year of 
last edition Italian/English title Publisher

Devall B., Sessions G. 1989 Ecologia profonda. Vivere come se la natura fosse importante.
Deep Ecology: Living as if Nature Mattered

Edizioni 
Gruppo 
Abele

Hargrove E. C. 1990 Fondamenti di etica ambientale.
Foundations of Environmental Ethics

Franco 
Muzzio

Passmore J. 1991 La nostra responsabilità per la natura
Man’s Responsibility for Nature Feltrinelli

Naess A. 1994 Ecosofia
Ecology, Community and Lifestyle: Outline of an Ecosofy Red Edizioni

Leopold A. 1997 Almanacco di un mondo semplice
A Sand County Almanac Red edizioni

Callicott J. B., Norton B. G., 
Holmes Rolston, III, et al. 2005 Valori selvaggi. L’etica ambientale nella filosofia americana e 

australiana (Italian version edited by Peverelli R.) Medusa

On the contrary you can find many books published in Italian by Italian authors. If you digit “etica ambientale” 
(namely “environmental ethics”) and “filosofia ambientale” (“environmental philosophy”) on an Italian internet book-
store you will find about 90 books on our disciplines. Table n. 2 shows some of them. Many of these books are collec-
tive books. More than 60 authors wrote or edited an environmental philosophy and ethics book, more than a hundred 
wrote papers about these disciplines. Many publishers are little one. Some of them are related with Catholic Church.

XXIII World Congress of Philosophy – Athens 4-10 August 2013
ISEE (International Society for Environmental Ethics) Meeting - Athens - Monday, August 5, 2013

Environmental Philosophy and Ethics in Italy 
by Piergiacomo Pagano

The Rio+20 Conference held in Brazil in 2012 showed 
that since the 1992 Earth Summit (also held in Rio de 
Janeiro) the rate of environmental change had increased 
rather than decreased, as was the goal.  To reorient this 
trend, environmental philosophy can make a significant 
contribution.  However, to address this chal-
lenge it is essential to catalyze interdisciplinary, 
interinstitutional, and international collabora-
tions.  In order to add to this goal, the Center 
for Environmental Philosophy (CEP) and the 
Sub-Antarctic Biocultural Conservation Pro-
gram (University of North Texas and University 
of Magallanes, Chile) proposed a collaborative 
initiative to the International Society of Environmental 
Ethics (ISEE), the organization of a panel on Internation-
al Perspectives on Environmental Ethics at the 23rd World 
Congress of Philosophy (WCP), Athens, Greece, 4th-
10th of August 2013. 

The panel resulted from long-term collaborations with re-
searchers from five continents (Africa, Asia, Latin Amer-
ica, Europe, and North America), including Regional 
Representatives from ISEE, who presented at the 23rd 
WCP a diversity of perspectives on environmental ethics 
and developed a more integrated platform for this inter-
national dialogue, including influential and foundational 
thinkers, institutions, and contrasting concepts and prac-
tices for environmental philosophy.  As a follow up, panel 
members and other participants also held a workshop 
meeting on Tuesday, August 6th to discuss future plans 
for further developing this dialogue in this international 
collaborative network of environmental philosophy, and 
identified the need to more broadly communicate their 
regional approaches. 

ISEE offers an ideal forum for investigating the reticu-
lated specificity of the causes of environmental problems, 
as well as for favoring the expression of diverse forms of 
ecological knowledge, languages, and practices.  This mo-
tivated us to initiate in this issue of the ISEE Newsletter 
a series of essays on international perspectives on envi-
ronmental philosophy, building upon the previous South 
American series, while at the same time strengthening 

the long-term collaboration between ISEE and CEP in 
this endeavor.  This series will make available essays pub-
lished online with free access in English as well as in the 
respective languages of each of the regions. In each ISEE 
Newsletter’s issue we will include a regional vision writ-

ten by different authors 
with the purpose of bet-
ter capturing the multi-
vocal richness of envi-
ronmental philosophy 
around the planet.

We have named this sec-
tion “Past, Present, and Future International Perspectives 
on Environmental Ethics,” alluding to the millenary roots 
of environmental ethics in each of the cultural traditions 
in Africa, Asia, Australia, Europe, and North and South 
America, as well as the syncretic contemporary expres-
sions in today’s cosmopolitan society, within and out-
side academia.  The distinguished biologist at the Italian 
National Agency for New Technologies, Energy & Eco-
nomic Sustainable Development, Piergiacomo Pagano, 
inaugurates this series with one of the strongest interdisci-
plinary branches of biology and philosophy: evolutionary 
ethics and the schools of environmental thought in Italy.  
Piergiacomo is one of two ISEE representatives for Italy, 
and since the 1990s he has built not only a rich concep-
tual framework but also an online platform that fosters 
a dialogue on environmental philosophy.  In his essay,   
Pagano offers an overview of Italian environmental phi-
losophy that introduces seminal authors and approaches 
that give an initial impulse for this new ISEE series on 
international environmental philosophies.

Ricardo Rozzi, Alexandria Poole, & Eugene Hargrove 

Department of Philosophy & Religion Studies
University of North Texas, USA

Center for Environmental Philosophy

Sub-Antarctic Biocultural Conservation Program
University of North Texas, University of Magallanes, Insti-
tute of Ecology and Biodiversity, Chile

Past, Present, and Future International Perspectives on Environmental Ethics
by Ricardo Rozzi, Alexandria Poole & Eugene Hargrove

It is essential to catalyze 
interdisciplinary, inter-
institutional, and inter-
national collaborations. 

http://enviroethics.org/south-american-philosophy-series/
http://enviroethics.org/south-american-philosophy-series/
http://www.filosofia-ambientale.it/
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If we return to look at our disciplines, picture n. 1 shows two of the more recent collective books published in Italy: 
Poli A. (ed.), “The Person in Philosophies of Environment”, Limina Mentis, 2012; Andreozzi M. (ed.), “Environmen-
tal Ethics: Voices and perspectives”, Led, 2012. Their young curators and the number of authors—old acquaintances 
mixed with new entries—show, again, the Italian desire to be active in our disciplines. In particular in the second book 
we could find the effort by the editor to include some famous English mother tongue authors in our discussion.

Picture n. 1 - At the end of 2012 two new collective books were published

Nonetheless, while the Italian community shows to be dynamic, it remains, unfortunately, too isolated from the rest 
of the discussing world. There are some reasons for this unpleasant situation.

First of all some Italians authors, especially older ones like me, have difficulties writing in English. For some of us read-
ing in English or translating a text from English to Italian is not a problem. Our problem is to write or either to speak 
in a grammatically correct English. We need a translator. It is not easy to find a good one in our disciplines, and when 
you have found him (or her) you have to consider costs. Costs that are too high if we have to translate a book. In these 
cases we need some organizations that support our efforts.

And here springs up the main problem of our disciplines in Italy. Environmental philosophy and ethics are poorly 
considered. That occurs not only in the scientific world but in the humanity world too.

Think that at the beginning of my efforts to divulge environmental philosophy in Italy, thanks to my 2001 founded 
environmental philosophy website, some students asked me where they could follow a study plan on environmental 
philosophy. I addressed them to Universities but a lot of professors snubbed our disciplines. Currently this situation 
persists. You can find some environmental ethics courses at some Universities, but you cannot find a faculty, a depart-
ment, or an academic institution specialized in it.

Table n. 2 - Some Italians environmental ethics books listed by year

Author/s Year Title translated in English Publisher
Battaglia L. (ed.) 1992 Ethics and Environment Satyagraha
Bartolommei S. 1995 Ethics and Nature Laterza
Privitera S. (ed.) 1995 For an Environmental Ethics Armando
Dalla Casa G. 1996 Deep Ecology Pangea
Savignano A. (ed) 1997 Ethics of the Environment Franco Angeli
Russo G. (ed.) 1998 Environmental Bioethics Elledici
Russo N. 2000 Philosophy and Ecology Guida
Baricalla V. (ed.) 2002 Nature and Western Culture Oasi, Perdisa
Pagano P. 2002 Environmental philosophy Mattioli 1885
Franzini T. R. 2003 Un Unsafe World (Prospective in Environmental Ethics). L’arciere
Iovino S. 2004 Environmental philosophies. Nature, Ethics, Society Carocci
Peverelli R. (ed.) 2005 Wild values. Environmental Ethics in the America & Australian Philosophies Medusa
Valle L. 2005 Environmental Ethics in Ecosophic perspective Ibis
Quarta C. (ed.) 2006 A New Ethics for the Environment Dedalo
Ramellini P. 2006 Environmental Ethics Lines Paoline
Danon M. 2006 Ecopsycology Apogeo
Morandini S. (ed.) 2007 For Ethics, Environmental, and Anthropological Sustainability Gregoriana
Di Domenico M. 2009 Ecoethics Luciano Editore
Andreozzi M. (ed.) 2012 Environmental ethics: Voices and Perspectives LED
Poli A. (ed.) 2012 The Person in the Environmental Philosophies Limina Mentis

Looking a little bit wider Italian libraries are full of books on environment, reflecting a genuine environmental con-
cern. In Table n. 3  you could find the number of environmental related books written and published in Italian clas-
sified by key words.

Table n. 3 - Italian environmental books listed by keywords

Keyword in Italian Key Word Number of books
searched by Key word

Ambiente Environment 2000
Ecologia Ecology 677
Ambientalismo Environmentalism 320
Economia Ambientale Environmental Economy 265
Sviluppo Sostenibile Sustainable Development 223
Etica Cristiana Christian Ethics 197
Animalismo Animalism 153
Ecoeconomia (Eco-economy) Eco-economy 138
Etica Ambientale Environmental Ethics 73
Diritti ambientali Environmental Rights 62
Etica animale Animal Ethics 34
Diritti animali Animal Rights 30
Ecoetica (Eco-Ethics) Eco-Ethics (many of them are in English) 28
Decrescita felice Happy Degrowth 20
Ecopsicologia Ecopsychology 19
Economia Verde (Green Economy) Green Economy 17
Filosofia Ambientale Environmental Philosophy 16
Antropocentrismo Anthropocentrism 7
Ecologismo Ecologism 6
Biocentrismo Biocentrism 1
Ecocentrismo Ecocentrism 0

http://www.filosofia-ambientale.it/
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Picture n. 2 - Books with reflections on my proactive environmentalism and “eco-evo-centrism”

Eco-evo-centrism

“Eco-evo-centrism” is my analytical theory with an ecocentric base, and a dynamic vision. Just few minutes to touch 
on its basic concepts.

Physics, chemistry, organic chemistry, genetics, and ecology say that life is under the same laws as any other thing, or-
ganic or not, and we –humans–  have nothing special. Even ecology says that we are less important than “key species”. 
So we think we are superior because we are judging ourselves. If we were a bee we should consider bees as superior. The 
same should happen if we were a worm, a fish, or a tree.

But science tells us more than what I said, indeed. If we look nature with holistic eyes we discover a different human 
being. A man with an evolutionary novelty that characterize our species and enfranchises ourselves beyond the classical 
evolutionary laws. We are an important singularity. We overtake biological evolution and enter the cultural evolution 
era. Cultural and biological evolution mechanisms are similar but not equal. Cultural evolution mechanisms requires 
a degree of credulity and the spread of ‘‘maladaptive’’ ideas. That is very intriguing.

The keystone of my eco-evo-centrism is the awareness of emergent properties. When an object has a number of proper-
ties beyond the sum of its parts we talk about emergent properties. They arise thanks to relations. There are a quantity 
of emergent properties we could find everywhere. Cells, multicellular organisms, organs, riversides, forests are just 
some examples. Few of them caused, I could say, “Copernican revolutions”. Life is the greatest. After its arrival nothing 
was like before. A myriad of living organisms evolved in a quantity of varieties.

Now we have to realize that another “Copernican revolution” has just arrived. It is consciousness, an emergent prop-
erty that arose from the complex interactions among neurons of our brain. Consciousness has produced a brand new 
emergent property: culture. As chemical evolution endure billions of years to produce life, biological evolution worked 
hundreds of millions of years to produce a nervous aggregate capable to ask questions about itself. It happened few 
millions of years ago and since then it began a new era. The cultural era. 

People speak about environmental concern in a lot of different ways, from scientific, to economic, and political point 
of view. But with a sort of confusion. To have an idea on studies and investigations in environmental area, about 
five years ago I did a brief internet research. I found that since 1970s a quantity of different areas was established. 
We should mention, for example, environmental philosophy and ethics, eco-ethics, environmental economy, green 
economy, eco-economy, eco-politics, environmental politics, environmental sociology, eco-psychology, environmental 
psychology, eco-criticism, ecofeminism and so forth. Everyone has its own peculiarity, but it should be the case to 
define them rigorously, and a glossary could help us to entangle.

Anyway, to remain confined to Alma Mater, the University of Bologna, my hometown, over a hundred different aca-
demic degrees containing the word “environment” in their name exist. Despite such a wide range of them, it does not 
exist one on environmental philosophy or ethics. Moreover few Italian Universities have environmental philosophy 
or ethics dedicated courses. In many cases they are spread in different faculty as philosophy, literature, biomedical sci-
ences, and agriculture. They are generally taught mixed with other subjects, typically bioethics. In Table n. 4 you can 
see a raw example of the Italian situation.

Table n. 4 - In Italy Environmental Ethics courses are few and sparse. Sometime Environmental Ethics is 
taught inside other teachings. Here a raw example

University Faculty/department Name of the course Teacher
Bologna CIRSFID Bioethics, enviro bioethics Carla Faralli, Silvia Zullo
Genoa Antiquity, philosophy and History Moral Philosophy Angelo Campodonico 
Genoa Educational science Bioethics Luisella Battaglia
Macerata Humanities Moral philosophy, animal ethics Luigi Alici
Milan Humanistic Environmental ethics Alessandro Segale 
Milan Philosophy Environmental ethics Matteo Andreozzi 
Naples Economy Environmental ethics Maria Di Domenico
Naples Humanities studies Philosophy of science Nicola Russo
Padua Literature and philosophy Moral philosophy Francesca Menegoni
Pavia Engineering Environmental ethics Laura Gobbi, Palmeri Felice
Pisa Agriculture Environmental ethics Sergio Bartolommei 
Pisa Chemist and agronomic biotechnologies Environmental ethics Lodovico Galleni

Rome Philosophy MA in bioethics Donatelli Piergiorgio, 
Armandi Marco

Sassari Biomedical sciences Bioethics and legislation Rossella Mascolo

Turin Foreign languages,  literature, 
& modern culture Environmental ethics Serenella Iovino

Many teachers and scholars in Italy are not specialized on environmental philosophy and ethics. As a consequence 
their papers concern teaching and divulgation. Some of them divulge schools of thought like deep ecology. Some 
of them deal with others ideas analyzing thinkers of the past with modern environmental eye. Many of them claim 
animal rights. Some of them criticize anthropocentrism, re-evaluating eastern philosophies or people of the past like 
American Indians. And so forth.

In Italy, as far as I know, no one advanced a comprehensive analytical environmental philosophical theory. I am the 
only one. I defined my theory with the new term “eco-evo-centrism”. I wrote about it as chapters entitled “Evolution, 
environmental philosophies and proactive politics” and “Proactive Environmentalism” in the two collective books 
published in 2012 I showed you before, and in two of my books: “The Proactive Politics. Administration in Globaliza-
tion and Multiculturalism”, Limina Mentis, 2012; “The History of Thought on Biological Evolution. With Reflections 
of Environmental Philosophy”, 2013, Italian Edition: ENEA Editore, English edition: see amazon.com.
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We are representative of a new evolutionary leap. We are not a superior being. We are transition organisms, similar to 
other animals but beyond animals. We are inside nature, but we are a new entity in undergoing transformation. So we 
have to think in an eco-evolutionary-centric way. From this point of view my proactive environmentalism and my pro-
active politics, I mentioned before, arose. Obviously my eco-evo-centric theory is a little more complex. In few months 
I will translate my “Proactive Environmentalism” or I will write a brand new paper in English to better explain it.

Some environmental philosophy and ethics non-academic organizations in Italy

Many people, institution, and organizations speak about environmental ethics in Italy. However in nearly every cases 
they speak about it inside a quantity of concerns, including environmental education, and environmental manage-
ment systems. 

Here there are some important examples. The Italian Bioethics Institute has a section of environmental ethics they 
call “environmental bioethics”. In their web pages they argue that bioethics embraces biomedical ethics as animalist 
bioethics and environmental bioethics. In its environmental dedicated section you could find many recent paper on 
ethics and biodiversity.

The Lanza Foundation is linked with Catholic Church with the aim of enter the delicate faith-culture debate. It has 
web pages in English. There is a section entitled “Ethics and Environmental Policies” where you can find some discus-
sion about environmental ethics. 

As we saw in more than one occasion, Catholic Church is ever been in the front row to discuss ethical theme. So it 
facilitates the birth of Environmental Ethics Centres. They cluster religious and secular institution in order to create 
task forces to define environmental guidelines for specific territory. Until now there are three centres in Northern Italy. 
The first as founded at the end of 2007 in Parma and gathers diocese, Lanza foundation, municipality, district and 
private environmental services societies of Parma territory to find solutions about applied ethics.

Conclusion

As you can see Italy is dynamic in discussing environmental concern and environmental philosophy and ethics themes. 
Otherwise, in my opinion, we need more cohesion and communication. Europe Union may be the right occasion 
to organizing ourselves as Italians to create a great and operational cluster of European Countries. Some actions have 
been made. In 2011 the European Network for Environmental Ethics (ENEE) was found. Unfortunately it is too 
little and it has no funds. We need to implement it. Just now a new international magazine entitled “Relation. Beyond 
Anthropocentrism” has been published. The first edition is freely downloadable on internet. You are kindly invited to 
participate.

In summary much has been done in Italy, much more will have to be done in Italy, Europe and the rest of the world. 
I think the better way is to collaborate each other to find a project to present for fund. Beside other opportunity Ho-
rizon 2020, The EU Framework Programme for Research and Innovation, should be a good chance. It has a section 
named “Tackling Societal Challenges” where we could propose a project. I have one and I am in search of European 
partner to develop it.

That’s all. Thank you for your attention.

Piergiacomo Pagano
e-mail: piergiacomo.pagano@enea.it

ENEA (Italian National Agency for New Technologies, 
Energy and the Economic Sustainable Development) 
Via Martiri di Monte Sole, 4. I-40129 Bologna

How bad is it to die, and so lose everything you have? Is 
it really bad? The worst thing possible?  Or does it depend 
in part on how much you have, how much you want to 
keep it, on what the alternatives are? I will either kill you, 
painlessly, or torture you for a week, then let you go. You 
might choose death. I will either kill your cat, painlessly, 
or torture it for a week, and then let it go. You might 
choose death for your cat. (Let’s assume you’re not in a 
position to choose instead death for me).

Dale Jamieson sug-
gests (ISEE News-
letter 23, no. 3, 
2012, p. 28) that 
thinking about 
the wrongness of 
killing is difficult 
because there are 
conflicting intu-
itions in play. On 
the one hand, there 
is the thought that 
killing Einstein’s 90 year old mother, an Alzheimer’s suf-
ferer, would be worse than killing her talented son; on the 
other hand, there is the thought that these are in some 
sense equally bad, as both people would be deprived of 
everything they have, both would lose a totality.  The for-
mer intuition – and he says it’s one we all have – is  alleg-
edly in the forefront of  what he calls the Singer-Belshaw 
view, while the latter has predominance in the thought of 
Tom Regan, and others of that ilk. Jamieson doesn’t want 
to take sides here, but suggests (in a way that isn’t further 
unpacked) that this is the wrong way of looking at things. 
I imagine he’d like to reconcile the two positions, and put 
an end to squabbling.

Let’s take a lead from Jamieson and refer to these contrast-
ing intuitions about killing as the comparative view and 

the total view respectively. They roughly correspond, of 
course, to the quality and sanctity views about life’s value, 
with the difference that here, there’s explicit consideration 
of more-than-human lives. And let’s also, prompted by 
this correspondence, shift the emphasis from the wrong-
ness of killing to the badness of death.  Killing the mother 
is no less of a crime than killing the son – we can hold 
on to that while still doubting their deaths are equally 
bad.  And let’s bracket out instrumental values: both sides 

might agree that Einstein is the more useful to society 
but agree too that this isn’t the issue. The problem 
with the total view is that equally losing everything 
doesn’t imply equal losses. Totalities come in different 
sizes. It’s hard to think that the death of your tree is 
just as bad as the death of your plumber. And it’s hard 
too to think that your death at 30 is just as bad as 
your death at 90. Even though I’ll allow that support 
for the total view  is widespread, I’m not sure that 
many will have contrary intuitions about particular 
cases like these.

So those who think, as of course most do, that an 
animal’s death can be bad for it, even if a tree’s death can’t, 
presumably think there’s something about the animal, 
something about the sort of life it has, and in particu-
lar something about its mental life, that makes this true.  
And those who think that age can make a difference to 
the badness of death are surely likely to think that other 
factors too are relevant, so that even within a species, one 
death can on various grounds be worse than another.  A 
relevant feature of animal lives that bears on how they 
should be treated is that they feel pain.  That’s a reason 
not to torture them.  And for what it’s worth, it seems 
to me that torturing animals is not only bad but other 
things equal, is as bad as torturing people.  On this score, 
contra Jamieson, I’m not sure the comparative view is self-
serving. That animals feel pain, and dislike it, can be a 
reason to kill them painlessly. Similarly with people. But 

A Reply to Jamieson on the Badness of Death
by Christopher Belshaw

Editor’s Note: Belshaw’s reply is to the Dale Jamieson interview featured in the summer 2012 Newsletter, pp. 26-31. 
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there are also reasons not to kill people.  One of them is 
that they’ll often trade, and reasonably trade, some period 
of pain for some period of extra life.  Animals can’t reflect 
on the options, and choose in this way.  That’s one reason 
for denying that death is bad for them. 

Now of course we can argue about this. Someone might 
insist that animals too want to live on. But if we do then 
we’re arguing about the complexities of mental life, issues 
of quality, and comparing different cases.  This is a way of 
proceeding that seems to me to be altogether appropriate. 
And it’s not easy to see that there’s an alternative. 

I don’t know if our discussion in Utrecht really did pro-
ceed, as Jamieson claims, with complete neglect of the 
total view, but if so perhaps it can be remedied here. So 
suppose there is something in it. Suppose that all lives, or 
all sentient lives, or all subject-of-a-life lives, or all lives 
within a given species, or some such, are of equal intrinsic 
or inherent value, or some such.  Even so, unless the com-

parative or quality view is to be completely jettisoned, it 
is still going to turn out that Einstein’s overall value out-
weighs that of his aged mother, and so there will still be 
grounds to regret his death more than hers or, if we have 
to kill one of them, to choose to kill her rather than toss a 
coin.  Regan would object here that these different values 
are incommensurable and so can’t be added together in 
the way I suggest.  Perhaps, but then it’s hard to see why 
the one should take precedence over the other. 

Only if this total view is the only one in town, then, can 
we get a result where all lives, or all lives of some kind, 
are of equal value. But for the life of me, I can’t see rea-
sons for thinking that can be true.  And reconciliation 
needs another way.

Christopher Belshaw 
The Open University
Christopher.Belshaw@open.ac.uk

Aleta Lederwasch, The Great Transition, mixed media (pencil, ink on wooden gate), 22.8 x 15.4 x 3.1

Book 
Reviews

Clare Palmer’s Animal Ethics in Context is a great addition 
to Columbia University Press’s series of books on Animal 
Studies (and I tip my hat to Columbia UP for their 
decision to create the series for researchers interested in 
this topic). 

In this book, Palmer’s central intention is to answer an 
important question that has been largely overlooked in 
the animal ethics literature: Are our moral responsibilities 
toward domesticated animals different from our moral 
responsibilities toward wild animals? In order to make 
this question even more compelling, Palmer invites us 
to think about two very different moral reactions that 
public opinion and some animal rights activists had to 
recent events. In 2007, we heard that at least ten thousand 
wildebeest died while crossing the Mara River. Some 
tourists even have photographs of the mass drowning. 
Two years later, the members of a British family failed 
to meet the most minimal welfare needs of 114 horses. 
Whereas the first event created little ethical turmoil, the 
second one “has been described as Britain’s ‘worst ever’ 
case of animal neglect” (1). The challenge, says Palmer, 
is to understand and justify why “pain and suffering are 
regarded quite differently in these two stories” (2). Most 
animal ethicists would agree that the  animals in the 
two categories have similar morally relevant capacities. 
And, as Aristotle once told us, equals ought to be treated 
equally. Hence, Palmer’s question: Why is this similarity 
not reflected in our moral behavior since “if something 
is owed to one animal, it is owed to all animals that are 
relevantly similar?” (3) 

Palmer explains our apparent moral inconsistency by 
appealing to what she calls the laissez-faire intuition 
(LFI). Roughly, this intuition is that wild animals should 
be left to their fate while domesticated ones should be 
taken care of by providing them with food, water, shelter, 
etc. While most of us would easily recognize that we have 
a moral duty to assist domesticated animals, the LFI is 
supposed to explain why this duty does not extend to all 
sentient creatures and why the same moral duty does not 
apply in the case of the drowning wildebeests. 

Certainly, Palmer is aware that intuitions can be poor 
guides for determining whether an action is morally right or 
wrong. She recognizes that there is a significant difference 

between explaining and/or providing a justification for 
some form of behavior. Intuitions might explain the 
difference in behavior (assistance for domesticated animals 
vs. non-assistance for wildebeests), but they would not be 
sufficient to provide us with a robust moral justification  
As Daniel Kelly has recently shown, assessing the moral 
status of various moral practices merely in virtue of some 
disgust reaction is irrelevant at best or pernicious at 
worst (Kelly, 2012).  Herein lies the central challenge of 
Palmer’s inquiry—how to construct a strong argument in 
support of the LFI and how to build on this argument a 
new “ethics of assisting animals” (4).

Chapter 1 retraces 
the core claims 
for an experiential 
accounts of 
animal well-being, 
which, for Palmer, 
establishes the 
grounds of moral 
cons iderab i l i ty 
of animals. Such 
an account is 
supposed to single 
out the capacity 

that underpins the moral status of animals, whether we 
think of being sentient or having interests, or being self-
conscious, or being rational, or being part of a contract. 
Palmer explicitly endorses the view that “some animals 
can feel pain and have other kinds of aversive and positive 
mental states,” and consequently, they have a well-being, 
which is “sufficient for moral considerability” (11). 

In Chapter 2, she goes into more detail specifying how 
capacity-oriented accounts, including utilitarianism, 
rights, and capabilities approaches, determine the moral 
status of animals. This chapter is crucial in the economy of 
the book since it is supposed to show that “we need more 
than this in order to work out our moral responsibilities 
toward animals in different contexts, in particular with 
respect to assisting them” (25). In this sense, Palmer’s 
introductory example is quite telling. Given that pain 
is pain for both domesticated and wild animals, and it 
should count equally, a capacity-oriented account might 
be committed to assisting the drowning wildebeests in 

Animal Ethics in Context 
Clare Palmer, Columbia University Press (2010)

Are our moral 
responsibilities 
toward domesticated 
animals different 
from our moral 
responsibilities 
toward wild animals? 
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Africa instead of firstly attending to the needs of 114 dying 
horses in Britain. Such a moral obligation strikes most 
of us as failing to capture the LFI or the importance of 
domestication in generating some additional obligations. 
So, an account that focuses only on morally relevant 
capacities would have a difficult time specifying all the 
relevant circumstances where assisting animals is morally 
required, permitted, or impermissible. Hence, Palmer’s 
impetus to supplement the capacity-oriented accounts of 
moral considerability. She writes, “alongside capacities, 
we also need to pay attention to relational features of 
our contact with animals,” and to understand the ethical 
significance of those relations (44).

The task of chapter 3 is twofold. First, it describes ways 
in which existing relational approaches (affective, causal, 
and contractual) determine specific moral obligations. 
Second, she gathers from these accounts the best elements 
in order to amend the capacity-oriented approach with 
the proper relational features such that it can define the 
relevant contexts in which we ought to assist domesticated 
and wild animals. Affective and emotional relations are 
important for Palmer, not simply because they have 
been widely recognized as being the basis of our moral 
community (i.e. ethics of care, etc.), but because they 
support the “idea that one’s moral obligations are stronger 
towards those to whom one is emotionally close in the 
right sorts of ways and correspondingly diminish—or 
even vanish—where one’s emotional responses are weaker 
and non-existent” (51). Such relations seem to support 
the LFI and “could ground a distinction between what 
is owed to wild and to (some) domesticated animals” 
(52). However, affective closeness is not sufficient by 
itself to give us appropriate moral guidance, even if such 
entanglements may trigger some special obligations. 
Palmer claims, “it is the human causal role in these 
entanglements, rather than human affective attachments” 
that could help us understand the moral significance of 
our relationships with nonhuman animals (54). Humans 
are causally responsible for the situation and well-being 
of domesticated animals in ways that they are not for 
the situation and well-being of wild animals. “Duties 
towards similar sentient animals vary, in part at least, 
according to whether previous humans actions have had 
an effect on the animal’s current situation” (56). Against 
Rolston, Palmer defends the idea that wild animals came 
into being independently of humans, and if we are not 
causally responsible for their hardship, we do not have 
any positive moral obligations to assist them.  Unlike 
affective and the causal relations, there hardly seem to be 
contractual relations with domesticated animals. Often 
contracts imply the idea that they are made “between free 
and equal rational agents who understand and assent to 
them,” and even if we would somehow we would grant 
them freedom, rationality, understanding, Palmer still 
believes “they could not […] realistically be construed as 

tacitly consenting to the process of domestication” (59). 
Hence, domestication does significantly alter our ethical 
responsibilities toward animals—not in virtue of some 
contractual relationship, but rather because of our causal 
interactions and affective dependence. 

With chapter 4, Palmer starts fulfilling her promise for a 
systematic relational approach to animal ethics. She has 
already identified some morally relevant relations that 
support LFI. The next step is to get even more precise 
about LFI, since it allows for several radically different 
interpretations. The first interpretation, the strong LFI, 
stipulates that we should “neither harm nor assist wild 
animals”; hence, we should not interfere with them at all. 
The second interpretation, the weak LFI, also endorses the 
claim that we should not harm wild animals. However, it 
also stipulates that “there is no presumptive duty to assist 
them” even though sometimes it might be permissible. 
The third interpretation is the No-Contact LFI. Although 
the No-Contact LFI implies that there is no presumptive 
duty to assist wild animals, assistance is permissible, and 
“positive duties to assist [wild animals] might be generated 
in some circumstances” (68). 

Once we know a little bit better what the LFI amounts 
to, the challenge for Palmer becomes providing support 
for the most plausible interpretation: the No-Contact 
LFI. The difficulty is to see “how relations might generate 
or fail to generate duties to assist in the animal context.”  
A new relational approach could be supported by a 
number of arguments. Palmer thinks, however, that the 
most secure one, which underpins the No-Contact LFI, 
is the one that supports the following claim: “we do not 
usually have the kind of relationship to [wild animals] 
that generate duties to assist” (77). This commitment to 

non-assistance in the case of wild animals demands from 
Palmer to provide an additional argument as to why “we 
usually have [in contrast] the kinds of relationship to 
domesticated animals – and some others in the ‘contact 
zone’ that generate special duties to assist them”(78).

Chapter 5 defends the core claims of Palmer’s new 
relational approach, which tells a story about the right 
kind of relationships that generate special moral duties.  
First, she appeals to Nozick (1974) and Pogge (2007) 
since she believes that concerns about assistance and 
justice emerge out of a social and political context. 
Moral duties are supposed to be generated by some 
kind of relationship (the affective and causal relations 
as developed in chapter 3), some sort of human/animal 
entanglements or history, “where humans are, or have 
been, either responsible for harms to animals or for 
the generation of particular vulnerabilities in animals.”  
Obviously, in the case of fully wild animals, such relations 
do not exist, and as a consequence, these duties are not 
generated. This argument provides “the strongest support 
for the intuition that we should have a broadly laissez-faire 
moral attitude toward assisting full wild animals” (89). 
The No-Contact LFI is the most defensible version since 
it points out that there are negative duties towards wild 
animals that are generated by their moral status, and also, 
at the same time, positive duties that emerge only if earlier 
violations (of negative duties) have created vulnerabilities 
that require a special obligation to assist.  Second, 
domestication produces two major effects on animals: (1) 
animals become more vulnerable because they are often 
confined into spaces that prevent them from finding food, 
etc. and from being self-sufficient; and, (2) given the 
effects of captivity, animals become more dependent and 
less capable of surviving or flourishing unaided.  Based 
on this account of vulnerability and dependence, a strong 
argument could be made about special obligations to 
assist domesticated animals. “When humans deliberately 
create morally considerable, sentient animals who have no 
other ways of fulfilling their needs and are constitutively 
profoundly dependent on and permanently vulnerable to 
humans, then humans create special obligations towards 
those animals” (93). This argument takes into account 
both wild animals that are confined in zoos (external 
dependence) or those animals that suffered from the 
devastations of their habitats. 

Chapter 6 defines other contexts that could generate 
special obligations. The focus here is on situations that 
involve past inflictions of harms that continue to have 
ongoing negative effects on the lives of animals, and 
whether those inflictions should trigger any form of duty 
of reparation. 

Chapter 7 aims to address some of the difficulties that this 
relational and contextual approach to animal ethics might 

be exposed to. One of them is the question of assistance to 
humans. If there are good arguments not to assist animals 
when they are in a situation of no contact, and have not 
been subjected to preexisting harms caused by humans, 
does this entail that we have no moral requirements 
to assist people in similar situations?  Palmer clearly 
recognizes the difficulty of this question, but believes that 
there are possible consistent responses to this charge, such 
as the notion of all humans are in a morally significant 
community. 

The last chapter (ch. 8) represents Palmer’s effort to put 
this new account to work by considering some cases. Her 
goal is not merely to compare her relational account with 
an unmodified capacity-oriented account in order to 
see how the different approaches’ solutions to practical 
concerns might differ, but “to provide at least an outline 
of how different problems about harm and assistance 
might be tackled from a relational perspective” (158). 

Palmer’s book is a great contribution to the animal ethics 
literature. The only regret I have is that sometimes Palmer 
tries to do too much.  As a consequence, some sections 
seem underdeveloped or less well integrated in the overall 
argument.  An example would be the very interesting 
section on the plasticity of capacities (46-48). I wish that 
Palmer had spent a bit more time telling us to what extent 
it matters for her own account whether animal capacities 
are fixed/innate or plastic to a certain degree, such that 
environmental factors could shape them.  Otherwise, 
this book is a model of how serious research in animal 
ethics should be done. Palmer is perfectly fluent in the 
central debates in this literature, and as consequence the 
book is extremely well informed. In addition, Palmer 
brings nuance to a timely debate about our duties to assist 
animals. As the world shrinks and humans occupy more 
and more space on the planet, increasingly interfering 
with animals, Palmer’s book will be a good guide to help 
us solve future ethical dilemmas. 
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Ben Minteer’s book offers a fulfillment of Andrew Light’s 
(2002) call for a new, more empirically and politically 
engaged, direction in environmental ethics.  While Light 
concedes that environmental ethics may be flourishing as 
an academic discipline, Minteer is concerned that it has 
had considerably less influence on those working in en-
vironmental management, conservation biology and the 
like, unlike its sibling field, bioethics.  Following Light, 
Minteer argues that while the field should not abandon 
theorizing about nonanthropocentric ethics and 
the moral status of individuals, species, and eco-
systems, such theorizing should be placed within 
the context of a broader model of moral inqui-
ry, one based on the work of John Dewey, and 
which will make it more accessible and useful to 
those working in more practical fields.  Briefly, 
the model of moral inquiry Minteer advocates is 
a blend of moral contextualism and deliberative 
democracy.  After an introduction, he breaks the 
book into roughly two halves.  Chapters 2-5 set 
out the main elements of his Pragmatist frame-
work for moral deliberation, in each case indi-
cating in a general way how the approach taken might be 
both fruitful in environmental decision making and link-
ing environmental ethics with other academic and public 
policy fields.  Chapters 6-9  provide specific case examples 
and empirical data, which, Minteer argues, show the rel-
evance and superiority of the Pragmatist approach.

Given their public nature, Minteer argues in chapter 2 
that the normative arguments of environmental ethics 
ought to be open to public, democratic discussion.  Tak-
ing his cue from Dewey, the author justifies democratic 
political life epistemologically, arguing that its accompa-
nying social conditions are the necessary conditions for 
intelligent, experimental inquiry.  For Minteer, the vir-
tues of democracy and intelligent inquiry overlap: among 
other things, toleration, openness, free flow of informa-
tion, and a nondogmatic, fallibilist attitude toward held 
beliefs are understood as normative constraints on both 
scientific inquiry and democratic deliberation.  Minteer’s 
account of intelligent inquiry is contextualist, making the 
aim of moral deliberation a judgment about what would 

constitute the good of that situation.  He follows Dew-
ey’s account of the phases of inquiry closely, breaking it 
down into: (1) the specification of a problematic situa-
tion; (2) contextual investigation of the situation and the 
development of action-guiding hypotheses; (3) reasoning 
through the implications of those hypotheses; and (4) the 
construction of a reflection-terminating, action-generat-
ing judgment, which is (5) subject to reevaluation in light 
of the enactment of that judgment (29). 

Of course, even 
intelligent inquiry 
needs direction, 
and in chapter 4 
Minteer argues for 
the rehabilitation 
of the notion of the 
public interest as a 
normative standard 
for political and 
policy judgments.  
Minteer defines the 

public interest as the shared, common good of all citizens 
in a community, but places this in the context of Dewey’s 
notion of social inquiry so that the public interest is re-
vealed through the process of democratic deliberation.  
More than this, though, he places his faith, as did Dewey, 
in that process, trusting, just as we do with scientific in-
quiry, that the deliberative process will self-correct over 
time, but also enable its participants to broaden their 
horizons, conceiving their interests in a way that takes 
others’ interests into account.  Adopting this account of 
the public interest, he argues, would allow environmental 
ethics to both reconnect to a core concept in mainstream 
policy and administrative discourse, but also to pave the 
way for environmental values to be seen as important ele-
ments of the public interest within policy discussions. 

In chapter 5 Minteer acknowledges that intrinsic value 
claims on behalf of non-human animals and/or the envi-
ronment can play a role in at least two ways.  First, if what 
spurs inquiry in a given context is the failing health of a 
patient, then in that context health is a final end, valu-

Refounding Environmental Ethics: 
Pragmatism, Principle, and Practice 

Ben A. Minteer, Temple University Press (2012)

Refounding Environmental 
Ethics stands as the most 
thorough explication of 
environmental pragma-
tism to date, and as a
significant challenge to
traditional theorists.

able for itself and not merely instrumentally, and with the 
standard justificatory status (65).  Second, Minteer argues 
that ruling out intrinsic value claims in advance would 
not only isolate many people who believe in the intrinsic 
value of nature (though not as many as nonanthropocen-
tric environmental ethicists would like), but would also 
deprive parties to any given inquiry a potentially useful 
tool.  What such value claims cannot do, as Pragmatists 
argue about moral principles generally, is to determine 
once and for all what sorts of actions are permissible or 
impermissible, or which values should or should not pre-
vail in any given situation.  Completing his description 
of his environmental Pragmatism, in 
chapter 5 Minteer appeals to the con-
cept of “natural piety” as it is found in 
Dewey’s thought as a further constraint 
on the extent of human manipulation 
and degradation of the environment.  
On Minteer’s construction of Dewey, 
natural piety is “an attitude of harmo-
nious cooperation with nature,” incor-
porating “a sense of the ideal” in hu-
man experience, where ideal involves 
both an acknowledgement of human 
interdependence on the natural envi-
ronment and recognition of nature as 
a source of or constituent of the ideal 
or worthwhile human life (76, 80). 

Minteer spends the remaining chapters (6-9) completing 
the case for Pragmatism, examining its practical advan-
tages in specific decision-making contexts.  In chapter 6, 
the case of invasive swans on Arrowhead Mountain Lake 
provides an opportunity for Minteer to show how a Prag-
matist approach to environmental ethics can get past the 
traditional animal-environment conflict, opening up a 
space for intelligent problem solving that acknowledges 
the concerns of both animal advocates and environmen-
talists (93).  In doing so, Minteer points out that Pragma-
tism shares a number of similarities with contemporary 
approaches to dispute resolution, which have had much 
success in a variety of environmental disputes (105-108).  
Further support for the Pragmatist approach is given in 
chapter 7, where we are presented with the results of two 
studies of citizens’ approaches to environmental prob-
lems, designed and conducted by the author and several 
colleagues. The first study indicated that, unsurprisingly, 
respondents’ views reflected a wide variety of theoretical 
perspectives in environmental ethics.  The second, more 

interesting, study indicated that, rather than being domi-
nated by their theoretical commitments, respondents’ de-
cisions were at least partly governed by the contexts of the 
hypothetical decision they were asked to resolve (135).  
Minteer takes the results of both of these studies to pro-
vide a practical reason to adopt a Pragmatist approach to 
environmental decision-making: that is how people actu-
ally do approach such decisions, and the Pragmatist ap-
proach is a way to incorporate normative ethical consider-
ations into those processes, providing the opportunity for 
broadening the influence of the field considerably (137).  

Several additional cases are adduced in 
chapter 8 to highlight the advantages 
of the Pragmatist approach.  Each case 
reveals a tension Minteer argues can-
not be resolved via traditional environ-
mental ethics, and provide illustrations 
of the ways in which the Pragmatist 
approach can be of benefit to the dis-
cussions. Furthermore, these cases re-
veal a host of more particular ethical 
questions raised by specific conflicts 
in particular contexts, all of which are 
amenable to the Pragmatist approach 
to environmental ethics.  A final case, 
that of global climate change, is pre-
sented in chapter 9 to argue that some 
important traditional goals of environ-

mental ethics are not only practically difficult to achieve, 
but also normatively misguided.  Minteer argues for a 
move—consonant with his Pragmatist ethic—from a 
static to an adaptive approach to understanding ecosys-
tems.  Climate change, he argues, has made the earth’s 
ecosystems fluctuate more rapidly and beyond historical 
variability limits, such that we ought to focus more on 
“adaptive capacity” and “ecological resilience” as aims for 
biodiversity management, rather than on habitat resto-
ration and species preservation. For example, using the 
managed relocation of certain valuable species, a tradi-
tionally mistrusted practice, may be necessary to preserve 
crucial ecosystem services.  Minteer argues that the Prag-
matist approach to ethical decision-making provides a 
richer and likely more effective approach, not to mention 
one more grounded in public deliberation about manage-
ment decisions. 

Minteer’s book is a continuation of the debate between 
Pragmatists and more mainstream environmental ethi-
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cists, and as such raises some well-rehearsed questions 
about its adequacy, in addition to providing additional 
ammunition to the Pragmatist’s now long-standing cri-
tiques, points I do not have the space to discuss here.  
Regardless of one’s judgment of the theoretical merits of 
environmental Pragmatism, however, Minteer’s book is a 
significant contribution to the field.  It is notable both for 
its use of cases to illustrate his theoretical points as well as 
for its wide scope—the range of areas to which Minteer 
points as being places where an environmental Pragma-
tism could be of service is impressive, as is the insightful-
ness of his analysis of these potential synergies.  Further-
more, its exposition of Deweyan Pragmatism both rings 
true to Dewey’s texts and constitutes a novel theoretical 
contribution to the literature.  The book would be a use-
ful tool for courses in environmental sciences or policy.  
Additionally, it would serve as a useful complement to 

traditional textbooks in the field of environmental ethics, 
which to date lack coverage of Pragmatist thought.  For 
researchers in environmental ethics, Refounding Environ-
mental Ethics stands as the most thorough explication of 
environmental Pragmatism to date, and as a significant 
challenge to traditional theorists.  It is, what I believe 
Minteer would want it to be, a useful book.
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Aleta Lederwasch, Rebased Globalism, mixed media (pencil, ink on wooden gate), 20.1 x 16.5 x 3.1 

In our popular cultural rubric, there has long been an asso-
ciation of Indigenous North American peoples with a sort of 
nascent environmentalism or environmental consciousness.  
The notion that the worldview and lifeways of many Amer-
indian societies were more respectful toward the nonhuman 
natural world, and that this informs a more ecologically bal-
anced or at least less damaging relationship between humans 
and their environment than our current Western industrial 
society, is a widespread one from which many environmental 
theorists have claimed to have drawn inspiration.  Moreover, 
with the growth of Native American political activism and 
calls for greater self-governance, many Indigenous American 
scholars have advocated using Traditional Ecological Knowl-
edge (T.E.K.) as basis for resource management.  Perhaps 
then, it is hardly surprising that in recent years a veritable 
industry has sprung up devoted to debunking the appar-
ent “myth of the ecological Indian.” Critics such as Shepard 
Krech III have suggested that the ecological impact of Indig-
enous Americans may have been far less benign than previ-
ously thought and that they could  have been responsible for 
everything from the large scale extinction of the Pleistocene 
mega-fauna to the decimation of the Plains Buffalo through 
overhunting; others such as Frances Widdowson and Albert 
Howard in Disrobing the Aboriginal Industry: The Deception 
behind Indigenous Cultural Preservation have straightfor-
wardly dismissed T.E.K. as mystic irrationalism akin to fairy 
tales and completely without scientific basis. 

In Indigenous Knowledge, Ecology, and Evolutionary Ecology, 
ecologist Raymond Pierotti takes this debunking industry 
head-on, arguing not only for the ecological legacy of the 
first peoples of North America but also for the convergence 
between T.E.K. and the science of ecology.  For Pierotti, 

T.E.K., far from being irrational, represents what the an-
thropologist Claude Levi-Strauss has famously termed the 
“science of the concrete,” in that it is based on direct observa-
tion of the natural world and ecological relationships, which 
are then encapsulated in an overarching metaphysical, meta-
phoric narrative framework or mythology that functioned as 
a mnemonic and analytic tool allowing indigenous people 
to recall easily past information  as well as reflect upon and 
integrate new empirical knowledge.  This deeply practical, 
lived engagement with the non-human world produced a 
body of empirical knowledge, Pierotti claims, every bit as 
sophisticated as Western science, if not more so.  For un-
like Western educated biologists who until recently tended 
to view the natural world in terms of a mechanistic frame-
work that understood ecosystems as a balanced “climax” 
system between collections of isolated atomistic organisms, 
Indigenous North Americans, he argues, understood ecosys-
tems as a dynamic, complex web of interrelationships and 
interdependency between different ecological communities 
or species; and this understanding, he posits,  underscored 
a sense of humility and ethic of respect towards the non-
human world.   

Yet this ethic of humility and respect was not, as is often 
charged, “romantic” in the sense most Euro-Americans 
would understand this term.  For instance, Pierotti compel-
lingly demonstrates that the romantic concept of the bal-
ance of nature is a product of the European intellectual and 
cultural heritage and is indeed quite foreign to indigenous 
North Americans’ thought, which, as reflected in many of 
their myths, sees the natural world as constantly, and of-
ten quite dramatically, changing.  Nor does this Indigenous 
world-view arise from a sentimentalized or idealized view of 
the natural world.  Pierotti quite rightly observes not only 
can Indigenous peoples, whose very survival depends upon 
their practical and accurate knowledge of the natural world, 
ill afford to make such idealized visions, but also the senti-
mentalized view of nature itself is a product of the Western 
tradition’s dichotomous view of natural world “in which na-
ture is either sentimentalized or treated as cruel and destruc-
tive” (21). Indeed, he argues, Indigenous thought does not 
attempt to ameliorate or deny the darker aspects of nature, 
but rather sees them as essential to its functioning as a whole.  
Nowhere is this more apparent than in their understanding 
of predation.  For unlike the Western tradition, which often 
sees predators as the embodiment of evil and predation, as 
emblematic of the fallen state of the natural world, Indig-
enous peoples not only respect predators for their tenacity, 

Indigenous Knowledge, Ecology, and Evolutionary Biology
Raymond Pierotti, Routledge (2012)
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Finally, Alan Weisman has followed up his NY Times 
bestseller The World Without Us (2007) with Countdown: 
Our Last, Best Hope for a Future on Earth? (2013).

Another trend deserving attention is the sustained con-
solidation of heretofore distinct applied ethical issues sur-
rounding technology and engineering.  John Basl and 
Ronald Sandler, among others, have been identifying 
similarities and points of intersection in engineering ap-
proaches to nature.  As the book description from Design-
er Biology: The Ethics of Intensively Engineering Biological 
and Ecological Systems (p. 43) states:  

[B]iological and ecological problems are increasingly 
understood and approached from an engineering 
perspective.  In environmental contexts, this is ex-
emplified in the pursuits of geoengineering, designer 
ecosystems, and conservation cloning.  In human 
health contexts, it is exemplified in the development 
of synthetic biology, bionanotechnology, and hu-
man enhancement technologies.

The merging of these ethical issues under a single concep-
tual rubric opens new horizons of exploration that tran-
scend the subfields of environmental ethics, bioethics, 
and technology ethics.  In addition to Designer Biology, 
readers wishing to come up to speed on this emerging area  
should review Sandler’s Ethics and Emerging Technologies 
(p. 51), Ingmar Persson and 
Julian Savulescu’s Unfit for 
the Future: The Need for Mor-
al Enhancement (2012), and 
Paul Thompson’s article on 
“platform technologies,” ti-
tled “Synthetic Biology Needs 
a Synthetic Bioethics” (Ethics, 
Policy, & Environment 15, no. 
1 [2012]: 1-20).

cunning and in the case of social predators, such as wolves, 
their ability to work well together as a group, but also under-
stand the necessity of predation to the continued existence 
of the natural world.  

Indeed, continually throughout this book, Pierotti strives 
to demonstrate how T.E.K. emerges not out of some child-
ish, sentimentalized or romantic sensibility but out of In-
digenous peoples’ real, practical, hard-headed engagement 
with the natural world.  He demonstrates, for instance, how 
the often maligned animistic thought of many Amerindian 
societies, which imbues animals with consciousness and in-
tentionality, is not only in keeping with current ethologi-
cal research but is an incomparable aid in their subsistence 
activities, particularly hunting.  This emphasis on the con-
crete, practical nature of the Native American thought is one 
of the great strengths of this book, as Pierotti elegantly de-
flates much of the overheated rhetoric and cheap criticism of 
T.E.K. as fuzzyheaded mysticism.  

Nevertheless, Pierotti’s criticisms are not simply reserved 
for Euro-American scientists, and critics of T.E.K.  He also 
criticizes several notable Native American thinkers for mis-
understanding Indigenous thought.  In particular, Pierotti 
singles out Vine Deloria Jr. and his rejection of evolutionary 
theory in favour of Young Earth Creationism.  This, he sug-
gests, is not a product of Indigenous tradition but of De-
loria’s education in a Lutheran seminary.  Indeed, Pierotti 
argues that the concept of a creator in Indigenous thought is 
better understood as natura naturans rather than that of an 
anthropomorphized, omniscient, omnipotent creator divin-
ity.     

This touches on one of the significant weaknesses of this 
book, which is that in critiquing the fidelity of Deloria’s po-
sition in respect to Indigenous American thought, Pierotti 
appears to impart a cultural, conceptual, and religious co-
herence to Native American thought that seems problem-
atic at best.  In speaking of Indigenous North American 
thought, Pierotti lumps together numerous cultural and eth-
nic groups from the foraging Arctic Inuit to urban Mayans, 
who differ profoundly in terms of language, ecology, social 
structure and mode of subsistence and share perhaps little 
more than that they inhabit the same continent.  Pierotti 
acknowledges this problem, but counters that he has never 
heard of anyone having a difficulty with the suggestion that 
there is a universality of ideas in the Western tradition.  Yet, 
even if we acknowledge for the sake of argument an overall 
universality and coherence to Western intellectual tradition, 
this comparison seems specious.  In the case of Europe, par-
ticularly Western Europe, there has been a long, shared in-
tellectual heritage stretching from the Greco-Roman world 
to the Enlightenment, as well as a shared Judeo-Christian 

religious heritage.   It would be difficult, for instance, to 
make sense of the cultural and intellectual heritage of most 
European societies from Iceland to the Russian steppes with-
out acknowledging the centrality of one text—the Bible—to 
these very diverse traditions.   Furthermore almost all Eu-
ropean societies have been largely agricultural, hierarchical, 
urban, and literate for, in some cases, more than two thou-
sand years.   The pre-Columbian cultures of North America, 
however, possessed nothing like the same degree of cultural 
homogeneity that existed in Europe.   They had nothing 
like a shared intellectual or religious canon or common his-
tory, and they differed considerably in terms of political and 
economic structure ranging from tiny egalitarian, foraging 
bands to vast agrarian hierarchical empires.   This leaves his 
argument open to criticism via a few well-chosen examples, 
particularly from complex agro-urban societies such as the 
Aztec and the Mayans, and thus able to be offhandedly dis-
missed.

Nevertheless, though I would query Pierotti’s own grouping 
of North American Indigenous peoples, this criticism is not 
meant to imply that I find any and all attempt at ethno-
graphic comparison or categorization meaningless or ques-
tionable.  A common approach with the sub-field of eco-
logical anthropology, for instance, is to group or categorize 
cultures according to their mode of subsistence, and I would 
suggest that this offers a far more robust, germane and sys-
tematic means of grouping cultures than Pierotti’s own.   Of 
course such means of categorization is not immune from 
criticism; however, the suggestion that comparatively similar 
means of economic procurement and material production 
are more relevant criteria for ethnographic comparison (par-
ticularly when assessing a culture’s ecological impact) than 
shared geography seems rather obvious.  Indeed for the most 
part, Pierotti seems to tacitly assume such categorization as 
the overwhelming majority of his examples are taken from 
small scale Amerindian foraging and horticultural societies 
whose ecological sensibilities and generally marginal envi-
ronmental impact enjoys fairly strong and substantial em-
pirical support from the discipline of ecological anthropol-
ogy.  However, in failing to the make this explicit, Pierotti 
unfortunately weakens his case.  This is not a fatal flaw, 
and when all is said and done Pierotti still makes a pow-
erful and balanced case for T.E.K., which those interested 
in the debate would be well advised to read.  Nevertheless, 
one cannot help but think how the book would have been 
immeasurably strengthened were he to have narrowed the 
definitional focus of his monograph.     

T.R. Kover
Institute of Philosophy, KU Leuven
richkover@gmail.com

New & 
Noteworthy

Research

Research on climate change reached new heights in 
2013.  While work on specific issues (species loss, pop-
ulation growth, sustainability), discussions about the 
meaning and implications of the “anthropocene,” the 
continued mining of philosophical traditions for intel-
lectual resources, and the environmental turn in English 
departments (labeled, somewhat erroneously, the “envi-
ronmental humanities”) are receiving considerable atten-
tion, climate change is rapidly becoming a central nexus 
of concern, with all other topics being situated in rela-
tionship to it.  As a case in point, no less than 10 books, 9 
special journal issues, and 24 chapters or articles involv-
ing climate change were published in 2013.  Interested 
readers can identify these works in the current bibliogra-
phy by performing a quick keyword search.  Also don’t 
miss Martin Schönfeld’s report on climate philosophy 
that follows this update (p. 38). 

In addition to climate research, a number of books that 
have been influential on philosophers or received broad 
exposure have been updated.

Daniel Botkin, known 
for Discordant Harmo-
nies (1990), has pub-
lished The Moon in the 
Nautilus Shell: From Cli-
mate Change to Species 
Extinction, How Life Per-
sists in an Ever-Changing 
World: Discordant Harmonies Reconsidered (2012).

William McDonough 
and Michael Braungart 
have followed-up Cradle 
to Cradle (2002) with 
The Upcycle: Beyond Sus-
tainability, Designing for 
Abundance (2013).

J. Baird Callicott provides a sequel to the anthology Na-
ture in Asian Traditions of Thought (1989; with Roger T. 
Ames), titled Environmental Philosophy in Asian Tradi-
tions of Thought (2014, this time with James McRae).
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Climate change impacts 
the academy across the 
board, and numerous 
disciplines integrate it in 
their research.  But com-
pared to the quick aca-
demic reaction to this new 
reality, philosophy was a 
bit late to the party.  Pio-
neering ethical studies of 

climate change were done early on, by Dale Jamieson 
(1990), John Broome (1992), and Henry Shue (1993), to 
name just a few, but their work remained a niche interest.1 
For years, the philosophical community was indifferent to 
the emerging planetary reality.  Finally, Stephen Gardiner 
(2004) reached a wider philosophical audience with a de-
liberate “primer” on climate change in the journal Ethics.2  
This did the trick, and since then, interest in the problem 
among ethicists is booming.

A topic issue edited by Simon Caney and Derek Bell for 
The Monist (2011) illustrates recent ethical work on cli-
mate change.3  Going by the papers collected there, such 
inquiries explore options for compensating climate refug-
es; analyze the maximin principle on its policy-grounding 
potential; assess the share of individual responsibility for 
the new reality; dissect the normative aspects of the inevi-
table perpetration of climate change, at least temporarily; 
clarify whether and when ignorance is excusable; apply 
the fair distribution principle to mitigation; and examine 

1. John Broome, Counting the Cost of Global Warming (Isle of Harris, 
UK: White Horse Press, 1992); Henry Shue, “Subsistence Emissions 
and Luxury Emissions,” Law & Policy 15 (1993): 39-59; Dale Jamie-
son, “Managing the Future: Public Policy, Scientific Uncertainty, and 
Global Warming,” 67-89 in Donald Scherer, ed., Upstream/Down-
stream: Essays in Environmental Ethics (Philadelphia, PA: Temple Uni-
versity Press, 1990).	
2. Stephen Gardiner, “Ethics and Global Climate Change,” Ethics 
114 (2004): 555-600; cf. 595: “This article has been intended as 
something of a primer.  Its aim is to encourage and facilitate wider 
engagement by ethicists with the issue of global climate change.”
3. Simon Caney and Derek Bell, eds., Morality and Climate Change, 
topic issue of The Monist 94, no. 3 (2011).

Update on Climate Philosophy
by Martin Schönfeld

the right to sustainable development.4  These inquiries are 
collectively called Climate Ethics, and this has put climate 
change on the philosophical map.

While philosophical inquiry into climate, climate change, 
and climatology is “climate philosophy” by lexical default, 
and surely also includes climate ethics, the emerging area 
of research we call Climate Philosophy is a very differ-
ent animal.  In 2006, a first conference on climate and 
philosophy at the University of South Florida drew col-
leagues from fields as diverse as Marxism, Heidegger stud-
ies, Latin American thought, and African sagacity.  This 
raised the possibility of a line of inquiry that would be less 
applied and more foundational, and involve less analysis 
and more synthesis.  In 2008, at a workshop on the hu-
man dimension of climate at Western Washington Uni-
versity, Marcel Cano (Barcelona) pointed to the cultural 
roots of the climate crisis.  This gave the incipient inquiry 
its direction.5  

The premise of climate philosophy, then, is that climate 
change is fundamentally a cultural problem—not a sci-
entific problem, not an engineering problem, and not an 
ethical problem either.  The cultural level of the prob-
lem refers to the ensemble of policies, practices, and life-
styles; the socioeconomic life-world.  On the other levels, 
climate change is not a basic problem anymore because 
those inquiries, from climatology to electrical engineering 
to climate ethics, already yield answers.

4. The contributions to the Monist 94 (2011) volume are Simon 
Caney and Derek Bell, “Morality and Climate Change,” 305-309; 
Avner de Shalit, “Climate Change Refugees, Compensation, and 
Rectification,” 310-328; Greg Bognar, “Can the Maximin Principle 
Serve as a Basis for Climate Change Policy?” 394-348; Avram Hiller, 
“Climate Change and Individual Responsibility,” 349-368; Benjamin 
Hale, “Nonrenewable Resources and the Inevitability of Outcomes,” 
369-390; Derek Bell, “Global Climate Justice, Historic Emissions, 
and Excusable Ignorance,” 391-411; Edward Page, “Climatic Justice 
and the Fair Distribution of Atmospheric Burdens,” 412-432; and 
Darrel Moellendorf, “A Right to Sustainable Development,” 433-
452.
5. The workshop was organized by Thomas Heyd (University of  Vic-
toria) as a session on Human Dimensions of Climate Change, held at 
the Conference of the Society for Human Ecology (2008), Western 
Washington University, Bellingham, WA, USA.  In 2010, Thomas 
Heyd and Nick Brooks edited the papers of this workshop as “Cul-
tural Dimensions of Climate Change,” special issue of Human Ecol-
ogy Review 17, no. 2 (2010): 83-192.

That is to say, climate change is not a basic scientific prob-
lem anymore because its etiology is known.  It remains 
to be determined which tipping points are being crossed 
when, and which causal cascades will be triggered un-
der what conditions. However, the fact is that we know 
what is happening, why it is happening, and how it can 
be reined in.  It is not a technological problem anymore, 
because the engineers have done their job.  The tools for 
a postcarbon switchover are 
available, and the machines 
for scrubbing carbon out of 
the atmosphere have been 
invented.  The know-how for 
building sustainable infra-
structure is at hand.  There 
is always room for innova-
tion and invention, to be 
sure, but there is simply no 
technological excuse for con-
tinued reliance on the carbon 
economy.  Climate change is 
not an ethical problem either, because climate ethics is 
boasting a real progression of knowledge and has yielded 
substantive and persuasive results.  We understand what’s 
bad about the change, who the perpetrators and the vic-
tims are, and what the torts and risks amount to.  We also 
recognize what fair and unfair distributions of mitigation 
burdens would look like.  There is little doubt that the 
precautionary principle makes sense, and that contempo-
rary civilization is doing a grave disservice to its children 
and our later descendants.  Moral details and legal tech-
nicalities need more study, but the normative framework 
now stands.  For all practical and theoretical purposes, 
our species “gets” climate change.  In scientific terms, we 
are not confused.  In engineering terms, we have all the 
tools we need.  In ethical terms, we know what to do.  So 
why do we not do what it takes? 

This question shifts the heuristic core of the climate prob-
lem from analytic applied ethics to comparative, existen-
tial, and future-oriented inquiries.  Many climate philoso-
phers suspect that the failure to fight the crisis is a cultural 
maladaptation, which reveals flaws in the collective he-
gemonic cognition of the societies that have the biggest 
historical cumulative emissions and the fattest current per 
capita carbon footprints; that is to say, the slice of civiliza-
tion that is the Anglophone Far West—the UK, the US, 
Canada, and Australia.  

Seen in this way, climate change appears as the unintend-
ed result of both utilitarian ideology and economic lib-
eralism.  Many climate philosophers doubt whether the 
very mentalities, perceptions, and perspectives that are 
implicated in the climate crisis will also be capable of sup-
plying a solution.  It is doubtful, in other words, whether 
the ruling culture of the Anglophone West, which effec-
tively broke the climate, disposes over the cognitive and 

behavioral resources to fix it.  
After all, the chief contributions 
of US culture to the transna-
tional debates on how to tackle 
the crisis have been climate de-
nial and faith in the market.  
Since climate change is a mar-
ket failure and a consequence 
of growth-based economic sys-
tems, a rational inquiry of this 
crisis cannot stop with ethical 
analysis but must lead to a cri-
tique of the political economy 

and a creative appropriation of cross-cultural ecosophy.  
Climate philosophers believe that solving the climate cri-
sis will necessitate paradigm shifts on the socio-economic, 
cognitive, and cultural levels.

Since it is doubtful that the liberal tradition à la Smith, 
Mill, Rawls, and Rorty will help in this task, climate phi-
losophers look elsewhere for conceptual resources and 
find them on all points of the compass: in the South via 
African sagacity and Latin American philosophy; in the 
North via Inuit wisdom or silatuniq; in the West via the 
First Nations such as the Crow; and in the East via classi-
cal Daoism.  In European thought, the legacies of Wolff, 
Kant, Marx, and Heidegger are useful.

This orientation of climate philosophy to alternative ge-
ographies of thought implies methodological revisions.  
Instead of proceeding with dissection and deconstruc-
tion, as analytic and postmodern approaches traditionally 
suggest, climate philosophers favor rational synthesis as 
their primary approach.  Taking information apart is not 
adequate anymore.  Bill McKibben and other climate ac-
tivists remind us that the time has come, also for philoso-
phers, to connect the dots.  Connecting the dots generates 
a philosophical alternative.  It is a move from the Greek 
model of a “love of wisdom,” according to which philoso-

The premise of climate 
philosophy is that climate 
change is fundamentally a 

cultural problem—not a sci-
entific problem, not an engi-
neering problem, and not an 

ethical problem either. 
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phy cultivates questions, to the Eurasian models of “world 
wisdom” (Weltweisheit) and “study of wisdom” 
(哲 學), according to which philosophy cultivates insights 
and answers.  

In sum, then, the climate-driven paradigm shift means 
pursuing new ideas and testing new approaches.  Instead 
of applying tools of analytic moral thought (or liberal 
virtue ethics) to climate change for the sake of mapping 
out its normativity within the current paradigm, climate 
philosophy shifts from questions of right and wrong (or 
questions of wellness and self-fulfillment) to the ques-
tion of existence.  This is the question, what being-in-
the-world in the age of climate change means.  This is 

not an applied inquiry.  Yet its foundational nature has a 
concrete purpose: to grasp the phenomenological scope of 
the climate crisis, to elucidate its existential, cultural, and 
cognitive consequences, and to chart a path from the con-
temporary capitalistic maladaptation to an eventual civil 
evolution. 

Martin Schönfeld
mschonfe@usf.edu
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— .  “Climate Change and Radical Hope: Plenty Coups, 
Imagination, and a Future for the Crow.” Ethics and the 
Environment 17 (2012): 165-186.

Yu, Yih-hsien.  “Seeking a Philosophical Foundation for 
an Age of Spiritual Ecology.”  Zhexue yu Wenhua (哲學
與文化 [Philosophy and Culture]) 458 (2012): 91-113.

Aleta Lederwasch, Shared Vision
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tal ethic by questioning the most basic presupposition that most environmentalists accept: that nature is in need 
of preservation.  Beginning with Bruno Latour’s idea that continuing to speak of nature in the way we popularly 
conceive of it is ethically and politically disastrous, this book describes a way in which the concept of nature can 
retain its importance in our discussion of the contemporary state of the environment.  Based upon insights from 
the phenomenological tradition, specifically Martin Heidegger and Maurice Merleau-Ponty, the concept of nature 
developed in the book preserves the best antihumanistic intuitions of environmentalists without relying on either 
a reductionistic understanding of nature and the sciences or dualistic metaphysical constructions

Contents
I. Engineering Humans

1.	 “Sex selection and the value-ladenness of the procreative liberty framework” by Inmaculada de Melo 
Martin

2.	 “The ethics of embryo selection” by Valentina Urbanek
3.	 “Assessing efficacy of “neuroenhancing” drugs: normative problems in empirical controversies” by David 

M. Frank
4.	 “Engineering for virtue?: toward holistic moral enhancement” by William P. Kabasenche
5.	 “Radical enhancement, and what’s wrong with it” by Nicholas Agar
6.	 “Human engineering and climate change” by S. Matthew Liao, Anders Sandberg, and Rebecca Roache

II. Engineering the Environment
7.	 “The human influence: moral responsibility for novel ecosystems” by Allen Thompson and Stephen T. 

Jackson
8.	 “Why scientists should get out of nature conservation” by Donald S. Maier
9.	 “What it takes to justify geoengineering the climate” by Nicole Hassoun
10.	“Remediation vs. steering: an act-description approach to approving and funding geoengineering re-

search” by Benjamin Hale

III. Engineering Life
11.	“Sensitivity enhancement: the ethics of testing cognitive enhancements on non-human research subjects” 

by John Basl
12.	“The capacities, interests, and organisation of artifactual organisms” by Sune Holm
13.	“How to evolve a good of your own: the biological interests of instant organisms” by Scott Simmons

“Conclusion: lessons for the future” by John Basl and Ronald Sandler

Basl, John, and Ronald L. Sandler (eds.). Designer Biology: The Ethics of Intensively Engineering Biological and 
Ecological Systems. Lanham, UK: Lexington Books, 2013.

Advances in our scientific understanding and technological power in recent decades have dramatically 
amplified our capacity to intentionally manipulate complex ecological and biological systems.  An implica-
tion of this is that biological and ecological problems are increasingly understood and approached from an 
engineering perspective.  In environmental contexts, this is exemplified in the pursuits of geoengineering, 
designer ecosystems, and conservation cloning.  In human health contexts, it is exemplified in the develop-
ment of synthetic biology, bionanotechnology, and human enhancement technologies.  Designer Biology 
consists of thirteen chapters (twelve of them original to the collection) that address the ethical issues raised 
by technological intervention and design across a broad range of biological and ecological systems.  The 
insights that emerge will be especially valuable to students and scholars of environmental ethics, bioethics, 
or technology ethics.

Environmental 
Philosophy 

Books

Andreozzi, Matteo (ed.). Etiche dell’ambiente: voci e prospettive. Milano: LED, 2012.

In the last few decades, several international authors have been leading their research in environmental ethics and 
a growing attention has been paid toward this debate in Italy.  There are already many publications in Italian lan-
guage about environmental ethics, and both national and international voices have been documented pretty well.  
However, this volume is original in his scope, because it stages a dialogue between some of the most important na-
tional and international scholars in the field of environmental ethics and young Italian authors.  While it illustrates 
some of the most representative perspectives in the field, it also encourages new protagonists to directly enter the 
debate, asking themselves questions about the ethical value of our actions toward the environment. 

Appleton, Jack. Values in Sustainable Development. New York: Routledge, 2014.

To enhance sustainable development research and practice the values of the researchers, project managers and 
participants must first be made explicit.  Values in Sustainable Development introduces and compares worldviews 
and values from multiple countries and perspectives, providing a survey of empirical methods available to study 
environmental values as affected by sustainable development.  The first part is methodological, looking at what 
values are, why they are important, and how to include values in sustainable development.  The second part looks 
at how values differ across social contexts, religions and viewpoints demonstrating how various individuals may 
value nature from a variety of cultural, social, and religious points of view.  The third and final part presents case 
studies ordered by scale from the individual and community levels through to the national, regional and interna-
tional levels.

Attfield, Robin. Environmental Ethics: An Overview for the Twenty-First Century. 2nd ed. Cambridge, UK: Polity, 
2014.

In this revised introduction to environmental ethics, Robin Attfield guides the student through the key issues 
and debates in this field in ways that will also be of interest to a wide range of scholars and researchers.  The book 
introduces environmental problems and environmental ethics and surveys theories of the sources of the problems.  
Attfield also puts forward his own contribution to the debates, advocating biocentric consequentialism among 
theories of normative ethics and defending objectivism in meta-ethics.  The possibilities of ethical consumerism 
and investment are discussed, and the nature and basis of responsibilities for future generations in such areas as 
sustainable development are given detailed consideration.  Attfield adopts a cosmopolitan perspective in discus-
sions of global ethics and citizenship, and illustrates his argument with a discussion of global warming, mitigation, 
adaptation and global justice.  The revised edition features a new chapter on climate change, new treatments of 
animal issues, ecofeminism, environmental aesthetics, invasion biology and virtue ethics, and new applications of 
the precautionary principle to fisheries, genetic engineering and synthetic biology.  The glossary and bibliography 
have been updated to assist understanding of these themes.

Bannon, Bryan E. From Mastery to Mystery: A Phenomenological Foundation for an Environmental Ethic. Columbus, 
OH: Ohio University Press, 2014.

From Mastery to Mystery is a new contribution to the burgeoning field of ecophenomenology.  Informed by current 
debates in environmental philosophy, Bannon critiques the conception of nature as “substance” that he finds tacit-
ly assumed by the major environmental theorists.  Instead, this book reconsiders the basic goals of an environmen-
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Beever, Jonathan, and Nicolae Morar (eds.). Perspectives in Bioethics, Science, and Public Policy. West Lafayette, IN: 
Purdue University Press, 2013.

Based on talks originally given at the annual “Purdue Lectures in Ethics, Policy, and Science.”  Addressing a mixed 
public audience, the authors go beyond theory to explore some of the difficult moral questions that face scientists 
and policy-makers every day.  The introduction presents a theoretical framework for the book, defining the term 
“bioethics” as extending well beyond human well-being to wider relations between humans, nonhuman animals, 
the environment, and biotechnologies.  Three sections then explore the complex relationship between moral value, 
scientific knowledge, and policy making.  The first section starts with thoughts on nonhuman animal pain and 
moves to a discussion of animal understanding.  The second section explores climate change and the impact of 
“green” nanotechnology on environmental concerns.  The final section begins with dialog about ethical issues in 
nanotechnology, moves to an exploration of bio-banks (a technology with broad potential medical and environ-
mental impact), and ends with a survey of the impact of biotechnologies on (synthetic) life itself.

Part 1: Animals
1.	 “Minding Animals” (2011) by Daniel Kelly and Mark Bernstein
2.	 “Animal Pain: What is it and why does it matter?” (2011) by Bernard Rollin

Part 2: Environment
3.	 “The future of environmental ethics” (2010) by Holmes Rolston III
4.	 “Climate change, human rights, and the trillionth ton of carbon” (2010) by Henry Shue
5.	 “Ethics, environment, and nanotechnology” (2009) by Barbara Karn

Part 3: Biotechnologies
6.	 “Nanotechnologies: Science and society” (2007) by James Leary
7.	 “Ethical issues in constructing and using biobanks” (2008) by Eric Meslin
8.	 “Synthetic life: A new industrial revolution” (2012) by Gregory Kaebnick

Boylan, Michael (ed.). Environmental Ethics. 2nd ed. Hoboken, NJ: John Wiley & Sons, 2013.

The second edition combines a theoretical foundation with applications to some of the most pressing environmen-
tal problems.  Through a mix of classic and new essays, it discusses applied issues such as pollution, climate change, 
animal rights, biodiversity, and sustainability. Roughly half of the selections are original essays new to this edition, 
including a chapter on pollution and climate change and a new section on sustainability.

Brady, Emily. The Sublime in Modern Philosophy Aesthetics, Ethics, and Nature. Cambridge: Cambridge University 
Press, 2013. 

In The Sublime in Modern Philosophy, Emily Brady takes a fresh look at the sublime and shows why it endures 
as a meaningful concept in contemporary philosophy.  In a reassessment of historical approaches, the first part of 
the book identifies the scope and value of the sublime in eighteenth-century philosophy (with a focus on Kant), 
nineteenth-century philosophy and Romanticism, and early wilderness aesthetics.  The second part examines the 
sublime’s contemporary significance through its relationship to the arts; its position with respect to other aesthetic 
categories involving mixed or negative emotions, such as tragedy; and its place in environmental aesthetics and 
ethics.  Far from being an outmoded concept, Brady argues that the sublime is a distinctive aesthetic category 
which reveals an important, if sometimes challenging, aesthetic-moral relationship with the natural world.

Bruckner, Pascal. The Fanaticism of the Apocalypse: Save the Earth, Punish Human Beings. Cambridge, UK: Polity, 
2013.

Pascal Bruckner is a very well-known French philosopher.  In this book he sets out to attack what he calls “ecologi-
cal catastrophism,” the idea that, as a result of climate change, we’re facing a new kind of apocalypse.  Bruckner 
locates the predecessors of today’s ecological catastrophism in Catholicism’s admonishment to give up joy in the 
present for the sake of eternal life and in Marxism’s demand that individuals forsake personal needs for the sake of a 
brighter future.  But ecological catastrophism is harmful in that it draws attention away from other, more solvable 
problems and injustices in the world in order to focus on something that is portrayed as an Apocalypse. Rather 
than preaching catastrophe and pessimism, we need to develop a democratic and generous ecology that addresses 
specific problems in a practical way.

Burns, William C. G., and Andrew L. Strauss (eds.). Climate Change Geoengineering: Philosophical Perspectives, Legal 
Issues, and Governance Frameworks. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2013.

In this book, eleven prominent authorities on climate change consider the legal, policy, and philosophical issues 
presented by geoengineering.  The book asks: When, if ever, are decisions to embark on potentially risky climate 
modification projects justified?  If such decisions can be justified, in a world without a central governing author-
ity, who should authorize such projects and by what moral and legal right?  If states or private actors undertake 
geoengineering ventures absent the blessing of the international community, what recourse do the rest of us have?

Contents
Part I. Ethics and Philosophy
1.	 “Ethics, geoengineering and moral schizophrenia: what’s the question?” by Stephen M. Gardiner
2.	 “The ethical foundations of climate engineering” by Clive Hamilton
3.	 “The psychological costs of geoengineering: why it may be hard to accept even if it works” by Gareth Davies

Part II. Law and Governance
4.	 “Geoengineering and climate management: from marginality to inevitability” by Jay Michaelson
5.	 “Climate engineering and the anthropocene era” by Lee Lane
6.	 “Political legitimacy in decisions about experiments in solar radiation management” by David R. Morrow, 

Robert E. Kopp, and Michael Oppenheimer
7.	 “Geoengineering and the myth of unilateralism: pressures and prospects for international cooperation” by 

Joshua B. Horton
8.	 “International legal regimes and principles relevant to geoengineering” by Albert C. Lin
9.	 “Climate geoengineering: solar radiation management and its implications for intergenerational equity” by 

William C. G. Burns
10.	“Ocean iron fertilization: science, law, and uncertainty” by Randall S. Abate
11.	“Ocean iron fertilization: time to lift the research taboo” by Kerstin Güssow, Andreas Oschlies, Alexander 

Proelss, Katrin Rehdanz and Wilfried Rickels
12.	“Remaking the world to save it: applying US environmental laws to climate engineering projects” by Tracy 

Hester

Callicott, J. Baird. Thinking Like a Planet: The Land Ethic and the Earth Ethic. New York : Oxford University Press, 
2013. Callicott talks about the book HERE.

Bringing together ecology, evolutionary moral psychology, and environmental ethics, J. Baird Callicott counters 
the narrative of blame and despair that prevails in contemporary discussions of climate ethics and offers a fresh, 
more optimistic approach.  Whereas other environmental ethicists limit themselves to what Callicott calls Rational 
Individualism in discussing the problem of climate change only to conclude that, essentially, there is little hope 

http://vimeo.com/58392449
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that anything will be done in the face of its “perfect moral storm,” Callicott instead encourages us to look to the 
Earth itself, and consider the crisis on grander spatial and temporal scales, as we have failed to in the past.  Callicott 
supports this theory by exploring and enhancing Aldo Leopold’s faint sketch of an Earth ethic in “Some Funda-
mentals of Conservation in the Southwest,” a seldom-studied text from the early days of environmental ethics that 
was written in 1923 but not published until 1979 after the environmental movement gathered strength.

Contents
1.	 “Environment and environmental philosophy in India” by George Alfred James
2.	 “Atman, identity, and emanation: arguments for a Hindu environmental ethic” by Christopher Framarin
3.	 “Gandhi’s contributions to environmental thought and action” by Bart Gruzalski
4.	 “Acting with compassion: Buddhism, feminism and the environmental crisis” by Stephanie Kaza
5.	 “Against holism: rethinking Buddhist environmental ethics” by Simon P. James
6.	 “Causation and ‘telos’: the problem of Buddhist environmental ethics” by Ian Harris
7.	 “The relevance of Chinese neo-Confucianism for the reverence of nature” by Mary Evelyn Tucker
8.	 “Beyond naturalism: a reconstruction of Daoist environmental ethics” by R.P. Peerenboom
9.	 “Conceptual foundations for environmental ethics: a Daoist perspective” by Karyn L. Lai
10.	“Process ecology and the “ideal” dao” by Alan Fox
11.	“The viability (dao) and virtuosity (de) of Daoist ecology: reversion (fu) as renewal” by Sandra A. Waw-

rytko
12.	“Envisioning the Daoist body in the economy of cosmic power” by James Miller
13.	“The Japanese concept of nature in relation to the environmental ethics and conservation aesthetics of 

Aldo Leopold” by Steve Odin
14.	“Dogen, deep ecology, and the ecological self ” by Deane Curtin
15.	“Conservation ethics and the Japanese intellectual tradition” by David Edward Shaner and R. Shannon 

Duval
16.	“From symbiosis (kyosei) to the ontology of ‘arising both from oneself and from another’” by Hiroshi 

Abe
17.	“The Confucian environmental ethics of Ogyu Sorai” by Tomosaburo Yamauchi
18.	“Triple negation: Watsuji Tetsuro on the sustainability of ecosystems, economies, and international 

peace” by James McRae
19.	“Afterword: recontextualizing the self in comparative environmental philosophy” by J. Baird Callicott

Conche, Marcel. Philosophizing Ad Infinitum: Infinite Nature, Infinite Philosophy. Albany, NY: State University of New 
York Press, 2014.

In today’s world the notion of infinity is at the core of the crisis humanity faces understanding nature.  For the last 
two hundred years economies have been running at full speed, fueled by the implicit belief that natural resources 
are infinite; however, it is clear that they are not and that humanity needs to radically rethink the foundations of 
environmental and economic systems.  Conche seeks to begin this rethinking, illustrating along the way insight-
ful and sometimes unorthodox ideas about Plato, Aristotle, Epicurus, Montaigne, Nietzsche, Bergson, and others 

Cripps, Elizabeth. Climate Change and the Moral Agent: Individual Duties in an Interdependent World. Oxford: Oxford 
University Press, 2013.

Many of us take it for granted that we ought to cooperate to tackle climate change.  But where does this require-
ment come from, and what does it mean for us as individuals trying to do the right thing?  Climate change does 
very great harm, to our fellow humans and to the non-human world, but no one causes it on their own and it 
isn’t the result of intentionally collective action.  In the face of the current failure of institutions to face up to the 
problem, is there anything we can do as individuals that will leave us able to live with ourselves?  This book makes 
a case for collective action on climate change by appealing to moralized collective self-interest, collective ability 
to aid, and an expanded understanding of collective responsibility for harm. In the absence of collective action, 
individuals should focus on trying to promote such action (whether through or by bypassing existing institutions), 
with a supplementary duty to aid victims directly.

Fredericks, Sarah E. Measuring and Evaluating Sustainability Ethics in Sustainability Indexes. New York: Routledge, 
2014.

The indexes used by local, national, and international governments to monitor progress toward sustainability do 
not adequately align with their ethical priorities and have a limited ability to monitor and promote sustainability.  
This book gives a theoretical and practical demonstration of how ethics and technical considerations can aid the 
development of sustainability indexes to overcome this division in the literature and aid sustainability initiatives.  
Specifically, guidelines for index development are combined with a pragmatic theory of ethics that enables ethical col-
laboration among people of diverse ethical systems.  Using the resulting method of index development, the book takes 
a unique applied turn as it ethically evaluates multiple sustainability indexes developed and used by the European Com-
mission, researchers, and local communities and suggests ways to improve the indexes.

Goodin, David K. The New Rationalism: Albert Schweitzer’s Philosophy of Reverence for Life. Montréal & Kingston: 
McGill-Queen’s University Press, 2013.

Less than fifty years since the death of Albert Schweitzer, the great humanitarian and scholar has faded from public 
awareness.  In The New Rationalism, David Goodin explores the underlying philosophy behind Schweitzer’s ethic 
of compassion.  For the first time, the political, sociological, and philosophical contexts supporting the develop-
ment of Schweitzer’s ethic are examined in order to bring his timeless message of elemental morality to new life for 
the modern world.  Inspired by Arthur Schopenhauer and Friedrich Nietzsche, Schweitzer built his ethic to create 
an elemental nature philosophy compatible with empirical science, and to support a new ontological understand-
ing of the human person—a project he termed the New Rationalism.  Goodin recovers and analyses Schweitzer’s 
arguments and shows where his theories can provide a framework for both environmental and civic ethics today.

Groenfeldt, David. Water Ethics: A Values Approach to Solving the Water Crisis. New York: Routledge, 2013.

This book introduces the idea that ethics are an intrinsic dimension of any water policy, program, or practice, and 
that understanding what ethics are being acted out in water policies is fundamental to an understanding of water 

Callicott, J. Baird and James McRae (eds.). Environmental Philosophy in Asian Traditions of Thought. Albany: 
State University of New York Press, 2014.

Environmental Philosophy in Asian Traditions of Thought provides a sequel to the foundational volume in 
Asian environmental ethics Nature in Asian Traditions of Thought.  That volume, edited by J. Baird Callicott 
and Roger T. Ames and published in 1989, inaugurated comparative environmental ethics, adding Asian 
thought on the natural world to the developing field of environmental philosophy.  This new book, edited 
by Callicott and James McRae, includes some of the best articles in environmental philosophy from the 
perspective of Asian thought written more recently, some of which appear in print for the first time.  An 
investigation of environmental philosophy in these Asian traditions not only challenges Western assump-
tions, but also provides an understanding of Asian philosophy, religion, and culture that informs contem-
porary environmental law and policy.



ISEE Newsletter -  2013 2013 - ISEE Newsletter 48 49

resource management.  Thus in controversies or conflicts over water resource allocation and use, an examination 
of ethics can help clarify the positions of conflicting parties as preparation for constructive negotiations.  The book 
includes a wide range of case studies from countries including Australia, India, Philippines, South Africa and USA. 
These cover various contexts including water for agriculture, urban, domestic and industrial use, the rights of in-
digenous people and river, watershed and ecosystem management.

Hiller, Avram, Ramona Ilea, Leonard Kahn (eds.). Consequentialism and Environmental Ethics. New York: Rout-
ledge, 2013.

This volume works to connect issues in environmental ethics with the best work in contemporary normative 
theory.  Environmental issues challenge contemporary ethical theorists to account for topics that traditional ethical 
theories do not address to any significant extent.  This book articulates and evaluates consequentialist responses to 
that challenge.  Contributors provide a thorough and well-rounded analysis of the benefits and limitations of the 
consequentialist perspective in addressing environmental issues.  In particular, the contributors use consequential-
ist theory to address central questions in environmental ethics, such as questions about what kinds of things have 
value; about decision-making in light of the long-term, intergenerational nature of environmental issues; and 
about the role that a state’s being natural should play in ethical deliberation.

Contents
“Introduction: Consequentialism and Environmental Ethics” by Avram Hiller and Leonard Kahn

Part 1: The Structure of Environmental Value
1.	 “Can Biocentric Consequentialism Meet Pluralist Criticisms?” by Robin Attfield
2.	 “Indirect, Multidimensional Consequentialism” by Alan Carter
3.	 “Consequentialist and Non-Consequentialist Value Frameworks in Environmental Ethics” by Katie 

McShane

Part 2: Consequentialism and Environmental Decision-Making
4.	 “Consequences and Environmental Conflict” by Alan Holland
5.	 “Evaluative Uncertainty and Environmental Ethics” by Krister Bykvist
6.	 “Future People and Environmental Shares” by Allen Habib
7.	 “Addressing Climate Change through Human Engineering: A Consequentialist Approach” by Leonard 

Kahn 

Part 3: Nature and Consequentialist Theory
8.	 “Wildness and Inertia” by Ben Bradley
9.	 “Can We Remediate Wrongs? “ by Benjamin Hale
10.	“Moral Bookkeeping and Environmental Restitution” by Julia Driver
11.	“System Consequentialism” by Avram Hiller
12.	“John Stuart Mill’s Green Liberalism” by Wendy Donner

Kaebnick, Gregory E. (ed.). Synthetic Biology and Morality: Artificial Life and the Bounds of Nature. Cambridge, MA: 
The MIT Press, 2013.

Synthetic biology has potential applications that range from producing biofuels to programming human behavior.  
The emergence of this new form of biotechnology, however, raises a variety of ethical questions—first and fore-
most, whether synthetic biology is intrinsically troubling in moral terms.  Is it an example of scientists “playing 
God”?  Synthetic Biology and Morality takes on this threshold ethical question, as well as others that follow, offering 
a range of philosophical and political perspectives on the power of synthetic biology.  The contributors consider 
the basic question of the ethics of making new organisms, with essays that lay out the conceptual terrain and of-

fer opposing views of the intrinsic moral concerns; discuss the possibility that synthetic organisms are inherently 
valuable; and address whether, and how, moral objections to synthetic biology could be relevant to policy making 
and political discourse.

Contents
1.	 “Appeals to nature and the natural in debates about synthetic biology” by Andrew Lustig
2.	 “Creating life: synthetic biology and ethics” by Joachim Boldt
3.	 “Engineered microbes in industry and science: a new human relationship to nature? “ by Gregory E. Kaeb-

nick
4.	 “Lessons from environmental ethics about the intrinsic value of synthetic life” by Mark A. Bedau and Ben T. 

Larson
5.	 “Three puzzles regarding the moral status of synthetic organisms” by John Basl and Ronald Sandler
6.	 “Synthetic bacteria, natural processes, and intrinsic value” by Christopher J. Preston
7.	 “Synthetic biology and public reason” by Jon Mandle
8.	 “Biotechnology as cultural meaning: reflection on the moral reception of synthetic biology” by Bruce Jen-

nings
9.	 “‘Teaching humanness’ claims in synthetic biology and public policy bioethics” by John H. Evans

List, Charles J. Hunting, Fishing, and Environmental Virtue: Reconnecting Sportsmanship and Conservation. Corvallis, 
OR: Oregon State University Press, 2013.

Do hunting and fishing lead to the development of environmental virtues?  This question is at the heart of phi-
losopher Charles List’s study, which provides a defense of field sports when they are practiced and understood in 
an ethical manner.  List examines the connection between certain activities and the development of virtue in the 
classical sources, such as Aristotle and Plato.  He then explores the work of Aldo Leopold, identifying three key 
environmental virtues that field sports instill in practitioners in the kind of conservation advocated by Leopold 
and others.  After reviewing several philosophical objections to his viewpoint, List considers the future of environ-
mental sportsmanship. He suggests that, in order to incorporate a revived connection between field sports and en-
vironmental virtue, the practice of hunting and angling must undergo changes, including shifts that would impact 
hunter education, civic engagement, the role of firearms, our understanding of “game” animals, and alliances with 
other sorts of outdoor recreation. 

Martinez, J. Michael. American Environmentalism Philosophy, History, and Public Policy. Hoboken, NJ: CRC 
Press, 2013.

American Environmentalism examines whether competing interests can be reconciled while developing 
consistent, coherent, effective public policy to regulate uses and protection of the natural environment 
without destroying the national economy.  The book delves into key normative concepts that undergird 
American perspectives on nature by providing an overview of philosophical concepts found in the west-
ern intellectual tradition, the presuppositions inherent in neoclassical economics, and anthropocentric 
(human-centered) and biocentric (earth-centered) positions on sustainability.  It traces the evolution of 
attitudes about nature from the time of the Ancient Greeks through Europeans in the Middle Ages and 
the Renaissance, the Enlightenment and the American Founders, the nineteenth and twentieth centuries, 
and up to the present.  Building on this foundation, the author examines the political landscape as non-
governmental organizations (NGOs), industry leaders, and government officials struggle to balance indus-
trial development with environmental concerns.
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exploration of novel and imaginative approaches to worn-out issues.  This book is roughly evenly divided between 
the presentation and discussion of a range of influential past approaches to animal ethics and an equally significant 
range of contemporary approaches.  We need to understand the legacy of the past and the resources that it offers 
us while also forging new views that are appropriate to our increasingly developed understanding of the nature of 
nonhuman animals.

Ravichandran Moorthy, and Darryl R.J. Macer. Environmental Ethics in Managing Resources in the Asia Pacific. 
Bangi: Penerbit Universiti Kebangsaan Malaysia, 2013.

Rozzi, Ricardo, Steward T. A. Pickett, Clare Palmer, Juan J. Armesto, and J. Baird Callicott (eds.). Linking Ecology 
and Ethics for a Changing World Values, Philosophy, and Action. Dordrecht, DE: Springer Verlag, 2013.

To comprehensively address the complexities of current socio-ecological problems involved in global environmen-
tal change, it is indispensable to achieve an integration of ecological understanding and ethical values.  Contem-
porary science proposes an inclusive ecosystem concept that recognizes humans as components.  Contemporary 
environmental ethics includes eco-social justice and the realization that as important as biodiversity is cultural 
diversity, inter-cultural, inter-institutional, and international collaboration requiring a novel approach known as 
biocultural conservation.  Right action in confronting the challenges of the 21st century requires science and eth-
ics to be seamlessly integrated.  This book resulted from the 14th Cary Conference that brought together leading 
scholars and practitioners in ecology and environmental philosophy to discuss core terminologies, methods, ques-
tions, and practical frameworks for long-term socio-ecological research, education, and decision making.

Sovacool, Benjamin K. Energy & Ethics Justice and the Global Energy Challenge. Houndmills, Basingstoke, Hamp-
shire: Palgrave Macmillan, 2013.

Concepts from justice and ethics can significantly inform energy decision-makers. Benjamin K. Sovacool intro-
duces readers to the injustices and insecurities inherent in the global energy system before presenting an energy 
justice conceptual framework consisting of availability, affordability, due process, good governance, prudence, 
intergenerational equity, intragenerational equity, and responsibility.  He showcases the application of these prin-
ciples to eight real-world case studies.

Moellendorf, Darrel. The Moral Challenge of Dangerous Climate Change: Values, Poverty, and Policy. New York, NY: 
Cambridge University Press, 2014.

This book examines the threat that climate change poses to the projects of poverty eradication, sustainable devel-
opment, and biodiversity preservation.  It offers a discussion of the values that support these projects and a critical 
evaluation of the normative bases of climate change policy.  It regards climate change policy as a public problem 
that normative philosophy can shed light on.  It assumes that the development of policy should be based on val-
ues regarding what is important to respect, preserve, and protect.  What sort of climate change policy do we owe 
the poor of the world who are particularly vulnerable to climate change?  Why should our generation take on the 
burden of mitigating climate change that is caused, in no small part, by emissions from people now dead?  What 
value is lost when natural species go extinct, as they may well do en masse because of climate change?

Morris, Theresa. Hans Jonas’s Ethic of Responsibility: From Ontology to Ecology. Albany, NY: State University of New 
York Press, 2013.

Articulates the fundamental importance of ontology to Hans Jonas’s environmental ethics.  Despite his tremen-
dous impact on the German Green Party and the influence of his work on contemporary debates about stem cell 
research in the United States, Hans Jonas’s (1903–1993) philosophical contributions have remained partially 
obscured.  In particular, the ontological grounding he gives his ethics, based on a phenomenological engagement 
with biology to bridge the “is-ought” gap, has not been fully appreciated.  She places Jonas’s philosophy in context, 
comparing his ideas to those of other ethical and environmental philosophers and demonstrating the relevance of 
his thought for our current ethical and environmental problems.

Murtaza, (ed.). Environmental Ethics. Uxbridge, UK: Koros Press, 2013.

Newton, Lisa H. The American Experience in Environmental Protection. Heidelberg, DE: Springer, 2013.

This book tracks the growth of environmental awareness and conservation in the United States through the major 
trends of the 20th century, and establishes a philosophical ground for protection of the environment.  It records 
a major cultural shift in the thinking of this nation, and provides guidelines for its continuation.  The book is di-
rected to undergraduate and graduate students in environmental ethics and environmental studies classes.

Peterson, Anna Lisa. Being Animal: Beasts and Boundaries in Nature Ethics. New York: Columbia University Press, 
2013.

For most people, animals are the most significant aspects of the nonhuman world.  They symbolize nature in our 
imaginations, in popular media and culture, and in campaigns to preserve wilderness, yet scholars habitually treat 
animals and the environment as mutually exclusive objects of concern.  Conducting the first examination of ani-
mals’ place in popular and scholarly thinking about nature, Anna L. Peterson builds a nature ethic that conceives 
of nonhuman animals as active subjects who are simultaneously parts of both nature and human society.  Through 
her paradigm-shifting reflections, Peterson disrupts the artificial boundaries between two seemingly distinct cat-
egories, underscoring their fluid and continuous character.

Protopapadakis, Evangelos D. (ed.). Animal Ethics: Past and Present Perspectives. Berlin: Logos Verlang, 2012.

Philosophy, as Aristotle said, originates in wonder.  And nonhuman animals have long been a source of wonder 
to humans, especially in regard to the treatment they deserve.  The upshot is that Western philosophy has been 
concerned with the way in which we ought to treat nonhuman animals since its origins with the pre-Socratic 
philosophers.  Animal ethics is a highly challenging field, as well as one of the liveliest areas of debate in ethics in 
recent years.  Not only has this area issued in a range of attention-grabbing controversies but it has also led to the 

Sandler, Ronald L. Ethics and Emerging Technologies. New York, NY: Palgrave Macmillan, 2013.

Technology shapes every aspect of human experience and it is the primary driver of social and ecological 
change.  Given this, it is surprising that we spend so little time studying, analyzing, and evaluating new 
technologies.  Occasionally, an issue grabs public attention—for example, the use of human embryonic 
stem cells in medical research or online file sharing of music and movies.  However, these are the excep-
tions.  For the most part, we enthusiastically embrace each new technology and application with little 
critical reflection on how it will impact our lives and our world.  What is more, when an issue raised by an 
emerging technology is attended to, we often lack the language, concepts, and critical perspectives to thor-
oughly address it.  The aim of this textbook is to introduce students and other readers to the ethical issues 
associated with a broad array of emerging technologies—including nanotechnology, synthetic genomics, 
robotics, genetic engineering, geoengineering, synthetic meat, virtual reality, information technologies, 
sex selection, and many more—and to help them develop analytical skills and perspectives for effectively 
evaluating novel technologies and applications.
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Treanor, Brian. Emplotting Virtue: A Narrative Approach to Environmental Virtue Ethics. Albany: State University of 
New York Press, 2014.

Brian Treanor builds on recent work on virtue ethics in environmental philosophy, finding an important ground-
ing in the narrative theory of philosophers like Paul Ricoeur and Richard Kearney.  Character and ethical forma-
tion, Treanor argues, are intimately tied to our relationship with the narratives through which we view the human 
place in the natural world.  By reframing environmental questions in terms of individual, social, and environmen-
tal narratives about flourishing, Emplotting Virtue offers a vision of how we might remake our character so as to live 
more happily, more sustainably, and more virtuously in a diverse, beautiful, wondrous, and fragile world.

Tremmel, Jörg, and Katherine Robinson. Climate Ethics: Environmental Justice and Climate Change. London: I.B. 
Tauris, 2013.

Climate change is perhaps the most important issue of our time and yet the international measures necessary to 
mitigate it have not been implemented.  Given the urgency of the problem, why has so little been done?  Climate 
Ethics identifies the reasons behind this crucial paradox and outlines a way forward.  In the first part of the book 
the authors provide an accessible account of the basics of climate change. In the second part, they explore the 
complex ethical and moral questions that need to be addressed if long-term solutions to climate change are to be 
realized. 

Environmental 
Philosophy 

Journals

Environmental Ethics is an interdisciplinary journal dedicated to the philosophical aspects of environmental problems.  
It is intended as a forum for diverse interests and attitudes, and seeks to bring together the nonprofessional environ-
mental philosophy tradition with the professional interest in the subject.  The journal is published by Environmental 
Philosophy, Inc. and the University of North Texas; the academic sponsor is Colorado State University.  This journal 
came into existence in 1979 and is published four times a year.

Volume 34, no. 3 (fall 2012)
Features

1.	 “Thinning the Thicket: Thick Concepts, Context, and Evaluative Frameworks” by Kenneth Shockley 
(227-246)

2.	 “Epistemic Norms, Moral Norms, and Nature Appreciation” by Robert Stecker (247-264)

Discussion Papers
3.	 “Metaphysical Background to Igbo Environmental Ethics” by Chigbo Joseph Ekwealo (265-274)
4.	 “Anthropocentrism, Exoplanets, and the Cosmic Perspective” by Neil A. Manson (275-290)
5.	 “Foundations of Conduct: A Theory of Values and Its Implications for Environmentalism” by William 

Jordan, III, Nathaniel F. Barrett, Kip Curtis, Liam Heneghan, and Randall Honold (291-312)

Book Reviews
6.	 Holmes Rolston III’s Three Big Bangs: Matter-Energy, Life, Mind (2010). Reviewed by Eric Katz (313-316)
7.	 Stephen Skrimshire’s (ed.) Future Ethics: Climate Change and Apocalyptic Imagination (2010). Reviewed by 

Marion Hourdequin (317-320)
8.	 Michael Maniates and John M. Meyer’s ( eds.) The Environmental Politics of Sacrifice (2010). Reviewed by 

Robert Kirkman (321-324)

9.	 Nathan Kowalsky’s (ed.) Hunting—Philosophy for Everyone: In Search of the Wild Life (2010). Reviewed by 
Ty Raterman (325-328)

10.	Allen Verhey’s Nature and Altering It (2010). Reviewed by Jerome A. Stone (329 – 330)
11.	Stephen M. Gardiner’s A Perfect Moral Storm: The Ethical Tragedy of Climate Change (2011). Reviewed by 

Steve Vanderheiden (331-332)
12.	David Abram’s Becoming Animal: An Earthly Cosmology (2010). Reviewed by Gregory Caicco (333-334)
13.	Kevin C. Elliott’s Is a Little Pollution Good for You? Incorporating Societal Values in Environmental Research 

(2011). Reviewed by Linda S. Jones (335-336)

Volume 34, no. 4 (winter 2012)
Special issue on South American environmental philosophy

Features
1.	 “South American Environmental Philosophy: Ancestral Amerindian Roots and Emergent Academic 

Branches” by Ricardo Rozzi (343-366)
2.	 “Augusto Angel-Maya and Environmental Philosophy in Colombia” by Patricia Noguera (367 – 377)
3.	 “Environmental Philosophy in Brazil: Roots, Intellectual Culprits, and New Directions” by Amós Nasci-

mento and James Jackson Griffith (379-397)
4.	 “Environmental Thought in Argentina: A Panoramic View” by Daniel Eduardo Gutiérrez (399-410)
5.	 “Some Initial Approaches to Environmental Philosophy in Argentina” by Alicia Irene Bugallo and María 

Teresa La Valle (411-421)
6.	 “Approaches to Enrique Leff’s Environmental Thought: A Challenge and a Venture that Enriches the 

Meaning of Life” by Maria Luisa Eschenhagen (423-429)
7.	 “Latin American Environmental Thinking: A Heritage of Knowledge for Sustainability” by Enrique Leff 

(431-450)

Book Reviews
8.	 Amanda Boetzkes’s The Ethics of Earth Art (2010). Reviewed by Thomas Heyd (451-454)
9.	 JoAnn Carmin and Julian Agyeman’s (eds.) Environmental Inequalities beyond Borders: Local Perspectives on 

Global Injustices (2011). Reviewed by Jessica Christie Ludescher (455-458)
10.	Gregory E. Kaebnick’s (ed.) The Ideal of Nature: Debates about Biotechnology and the Environment (2011). 

Reviewed by Helena Siipi (459-460)

Volume 35, no. 1 (spring 2013)
The Holmes Rolston, III Early Career Prize

1.	 “Historical Environmental Values” by J. Michael Scoville (7-25)

Features
2.	 “Mother Nature and the Mother of All Virtues: On the Rationality of Feeling Gratitude toward Nature” 

by Karen Bardsley (27-40)
3.	 “The Parable of the Bees: Beyond Proximate Causes in Ecosystem Service Valuation” by John Gowdy, Lisi 

Krall, and Yunzhong Chen (41-55)

Discussion Papers
4.	 “Philosophical Histories of the Aesthetics of Nature” by Roger Paden, Laurly K. Harmon, and Charles R. 

Milling (57-77)
5.	 “Restoration and Authenticity Revisited” by Marion Hourdequin, David G. Havlick (79-93)
6.	 “Environmental Research Ethics” by Howard J. Curzer, Mark Wallace, Gad Perry, et al. (95-114)

http://www.cep.unt.edu/enethics.html
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Book Reviews
7.	 Kenneth Sayre’s Unearthed: The Economic Roots of Our Environmental Crisis (2010). Reviewed by Donald 

A. Brown (115-118)
8.	 Robert H. Nelson’s The New Holy Wars: Economic Religion versus Environmental Religion in Contemporary 

America (2010). Reviewed by Bernard Daley Zaleha (119-122)
9.	 Denis G. Arnold’s (ed.) The Ethics of Global Climate Change (2011). Reviewed by Christopher Groves 

(123-125)
10.	Robert Gottlieb and Anupama Joshi’s Food Justice (2010). Reviewed by Karen A. Franck and Hanaa 

Hamdi (127-128)

Volume 35, no. 2 (summer 2013)
Special issue on climate change, sustainability, and environmental ethics

Features
1.	 “Worldviews and Their Significance for the Global Sustainable Development Debate” by Annick Hed-

lund-deWitt (133-162)
2.	 “Climate Change and the Concept of Shared Ecological Responsibility” by Franziska Martinsen and 

Johanna Seibt (163-187)
3.	 “How Should We Think about Climate Justice?” by Derek Bell (189-208)

Discussion Papers
4.	 “The Human Rights Approach to Climate Change: An Overview” by Kristian Høyer Toft (209-225)
5.	 “John Rawls and Climate Justice: An Amendment to The Laws of Peoples” by Robert Huseby (227-243)

Book Reviews
6.	 Whitney A. Bauman, Richard R. Bohannon II, and Kevin J. O’Brien’s (eds.) Inherited Land: The Chang-

ing Grounds of Religion and Ecology (2011). Reviewed by Jerome Stone (245-246)
7.	 Andrew Biro’s (ed.) Critical Ecologies: The Frankfurt School and Contemporary Environmental Crises (2011). 

Reviewed by Mick Smith (247-250)
8.	 Paul Thompson’s The Agrarian Vision: Sustainability and Environmental Ethics (2010). Reviewed by Clark 

Wolf (251-254)
9.	 Leslie Paul Thiele’s Indra’s Net and the Midas Touch: Living Sustainably in a Connected World (2011). Re-

viewed by Susan J. Armstrong (255-256)

Environmental Philosophy (EP) is the official journal of the International Association for Environmental Philosophy 
(IAEP).  The journal features peer-reviewed articles, discussion papers, and book reviews for persons working and 
thinking within the field of environmental philosophy.  The journal welcomes diverse philosophical approaches to en-
vironmental issues, including those inspired by the many schools of Continental philosophy, studies in the history of 
philosophy, indigenous and non-Western philosophy, and the traditions of American and Anglo-American philosophy.  
EP strives to provide a forum that is accessible to all those working in this broad field, while recognizing the interdisci-
plinary nature of this conversation.  EP is sponsored by IAEP, and the Department of Philosophy and Environmental 
Studies Program at the University of Oregon. This journal came into existence in 2004 and is published twice a year.

Volume 9, no. 2 (2012)
1.	 “Ecosystem Services, Nonhuman Agencies, and Diffuse Dependence” by Keith Peterson (1-19)
2.	 “Global Environmental Justice and Postcolonial Critique” by Joshua Mousie (21-45)
3.	 “The Natural World of Spirit: Hegel on the Value of Nature” by Nicholas Mowad (47-66)

4.	 “Bergson’s Environmental Aesthetic” by Michael James Bennett (67-94)
5.	 “Ecologizing Sartre’s Ontology: Nature, Science, and Dialectics” by Matthew C. Ally (95-121)
6.	 “Embodying Otherness: Shape-Shifting and the Natural World” by Drew Leder (123-141)
7.	 “Eyes Through Oil: Witnessing the Nonhuman Victims of the Deepwater Horizon Oil Spill” by Andrew 

Reszitnyk (143-157)

Author’s Forum on Kelly Oliver’s Animal Lessons: How They Teach Us to Be Human (2009).
8.	 “The Truth about Animals” by David Wood (159-167)
9.	 “Animal Pedagogy and Learning by Heart” by Kalpana Seshadri (167-173)
10.	“Most Beautiful Companion” by Brett Buchanan (173-187)
11.	“Love Bites! Or Taking Ethics to Heart: Response to Critics on Animal Lessons” by Kelly Oliver (187-199)

Book Reviews
12.	Forrest Clingerman and Mark H. Dixon’s (eds.) Placing Nature on the Borders of Religion, Philosophy and Eth-

ics (2011). Reviewed by Nathan M. Bell (201-204)
13.	Jeff Malpas’s (ed.) The Place of Landscape: Concepts, Contexts, Studies (204-208). Reviewed by Jasper Van de 

Vijver (204-208)
14.	Nicholas A. Robins’s Mercury, Mining, and Empire: The Human and Ecological Cost of Colonial Silver in the 

Andes (2011). Reviewed by Wendy Lynne Lee (208-212)
15.	Mick Smith’s Against Ecological Sovereignty: Ethics, Biopolitics, and Saving the Natural World (2011). Reviewed 

by Rebecca Tuvel (212-215)
16.	Ingrid Leman Stefanovic and Stephen Bede Scharper’s (eds.) The Natural City: Re-Envisioning the Built Envi-

ronment (2011). Reviewed by Forrest Clingerman (215-219)

Volume 10, no. 1 (spring 2013)
Special issue on East Asian and comparative approaches to the environment

1.	 “Zhuangzi and Nietzsche on the Human and Nature” by Graham Parkes (1-24)
2.	 “Sensing the Wind: The Timely Music of Nature’s Memory” by Meilin Chinn (25-37)
3.	 “Dōgen and the Unknown Knowns: The Practice of the Wild after the End of Nature” by Jason M. Wirth 

(39-61)
4.	 “Creative Climate: Expressive Media in the Aesthetics of Watsuji, Nishida, and Merleau-Ponty” by Lucy 

Schultz (63-81)
5.	 “A Prolegomenon to Transversal Geophilosophy” by Hwa Yol Jung (83-111)

Book Reviews
6.	 William Edelglass, James Hatley, and Christian Diehm’s (eds.) Facing Nature: Levinas and Environmental 

Thought (2012). Reviewed by Theresa Morris (113-117)
7.	 Axel Goodbody and Kate Rigby’s (eds.) Ecocritical Theory: New European Approaches (2011). Reviewed by 

Eleanor D. Helms (117-120)
8.	 Donald S. Maier’s What’s So Good About Biodiversity? A Call for Better Reasoning about Nature’s Value (2012). 

Reviewed by David E. Storey (120-124)
9.	 Allen Thompson and Jeremy Bendik-Keymer (eds.) Ethical Adaptation to Climate Change: Human Virtues of 

the Future (2012). Reviewed by Tim Christion Myers (124-127)
10.	Douglas A. Vakoch’s (ed.) Feminist Ecocriticism: Environment, Women, and Literature (2012). Reviewed by 

Ana Isla (127-130)

http://ephilosophy.uoregon.edu/index.html
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Environmental Values (EV) brings together contributions from philosophy, economics, politics, sociology, geography, 
anthropology, ecology, and other disciplines, which relate to the present and future environment of human beings 
and other species.  In doing so it aims to clarify the relationship between practical policy issues and more fundamental 
underlying principles or assumptions.  EV is published by the White Horse Press.  This journal came into existence in 
1992. It was published four times a year from 1992 to 2012; beginning in 2013, it is published six times a year.

Volume 22, no. 1 (February 2013)
Discussion
1.	 “Comment on Martin Drenthen’s Article, ‘Ecological Restoration and Place Attachment: Emplacing Non-

Places?’” by Nicole Note (7-16)
2.	 “Landscapes Devoid of Meaning? A Reply to Note” by Martin Drenthen (17-23)

Research Articles
3.	 “Bruno Latour and the Ontological Dissolution of Nature in the Social Sciences: A Critical Review” by Jacques 

Pollini (25-42)
4.	 “Lose Less Instead of Win More: The Failure of Decoupling and Perspectives for Competition in a Degrowth 

Economy” by Volker Mauerhofer (43-57)
5.	 “Sovereign Citizens and Constrained Consumers: Why Sustainability Requires Limits on Choice” by Susanne 

Menzel and Tom L. Green  (59-79)
6.	 “Environmentally Sustainable National Income: Indispensable Information for Attaining Environmental Sus-

tainability” by Roefie Hueting (81-100)
7.	 “Delivering Environmental Education in Kazakhstan Through Civic Action: Second-Wave Values and Gov-

ernmental Responses” by Dennis Soltys and Dilara Orynbassarova (101-122)

Book Reviews (123-140)
8.	 Ben A. Minteer’s Refounding Environmental Ethics: Pragmatism, Principle, and Practice (2012). Reviewed by 

Kelvin J. Booth
9.	 Jennifer Cockrall-King’s Food and the City: Urban Agriculture and the New Food Revolution (2012). Reviewed 

by Nevin Cohen
10.	William Ophuls’s Plato’s Revenge (2011). Reviewed by Ewan J. Woodley
11.	Paul G. Harris’s (ed.) Ethics and Global Environmental Policy (2011). Reviewed by Phil Johnstone
12.	Holmes Rolston III’s A New Environmental Ethics: The Next Millennium for Life on Earth (2011).  Reviewed 

by John Nolt
13.	Katharine K. Wilkinson’s Between God and Green: How Evangelicals are Cultivating a Middle Ground on Cli-

mate Change (2012). Reviewed by Adrian R. Bailey)
14.	Julie Dunlap and Stephen R. Kellert’s, Companions in Wonder: Children and Adults Exploring Nature Together 

(2012). Reviewed by Nicole McMurray

Volume 22, no. 2 (April 2013)
Research Articles
1.	 “Decroissance: A Project for a Radical Transformation of Society” by Barbara Muraca (147-169)
2.	 “The Social Dynamics of Degrowth” by Wiebren J. Boonstra and Sofie Joose (171-189)
3.	 “What is Degrowth? From an Activist Slogan to a Social Movement” by Federico Demaria, Francois Schnei-

der, Filka Sekulova, Joan Martinez-Alier (191-215)
4.	 “Degrowth, Democracy and Autonomy” by Viviana Asara, Emanuele Profumi, Giorgos Kallis (217-239)
5.	 “Political Theory in a Closed World: Reflections on William Ophuls, Liberalism and Abundance” by Andrew 

Dobson (241-259)
6.	 “De-Growth Is Not a Liberal Agenda: Relocalisation and the Limits to Low Energy Cosmopolitanism” by 

Stephen Quilley (261-285) 

7.	 “Voluntary Simplicity and the Social Reconstruction of Law: Degrowth from the Grassroots Up” by Samuel 
Alexander (287-308)

Book Reviews (309-312)
8.	 Raymond De Young and Thomas Princen’s (eds.) The Localization Reader: Adapting to the Coming Downshift 

(2012). Reviewed byMarius De Geus
9.	 P. Steinberg and S. VanDeveer’s (eds.) Comparative Environmental Politics: Theory, Practice and Prospects (2012). 

Reviewed by Ian Bailey

Volume 22, no. 3 (June 2013)
Research Articles
1.	 “Deliberating Intergenerational Environmental Equity: A Pragmatic, Future Studies Approach” by Matthew 

Cotton (317-337)
2.	 “The Impasses of Ecological Representation” by Kerry H. Whiteside (339-358)
3.	 “Modern Water Ethics: Implications for Shared Governance” by Jeremy J Schmidt, Dan Shrubsole (359-379)
4.	 “Does Nature Have Value in the Pāli Canon?” by Colette Sciberras (381-399) 
5.	 “Celebrating the Mundane: Nature and the Built Environment” by Lenore Newman, Ann Dale (401-413)

Book Reviews (415-436)
6.	 M.R. Redclift, D. Manuel-Navarrete, and M. Pelling’s Climate Change and Human Security: The Challenge to 

Local Governance under Rapid Coastal Urbanization (2011). Reviewed by Irene Lorenzoni
7.	 Gary Varner’s Personhood, Ethics, and Animal Cognition (2012). Reviewed by Gary Comstock
8.	 Evangelos Protopapadakis’s (ed.) Animal Ethics: Past and Present Perspectives (2012). Reviewed by Robert Gar-

ner
9.	 Elena Cavagno and George Curiel’s The Three Levels of Sustainability (2012). Reviewed by Colin Nolden
10.	William Edelglass, James Hatley, and Christian Diehm’s (eds.) Facing Nature: Levinas and Environmental 

Thought (2012). Reviewed by Robert H. Scott
11.	Alison Hope Alkon and Julian Agyeman’s (eds.) Cultivating Food Justice: Race, Class and Sustainability (2011).  

Reviewed by Agatha Herman
12.	Rick Anthony Furtak, Jonathan Ellsworth, and James D. Reid’s (eds.) Thoreau’s Importance for Philosophy 

(2012). Reviewed by Bob Pepperman Taylor
13.	Mark Pedelty’s Ecomusicology: Rock, Folk, and the Environment (2012). Reviewed by Brian F. Wright
14.	Ulrich Grober’s Sustainability: A Cultural History (2012). Reviewed by Udo E. Simonis

Volume 22, no. 4 (August 2013)
Research Articles
1.	 “Anthropocentrism and Egoism” by John Nolt (441-459)
2.	 “Deliberation on GMOs: A Study of How a Citizens’ Jury Affects the Citizens’ Attitudes” by Marianne Aasen 

and Arild Vatn (461-481)
3.	 “Wildlife Gardening and Connectedness to Nature: Engaging the Unengaged” by Amy Shaw, Kelly Miller, 

and Geoff Wescott (483-502)
4.	 “Environmental Stewardship, Moral Psychology and Gardens” by Marcello di Paola (503-521)
5.	 “Deep Ecology, Hybrid Geographies, and Environmental Management’s Relational Premise” by Kate I. Booth 

(523-543)

Book Reviews (545-560)
6.	 Roger Scruton’s Green Philosophy: How to Think Seriously About the Planet (2012). Reviewed by Mark Pen-

nington
7.	 Paul B. Thompson’s The Agrarian Vision: Sustainability and Environmental Ethics (2010). Reviewed by Robert 

Melchior Figueroa and Kyle Powys Whyte

http://www.erica.demon.co.uk/EV.html
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8.	 Pat Shipman’s The Animal Connection: A New Perspective on What Makes Us Human (2011). Reviewed by 
Nicholas Malone

9.	 Sonia Akter and Jeff Bennett’s Valuing Climate Change Mitigation: Applying Stated Preferences in the Presence of 
Uncertainty (2012). Reviewed by Helen Adams

10.	Hugh P. McDonald’s (ed.) Pragmatism and Environmentalism [journal issue] (2012). Reviewed by Paul B. 
Thompson

11.	Emily Brady and Pauline Phemister’s (eds.) Human-Environment Relations: Transformative Values in Theory and 
Practice (2012). Reviewed by Piers H. G. Stephens

Volume 22, no. 5 (October 2013)
Research Articles
1.	 “Governing Climate Technologies: Is there Room for Democracy?” by Hayley Stevenson (567-587)
2.	 “Radically Non-Ideal Climate Politics and the Obligation to at Least Vote Green” by Aaron Maltais (589-608)
3.	 “Finding—and Failing to Find—Meaning in Nature” by Simon P. James (609-625)
4.	 “At the Centre of What? A Critical Note on the Centrism-Terminology in Environmental Ethics” by Lars 

Samuelsson (627-645)
5.	 “The Role of Values in a Community-Based Conservation Initiative in Northern Ghana” by Lance W. Robin-

son and Kwame Ampadu Sasu (647-664)

Book Reviews (665-683)
6.	 Alex Loftus’s Everyday Environmentalism: Creating an Urban Political Ecology (2012). Reviewed by Shana 

Hirsch
7.	 Jessica Pierce’s The Last Walk: Reflections on Our Pets at the End of Their Lives (2012). Reviewed by Elisa Aaltola
8.	 Francois Specq, Laura Dassow Walls and Michel Granger’s (eds.) Thoreauvian Modernities: Transatlantic Con-

versations on an American Icon (2013). Reviewed by Bob Pepperman Taylor
9.	 Zoran Vojinovic and Michael B. Abbott’s Flood Risk and Social Justice: From Quantitative to Qualitative Flood 

Risk Assessment and Mitigation (2012). Reviewed by David Luscombe
10.	Molly Scott Cato’s The Bioregional Economy: Land, Liberty and the Pursuit of Happiness (2013). Reviewed by 

Jenny Barnett
11.	Tom Tyler’s Ciferae: A Bestiary in Five Fingers (2012). Reviewed by Elisa Aaltola
12.	David W. Kidner’s Nature and Experience in the Culture of Delusion: How Industrial Society Lost Touch with 

Reality (2012). Reviewed by Alan E. Stewart

Ethics & the Environment is an interdisciplinary forum for theoretical and practical articles, discussions, reviews, com-
ments, and book reviews in the broad area encompassed by environmental ethics.  The journal focuses on conceptual 
approaches in ethical theory and ecological philosophy, including deep ecology and ecological feminism, as they per-
tain to environmental issues such as environmental education and management, ecological economics, and ecosystem 
health.  The journal is supported by the Center for Humanities and Arts, the Philosophy Department, and the Envi-
ronmental Ethics Certificate Program at the University of Georgia.  This journal came into existence in 1996 and is 
published twice a year.

Volume 17, no. 2 (fall 2012)
Special issue on climate change. guest editor Raymond Anthony

1.	 “Climate Change: Bridging the Theory-Action Gap” by Lisa Kretz (9-27)
2.	 “Climate Change, Epistemic Trust, and Expert Trustworthiness” by Ben Almassi (29-49)
3.	 “Rethinking ‘Greening of Hate’: Climate Emissions, Immigration, and the Last Frontier” by Monica Aufrecht 

(51-74)
4.	 “The Normative Root of the Climate Change Problem” by Stephen James Purdey (75-96)
5.	 “How Is Climate Change Harmful?” by Lauren Hartzell-Nichols (97-110)

6.	 “Is Aerosol Geoengineering Ethically Preferable to Other Climate Change Strategies?” by Toby Svoboda (111-
135)

7.	 “Climate Change as the Work of Mourning” by Ashlee Cunsolo Willox (137-164)
8.	 “Climate Change and Radical Hope” by Byron Williston (165-186)

Volume 18, no. 1 (spring 2012)
1.	 “Answering ‘Scientific’ Attacks on Ethical Imperatives: Wind and Solar Versus Nuclear Solutions to Climate 

Change” by Kristin Shrader-Frechette (1-17)
2.	 “The Capabilities Approach to Justice and the Flourishing of Nonsentient Life” by Katy Fulfer (19-38)
3.	 “For They Do Not Agree In Nature: Spinoza and Deep Ecology” by Gal Kober (43-65)
4.	 “How (Not) To Defend A Rawlsian Approach To Intergenerational Ethics” by Joel Macclellan (67-85)
5.	 “Liberty and Valuing Sentient Life” by John Hadley (87-103)
6.	 “Waste, Landfills, and an Environmental Ethic of Vulnerability” by Myra J. Hird (105-124)
7.	 “Review of Lori Gruen’s Ethics and Animals: An Introduction” (2011) by Kathy Rudy (125-135)

Ethics, Policy, & Environment (EPE) is a journal of philosophy and geography that offers scholarly articles, reviews, 
critical exchanges, and short reflections on all aspects of geographical and environmental ethics.  The journal aims to 
publish philosophical work on the environment—human and natural, built and wild—as well as meditations on the 
nature of space and place.  While the scope of EPE includes environmental philosophy and cultural geography, it is 
not limited to these fields.  Past authors have been concerned with a wide range of subjects, such as applied environ-
mental ethics, animal rights, justice in urban society, development ethics, cartography, and cultural values relevant to 
environmental concerns.  The journal also welcomes theoretical analyses of practical applications of environmental, 
urban, and regional policies, as well as concrete proposals for grounding our spatial policies in more robust normative 
foundations.  EPE is published by Routledge.  The journal came into existence in 1996 as Philosophy & Geography, 
merged as Ethics, Place & Environment in 2005, and changed its name to Ethics, Policy, & Environment in 2010.  It is 
published three times a year.

Volume 15, no. 3 (October 2012)
Target Event
1.	 “An Ethical Agenda for the Post-Durban Climate Change Negotiations” by Andrew Light (269-271)

Open Peer Commentaries
2.	 “Linkage as a Foundation for Post-Durban Climate Policy Architecture” by Matthew Ranson and Robert N. 

Stavins (272-275)
“The Legal Form of the Durban Platform Agreement: Seven Reasons for a Protocol” by Christina Voigt 
(276-282)

3.	 “Durban Platform and the Next UN Climate Agenda: Looking Back and Looking Forward” by Jarlath I. 
Igbokwe (283-287)

4.	 “Investing in Climate Governance and Equity in a Post-Durban World” by Jacob Park (288-292)
5.	 “The Durban Platform for Enhanced Action – Prospects for Delivering Distributive Justice through the Op-

eration of the Green Climate Fund” by Paul Govind (293-297)
6.	 “Promoting Human Rights in the Future Climate Regime” by Alyssa Johl and Sébastien Duyck (298-302)
7.	 “The Devil in the Deal: Trade Embedded Emissions and the Durban Platform” by Cindy Isenhour (303-

308)
8.	 “Inviting People to Climate Parties: Differentiating National and Individual Responsibilities for Mitigation” 

by Paul G. Harris (309-313)
9.	 “Achieving Traction for Ethical Principles in Climate Change Negotiation Outcomes after Durban” by Don-

ald A. Brown (314-320)

http://eande.uga.edu/
http://www.informaworld.com/smpp/title~content=t713417006~db=al
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Feature Articles
10.	“Ethics of Science for Policy in the Environmental Governance of Biotechnology: MON810 Maize in Eu-

rope” by Fern Wickson and Brian Wynne (321-340)
11.	“Negotiating Fairness in the EU Sugar Reform: The Ethics of European-Caribbean Sugar Trading Relations” 

by Pamela Richardson-Ngwenya (341-367)
12.	“‘Pass the Cocoamone, Please’: Causal Impotence, Opportunistic Vegetarianism and Act-Utilitarianism” by 

John Richard Harris and Richard Galvin (368-383)
13.	“Puppies, Pigs, and Potency: A Response to Galvin and Harris” by Alastair Norcross (384-388)

Volume 16, no. 1 (2013)
Target Article
1.	 “Climate Change and Ecosystem Management” by Ronald L. Sandler (1-15)

Open Peer Commentaries
2.	 “Assisted Colonization is No Panacea, but Let’s Not Discount it Either” by Brendon M.H. Larson and Clare 

Palmer (16-18)
3.	 “Conservation Goals and Species Preservation: Uncertainty and Multiple Values” by David M. Frank (19-

21)
4.	 “Uncertainty, Risk and Ecosystem Management” by Fabian Schuppert (22-25)
5.	 “Diversification of Land Management Goals and Strategies in Response to Climate Change” by Evelyn Bris-

ter and Elizabeth N. Hane (26-28)
6.	 “Species are the Building Blocks of Ecosystem Services and Environmental Sustainability” by Ashish Sharma, 

Frank Bouchard, Sean Ryan, Derrick Parker and Jessica J. Hellmann (29-32)
7.	 “Don’t Give up Just Yet: Maintaining Species, Services, and Systems in a Changing World” by Brian Buma 

(33-36)

Special Section
8.	 “Introduction to the Special Section: Integrating Development Ethics and Climate Change Ethics” by Chris-

tian Becker & Donald Brown (37-42)
9.	 “Development Ethics and the ‘Climate Migrants’” by Jay Drydyk (43-55)
10.	“Climate Change and the Language of Human Security” by Des Gasper (56-78)
11.	“Trade and Climate Change: Environmental, Economic and Ethical Perspectives on Border Carbon Adjust-

ments” by Clara Brandi (79-93)
12.	“Responsibility for the Past? Some Thoughts on Compensating Those Vulnerable to Climate Change in De-

veloping Countries” by Christian Baatz (94-110)

Feature Article
13.	“Replies to Critics of ‘How Harmful are the Average American’s Greenhouse Gas Emissions?’” by John Nolt 

(111-119)

Book Review
14.	Marc Bekoff & Jessica Pierce’s Wild Justice: The Moral Lives of Animals (2009). Reviewed by Lisa Kemmerer 

(120-123)

Volume 16, no. 2 (2013)
Target Article
1.	 “What Will it Mean to be Green? Envisioning Positive Possibilities Without Dismissing Loss” by Cheryl 

Hall (125-141)

Open Peer Commentaries
2.	 “Changing Values: A Commentary on Hall” by Lori Gruen, William Johnston, and  Clement Loo (142-144)
3.	 “Frames without Lenses: A Response to Hall’s ‘What Will it Mean to be Green?’” by Brad Mapes-Martins 

(145-148)
4.	 “Nature Writing as Footing for Caring” by Eric Oifer (149-151)
5.	 “Hope and Fear: The Theological Side of Framing Environmental Change” by Forrest Clingerman and Verna 

Marina Ehret (152-155)
6.	 “What Would Sisyphus Do?” by Amber Katherine (156-158)
7.	 “As Paradigms Turn: What it Might Mean to be Green” by Anthony Weston (159-161)

Feature Articles
8.	 “Ecosystem Services and Distributive Justice: Considering Access Rights to Ecosystem Services in Theories of 

Distributive Justice” by Stefanie Sievers-Glotzbach (162-176)
9.	 “Behavioral Assessment of Aquatic Pollutants” by Craig Steele (177-187)
10.	“Public, Ecological and Normative Goods: The Case of Deepwater Horizon” by Adam Konopka (188-207)

Exchanges
11.	“Mazor on Indirect Obligations to Conserve Natural Resources for Future Generations” by Benjamin Sachs 

(208-211)
12.	“Harms, Wrongs, and Indirect Natural Resource Conservation Obligations: A Reply to Benjamin Sachs” by 

Joseph Mazor (212-215)

Book Review
13.	Allan Cochrane’s Understanding Urban Policy: A Critical Approach (2007). Reviewed by Tarmo Pikner (216-

218)
14.	Lisa H. Sideris and Kathleen Dean Moore’s (eds.) Rachel Carson: Legacy and Challenge (2008). Reviewed by 

Richard Plate (219-220)
15.	Anthony Weston’s The Incompleat Eco-Philosopher: Essays from the Edges of Environmental Ethics (2009). Re-

viewed by Nathan Andersen (221-224)
16.	Kevin J. O’Brien’s An Ethics of Biodiversity: Christianity, Ecology, and the Variety of Life (2010). Reviewed by 

Robert F. Shedinger (224-226)
17.	Carl Cranor’s Legally Poisoned: How the Law Puts Us at Risk from Toxicants (2011). Reviewed by Kevin C. 

Elliott (226-229)
18.	Ryne Raffaelle, Wade Robinson & Evan Selinger’s (eds.) Sustainability Ethics: 5 Questions (2010). Reviewed 

by Samantha Noll (229-230)
19.	Greta Gaard’s The Nature of Home (2007), Roger Paden’s Mysticism and Architecture (2007), and Harold 

Fromm’s The Nature of Being Human (2010). Reviewed by John M. Cogan (231-238)

Journal of Agricultural and Environmental Ethics (JAGEE) presents articles on ethical issues confronting agricul-
ture, food production, and environmental concerns.  The goal of this journal is to create a forum for the discussion of 
moral issues arising from actual or projected social policies in regard to a wide range of questions.  Among these are 
ethical questions concerning the responsibilities of agricultural producers, the assessment of technological changes af-
fecting farm populations, the utilization of farmland and other resources, the deployment of intensive agriculture, the 
modification of ecosystems, animal welfare, the professional responsibilities of agrologists, veterinarians, or food sci-
entists, the use of biotechnology, the safety, availability, and affordability of food.  JAGEE publishes scientific articles 
that are relevant to ethical issues, as well as philosophical papers and brief discussion pieces.  JAGEE is published by 
Springer Netherlands.  The journal came into existence in 1988 and is published six times a year.

http://www.springer.com/philosophy/ethics/journal/10806
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Volume 25, no. 6 (December 2012)
Special issue: selected papers from the 2010 EurSAFE conference

1.	 “Reconstruction of the Ethical Debate on Naturalness in Discussions About Plant-Biotechnology” by P. F. 
Van Haperen, B. Gremmen, and J. Jacobs (797-812)

2.	 “Taming the Unruly Side of Ethics: Overcoming Challenges of a Bottom-Up Approach to Ethics in the 
Areas of Food Policy and Climate Change” by Raymond Anthony (813-841)

3.	 “The Moral Status of Fish. The Importance and Limitations of a Fundamental Discussion for Practical Ethi-
cal Questions in Fish Farming” by Bernice Bovenkerk and Franck L. B. Meijboom (843-860)

4.	 “Legal and Ethical Apprehensions Regarding Relational Object. The Case of Genetically Modified Fish” by 
L. Coutellec, I. Doussan (861-875)

5.	 “Reducing Meat Consumption in Today’s Consumer Society: Questioning the Citizen-Consumer Gap” by 
Erik de Bakker, Hans Dagevos (877-894)

6.	 “Food Citizenship: Is There a Duty for Responsible Consumption?” by Johan De Tavernier (895-907)
7.	 “Bioenergy and Land Use: Framing the Ethical Debate” by C. Gamborg, K. Millar, O. Shortall, and P. 

Sandøe (909-925)

Book Reviews
8.	 Anna Lappé’s Diet for a Small Planet. The Climate Crisis at the End of Your Fork and What You Can Do About 

it (2010). Reviewed by John Vandermeer
9.	 Douglas Harper and Patrizia Faccioli’s The Italian Way: Food & Social Life (2009). Reviewed by Gigi Berardi 

(929-932)

Volume 26, no. 1 (February 2013)
Special issue on fish welfare: challenge for science and ethics

1.	 “Fish Welfare: Challenge for Science and Ethics—Why Fish Makes the Difference” by F. L. B. Meijboom 
and B. Bovenkerk (1-6)

2.	 “Variation in Emotion and Cognition Among Fishes” by Victoria A. Braithwaite, Felicity Huntingford, and 
Ruud van den Bos (7-23)

3.	 “Fish Cognition and Consciousness” by Colin Allen (25-39)
4.	 “Fish Welfare in Aquaculture: Explicating the Chain of Interactions Between Science and Ethics” by Bernice 

Bovenkerk and Franck L. B. Meijboom (41-61)
5.	 “Does Fish Welfare Matter? On the Moral Relevance of Agency” by Frederike Kaldewaij (63-74)
6.	 “Finfish Aquaculture: Animal Welfare, the Environment, and Ethical Implications” by Jenny Bergqvist and 

Stefan Gunnarsson (75-99)
7.	 Sustainability at the Crossroads of Fish Consumption and Production Ethical Dilemmas of Fish Buyers at 

Retail Organizations in The Netherlands” by Karianne Kalshovenand Franck L. B. Meijboom (101-117)
8.	 “Who Cares about Farmed Fish? Citizen Perceptions of the Welfare and the Mental Abilities of Fish” by 

Saara Kupsala, Pekka Jokinen, and Markus Vinnari (119-135)
9.	 “What Food is “Good” for You? Toward a Pragmatic Consideration of Multiple Values Domains” by Donald 

B. Thompson and Bryan McDonald (137-163)
10.	Book review: Whitney Sanford’s Growing Stories from India: Religion and the Fate of Agriculture (2012). Re-

viewed by Frederick Kirschenmann (165-167)
11.	“Locating Ecofeminism in Encounters with Food and Place” by Chaone Mallory (171-189)
12.	“Longevity as an Animal Welfare Issue Applied to the Case of Foot Disorders in Dairy Cattle” by M. R. N. 

Bruijnis, F. L. B. Meijboom, and E. N. Stassen (191-205)
13.	“Crop Protection Between Sciences, Ethics and Societies: From Quick-Fix Ideal to Multiple Partial Solu-

tions” by Coutellec Léo and Bernard Pintureau (207-230)

14.	“The Myth of Efficiency: Technology and Ethics in Industrial Food Production” by Diana Stuart and Mi-
chelle R. Worosz (231-256)

15.	“Belgian Consumers’ Opinion on Pork Consumption Concerning Alternatives for Unanesthetized Piglet 
Castration” by Sanne Van Beirendonck, Bert Driessen, and Rony Geers (259-272)

16.	“Broiler Chickens and a Critique of the Epistemic Foundations of Animal Modification” by Samantha Noll 
(273-280)

17.	“Sustainability and New Models of Consumption: The Solidarity Purchasing Groups in Sicily” by Luigi 
Cembalo, Giuseppina Migliore, and Giorgio Schifani (281-303)

18.	Book review: Nettie Wiebe, Annette Aurelie Desmarais, and Hannah Wittman’s (eds.) Food Sovereignty: 
Reconnecting Food, Nature and Community (2010). Reviewed by Charles Francis (305-307)

Volume 26, no. 2 (April 2013)
1.	 “Moral Entrepreneurship: Resource Based Ethics” by Vincent Pompe (313-332)
2.	 Antibiotic Resistance Due to Modern Agricultural Practices: An Ethical Perspective” by Joan Duckenfield 

(333-350)
3.	 “Ethical Consumption, Values Convergence/Divergence and Community Development” by Michael A. 

Long and Douglas L. Murray (351-375)
4.	 “What Climate Policy Can a Utilitarian Justify?” by Bernward Gesang (377-392)
5.	 “Rights & Nature” by Andrew T. Brei (393-408)
6.	 “Ryder’s Painism and His Criticism of Utilitarianism” by Joost Leuven and Tatjana Višak (9-419)
7.	 “Is Eating Locally a Moral Obligation?” by Gregory R. Peterson (421-437)
8.	 “The Organic Food Philosophy: A Qualitative Exploration of the Practices, Values, and Beliefs of Dutch 

Organic Consumers Within a Cultural–Historical Frame” by Hanna Schösler, Joop de Boer, and Jan J. 
Boersema (439-460)

9.	 “She Came, She Saw, She Sowed: Re-negotiating Gender-Responsive Priorities for Effective Development of 
Agricultural Biotechnology in Sub-Saharan Africa” by Obidimma C. Ezezika, Jennifer Deadman, and Abdal-
lah S. Daar (461-471)

10.	“Agricultural Sustainability from a Societal View: An Analysis of Southern Spanish Citizens” by Melania 
Salazar-Ordóñez, Macario Rodríguez-Entrena, and Samir Sayadi (473-490)

11.	“Socio-Ecological and Religious Perspective of Agrobiodiversity Conservation: Issues, Concern and Priority 
for Sustainable Agriculture, Central Himalaya” by Vikram S. Negi, R. K. Maikhuri (491-512)

Book Reviews
12.	Huey D. Johnson’s Green Plans: Blueprint for a Sustainable Earth (2008). Reviewed by Devparna Roy (513-

516)
13.	F. Bailey Norwood and Jayson L. Lusk’s Compassion by the Pound: The Economics of Farm Animal Welfare 

(2011). Reviewed by Paul B. Thompson (517-521)

Volume 26, no. 3 (June 2013)
1.	 “Frames and Ambivalence in Context: An Analysis of Hands-On Experts’ Perception of the Welfare of Ani-

mals in Traveling Circuses in The Netherlands” by Hanneke J. Nijland, Noelle M. C. Aarts, and Reint Jan 
Renes (523-535)

2.	 “The End of the Green Revolution” by Scott D. Soby (537-546)
3.	 “Hazard and Effects of Pollution by Lead on Vegetable Crops” by M. N. Feleafel and Z. M. Mirdad (547-

567)
4.	 “Endorsement of Ethnomedicinal Knowledge Towards Conservation in the Context of Changing Socio-Eco-

nomic and Cultural Values of Traditional Communities Around Binsar Wildlife Sanctuary in Uttarakhand, 
India” by P. C. Phondani, R. K. Maikhuri, and N. S. Bisht (573-600)

5.	 “Empowering Women: A Labor Rights-Based Approach: Case Studies from East African Horticultural 
Farms” by Bénédicte Brahic and Susie Jacobs (601-619)
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6.	 “Genetically Modified Organisms: An Indian Ethical Dilemma” by Amanpreet Kaur, R. K. Kohli, and P. S. 
Jaswal (621-628)

7.	 “Meeting Heterogeneity in Consumer Demand for Animal Welfare: A Reflection on Existing Knowledge 
and Implications for the Meat Sector” by Janneke de Jonge and Hans C. M. van Trijp (629-661)

8.	 Stakeholders on Meat Production, Meat Consumption and Mitigation of Climate Change: Sweden as a 
Case” by Henrik Lerner, Bo Algers, Stefan Gunnarsson, and Anders Nordgren (663-678)

9.	 “Study on Agriculture Decision-Makers Behavior on Sustainable Energy Utilization” by Josef Maroušek 
(679-689)

10.	“Telos and the Ethics of Animal Farming” by Jes Lynning Harfeld (691-709)

Book Reviews
11.	Frederick R. Steiner’s (ed.) The Essential Ian McHarg: Writings on Design and Nature (2006). Reviewed by 

Ruth Beilin (711-720)
12.	Anand Pandian’s Crooked Stalks Cultivating Virtue in South India (2009). Reviewed by A. Whitney Sanford 

(721-722)
13.	Peter G. Brown and Jeremy J. Smith’s (eds.) Water Ethics: Foundational Readings for Students and Professionals 

(2010). Reviewed by Neelke Doorn (723-725)
14.	Sara Parkin’s The Positive Deviant: Sustainability Leadership in a Perverse World (2010). Reviewed by Cornelia 

Butler Flora (727-728)
15.	Helen M. Lewis, Patricia D. Beaver and Judith Jennings’s (eds.) Helen Matthews Lewis: Living Social Justice in 

Appalachia (2012). Reviewed by Joseph Witt.
16.	Eben Kirksey’s Freedom in Entangled Worlds: West Papua and the Architecture of Global Power (2012). Re-

viewed by Michael A. Long
17.	Sigurdur Greipsson’s Restoration Ecology (2011). Reviewed by Sarah Werner (735-738)
18.	Paul B. Thompson’s The Agrarian Vision: Sustainability and Environmental Ethics (2010). Reviewed by Roger 

Epp (739-741)

Volume 26, no. 4 (August 2013)
1.	 “Biosafety Act 2007: Does It Really Protect Bioethical Issues Relating To GMOS” by Siti Hafsyah Idris, Lee 

Wei Chang, and Azizan Baharuddin (747-757)
2.	 “Crop Biotechnology for the Environment?” by Sven Ove Hansson and Karin Joelsson (759-770)
3.	 “The Endorsement of the Moral Foundations in Food-Related Moral Thinking in Three European Coun-

tries” by Jaana-Piia Mäkiniemi, Anna-Maija Pirttilä-Backman, and Michelle Pieri (771-786)
4.	 “Environmental Footprint of Foods: The Duty to Inform” by Lorenzo Del Savio and Bettina Schmietow 

(787-796)
5.	 “Is Natural Food Healthy?” by Helena Siipi (797-812)
6.	 “A Semiotic Approach to Food and Ethics in Everyday Life” by Christian Coff (813-825)
7.	 “The Ethics of Assisted Colonization in the Age of Anthropogenic Climate Change” by G. A. Albrecht, C. 

Brooke, D. H. Bennett, and S. T. Garnett (827-845)
8.	 “Attitudes of Dutch Pig Farmers Towards Tail Biting and Tail Docking” by M. B. M. Bracke, Carolien C. De 

Lauwere, Samantha M. M. Wind, and Johan J. Zonerland (847-868)
9.	 “Public Response to Media Coverage of Animal Cruelty” by Catherine M. Tiplady, Deborah-Anne B. Walsh, 

and Clive J. C. Phillips (869-885)

Book Reviews
10.	Robin M. Mills’s Capturing Carbon: The New War Against Climate Change (2011). Reviewed by Cameron T. 

Whitley (887-888)
11.	Wendell Berry’s What Matters? Economics for a Renewed Commonwealth (2010). Reviewed by Douglas Seale 

(889-903)

12.	Kirsten Schmidt’s Tierethische Probleme der Gentechnik: Zur moralischen Bewertung der Reduktion wesentlicher 
tierlicher Eigenschaften (2008). Reviewed by Herwig Grimm (905-908)

13.	Thomas Simon’s Ethic Identity and Minority Protection. Designation, Discrimination, and Brutalization 
(2012). Reviewed by Richard P. Haynes (909-912)

14.	Gabriela Soto Laveaga’s Jungle Laboratories—Mexican Peasants, National Projects, and the Making of the Pill 
(2009). Reviewed by Amy L. Brown (913-915)

15.	Susie Jacobs’s Gender and Agrarian Reforms (2010). Reviewed by Douglas Seale (917-919)

Volume 26, no. 5 (October 2013)
1.	 “Hope in Environmental Philosophy” by Lisa Kretz (925-944)
2.	 “Publication Bias in Animal Welfare Scientific Literature” by Agnes A. van der Schot and Clive Phillips 

(945-958)
3.	 “A Critique of FAWC’s Five Freedoms as a Framework for the Analysis of Animal Welfare” by Steven P. Mc-

Culloch (959-975)
4.	 “Nussbaum and the Capacities of Animals” by T. J. Kasperbauer (977-997)
5.	 “Biophilia as an Environmental Virtue” by David Clowney (999-1014)
6.	 “Exploring the Potential of Dutch Pig Farmers and Urban-Citizens to Learn Through Frame Reflection” by 

Marianne Benard and Tjard de Cock Buning (1015-1036)
7.	 “Analysis of the ‘European Charter on General Principles for Protection of the Environment and Sustainable 

Development’ The Council of Europe Document CO-DBP (2003)2” by Maria A. Martin, Pablo Martínez 
de Anguita, and Miguel Acosta (1037-1050)

Book Reviews
8.	 Tovar Cerulli’s The Mindful Carnivore: A Vegetarian’s Hunt for Sustenance (2012). Reviewed by Sarah Werner 

(1051-1052)
9.	 Marc Bekoff and Jessica Pierce’s Wild Justice: The Moral Lives of Animals (2009). Reviewed by Douglas Seale 

(1053-1055)

Journal for the Study of Religion, Nature and Culture (JSRNC) came about to answer questions such as the fol-
lowing: What are the relationships among human beings and what are variously understood by the terms “religion,” 
“nature,” and “culture”?  What constitutes ethically appropriate relationships between our own species and the places, 
including the entire biosphere, which we inhabit?  The ideas for this journal began in the late 1990s during Bron Tay-
lor’s (University of Florida) work assembling and editing the interdisciplinary Encyclopedia of Religion and Nature in 
which 520 scholars from diverse academic fields contributed 1,000 essays.  Recognition of what would likely become 
a longstanding and fertile academic field led to exploring the religion/nature/culture nexus.  The journal Ecotheology 
began in 1996, followed by the official formation of the International Society for the Study of Religion, Nature and 
Culture in 2006.  Ecotheology was expanded in scope and became the JSRNC in 2007, officially affiliated with the 
International Society for the Study of Religion, Nature and Culture.  The JSRNC is published four times a year.

Volume 6, no. 3 (September 2012)
Special issue on climate change and religion

1.	 “Introduction: Climate Change and Religion—A Review of Existing Research” by Robin Globus Veidman, 
Andrew Szasz, and Randolph Haluza-DeLay (255-275)

2.	 “The Faithful Skeptics: Evangelical Religious Beliefs and Perceptions of Climate Change” by Wylie Carr, 
Michael Patterson, Laurie Yung, and Daniel Spencer (276-299)

3.	 “‘Healing the Land’ in the Canadian Arctic: Evangelism, Knowledge, and Environmental Change” by Noor 
Johnson (300-318)

4.	 “Religion and Climate Change in Northern Kenya: New Moral Frameworks for New Environmental Chal-
lenges?” by Elizabeth E. Watson and Hassan Hussein Kochore (319-343)

http://www.religionandnature.com/journal/
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5.	 “A Retreating Goddess? Conflicting Perceptions of Ecological Change near the Gangotri-Gaumukh Glacier” 
by Georgina Drew (344-362)

6.	 “Of Rice and Men: Climate Change, Religion, and Personhood among the Diola of Guinea-Bissau” by 
Joanna Davidson (363-381)

7.	 “Religion in Environmental and Climate Change: Suffering, Values, Lifestyles” by Austin Leininger (382-
384)

8.	 “Climate, Culture, Change: Inuit and Western Dialogues with a Warming North” by Brenda Parlee (385-
387)

Volume 6, no. 4 (December 2012)
Special issue on ethnobiology, religion, nature, and culture

1.	 “Introduction: Ethnobiology, Religion, Nature, and Culture” by John Richard Stepp (393-397)
2.	 “Religion in Conservation and Management: A Durkheimian View” by E. N. Anderson (398-420)
3.	 “Hegemony, Identity, and Trans-Atlantic Modernity: Afro-Cuban Religion (Re)politicization and (De)legiti-

mization in the Post-Soviet Era” by Erica Moret (421-446)
4.	 “Contemporary Tibetan Cosmology of Climate Change” by Jan Salick, Anja Byg, and Kenneth Bauer (447-

476)
5.	 “Collaborative Research and Co-Learning: Integrating Nuwuvi (Southern Paiute) Ecological Knowledge and 

Spirituality to Revitalize a Fragmented Land” by Jeremy Spoon and Richard Arnold (477-500)
6.	 “Spiritual Flora of Brazil’s African Diaspora: Ethnobotanical Conversations in the Black Atlantic” by Robert 

Voeks (501-522)
7.	 “Teenage Witches: Magical Youth and the Search for Self ” by Michelle Trim (523-524)
8.	 “Spirits of our Whaling Ancestors: Revitalizing Makah and Nuu-chah-nulth Traditions” by Arne Kalland 

(525-526)
9.	 “The Water Goddess in Igbo Cosmology: Ogbuide of Oguta Lake” by Jan G. Platvoet (527-530)

Volume 7, no. 1 (March 2013)
1.	 “The Symbolic Quest Behind Today’s Cities of Light—and its Unintended Ecological Consequences” by 

Geoff Berry (7-26)
2.	 “‘Gumboot Religion’: Religious Responses to an Australian Natural Disaster” by Aaron J. Ghiloni and Sylvie 

Shaw (27-48)
3.	 “The Role of Nature in the Construction of Ethics: A Study among Contemporary Pagans in Ontario, 

Canada” by Chris Klassen (49-64)
4.	 “Gandhi’s Agrarian Legacy: Practicing Food, Justice, and Sustainability in India” by Whitney A. Sanford (65-

87)
5.	 “Native American Traditions, Depth Psychology, and Postcolonial Theory” by Joy H. Greenberg (88-111)

Book Reviews
6.	 Ken Burns’s The National Parks: America’s Best Idea (DVD, 2009). Reviewed by Lynn Ross-Bryant (112-114)
7.	 Jonathan Benthall’s Returning to Religion: Why a Secular Age Is Haunted by Faith (2008). Reviewed by Amy 

C. Simes (115-117)
8.	 Leonard J. Greenspoon’s (ed.) The Mountains Shall Drip Wine: Jews and the Environment (2009). Reviewed 

by Julia Watts Belser (118-120)
9.	 Norman Wirzba’s Food and Faith: A Theology of Eating (2011). Reviewed by Mary Zeiss Stange (121-123)

Volume 7, no. 2 (2013)
1.	 “‘Our Only Heaven’: Nature Veneration, Quest Religion, and Pro-Environment Behavior” by Bernard Daley 

Zaleha (131-153)

2.	 “Pathways to Environmental Responsibility: A Qualitative Exploration of the Spiritual Dimension of Nature 
Experience” by Annick Hedlund-de Witt (154-186)

3.	 “The Call for a New Ecotheology in Norway” by Peder Anker (187-207)

Book Review
4.	 “Let There Be Highlights: A Framing Analysis of The Green Bible Harper.” Dennis Owen Frohlich’s review 

of Harper Bibles’s The Green Bible (2008) (208-230)

Minding Nature (MN) explores conservation values and the practice of ecological democratic citizenship.  Published 
by the Center for Humans and Nature, one of the journal’s central goals is to share the best thinking that the Center 
has generated.  It is these ideas—and their relevance to public policy, economic reform, cultural innovation, and ul-
timately the well-being of our human and natural communities—that MN hopes to convey.  MN is published three 
times a year.

Volume 6, no. 1 (January 2013)
1.	 “From the Editor, Wanted: A New Public Philosophy” by Bruce Jennings (3-9)
2.	 “Connecting the Dots: Occupy Times Square, Re-occupy Our Imaginations” by Julianne Lutz Warren (10-

22)
3.	 “Aldo Leopold: Reconciling Ecology and Economics” by Qi Feng Lin (23-34)
4.	 “Right Scale, Resilient Watersheds: Managing Complexity through Nodal Networks” by Kathryn Papp and 

Janis Alcorn (35-47)
5.	 “All Sorts of Healing: Nature and Psyche Together” by Laura Sewall (48-54)
6.	 “Nature’s Nurturing and Healing Impact” by Martha Twaddle (55-58)
7.	 “Finding Ground for a Relational Ethic” by Emily Nguyen-Vo (59-63)

Book Review
8.	 Lisa Eckenwiler’s Long-term Care, Globalization, and Justice (2012). Reviewed by Michael Gusmano (64-66)

Volume 6, no. 2 (May 2013)
A symposium on ecological governance

1.	 From the Editor: Degrowth and Regovernance” by Bruce Jennings (4-7)
2.	 “Governance in a Post-Growth Society: An Inquiry into the Democratic Prospect” by Bruce Jennings (8-17)
3.	 “Ecological Selves as Citizens and Governance as Ethical Place-Making” by Lisa Eckenwiler (18-25)
4.	 “Imagining Governance to Save the Planet? Try the Great Law of Peace as a Model of Covenantal Leader-

ship” by Jack Manno (26-31)
5.	 “The Dynamics of Social Resilience” by Jake Bornstein (33-43)
6.	 “Wolves, Wisconsin, and Aldo Leopold” by Christian Diehm (44-48)
7.	 “Community, Democracy, and the Land” by Peter Forbes (49-51)
8.	 “The Last Word: The Box I Found (a.k.a. Writing to Remember)” by Aidan Donnelley Rowley (53-55)

Volume 6, no. 3 (September 2013)
1.	 “From the Editor: Angle of Repose” by Bruce Jennings (4-7)
2.	 “The Capacity for Self-Renewal” by John Hausdoerffer (8-15)
3.	 “What to Save? The Normative Dilemmas of Resilience” by Jake Bornstein (16-21)
4.	 “Biocultural Stewardship: A Framework for Engaging Indigenous Cultures” by Daniel Caston (22-32)
5.	 “Urban Greenspace and Collective Health Ownership” by Michele Battle-Fisher (33-35)
6.	 “Sustainability’s Source in Human Nature” by Earon S. Davis (36-38)
7.	 “Workers of the World, Relax!” by John de Graaf (39-43)
8.	 “Wake Up Time“ by Lyla June Johnston (45-47)

http://www.humansandnature.org/minding-nature/
https://soundcloud.com/humansandnature/wake-up-time


ISEE Newsletter -  2013 2013 - ISEE Newsletter 68 69

The Trumpeter: Journal of Ecosophy is an environmental journal dedicated to the development of an ecosophy, or 
wisdom, born of ecological understanding and insight.  As such, it serves the Deep Ecology Movement’s commitment 
to explore and analyze philosophically relevant environmental concerns in light of ecological developments at every 
relevant level: metaphysics, science, history, politics.  Gaining a deeper understanding involves a comprehensive set of 
criteria that includes analytical rigor, spiritual insight, ethical integrity, and aesthetic appreciation.  The Trumpeter was 
founded in 1983 by Alan Drengson.  Jorge Conesa-Sevilla became general editor in January 2013.

Volume 28, no. 1 (2012)
1.	 Narrative: “A Winter’s Tale” by Paul G. Chamberlain (4-7)
2.	 “Gregory Bateson’s Contribution to Understanding the Linguistic Roots of the Ecological Crisis” by C. A. 

Bowers (8-42)
3.	 “Chaos or Relationalism? A Pragmatist Metaphysical Foundation for Human-Nature Relationships” by Neil 

Kessler (43-74)
4.	 Book review: Leslie Main Johnson’s Trail of Story, Traveller’s Path: Reflections on Ethnoecology and Landscape 

(2010). Reviewed by Carol Burbank (76-77)
5.	 Narrative: “Sea to Sea by Bike: Perspectives of Canada and Canadians” by Alan H. Warner (78-88)
6.	 “Spinoza, Deep Ecology, and Human Diversity—Schizophrenics and Others Who Could Heal the Earth If 

Society Realized Eco-Literacy” by Brenden James MacDonald (89-101)
7.	 “Antidotes to Humanism” by Paul Jeffrey Lindholdt (102-121)
8.	 “From Knowledge to Ontological Awakening: Thinking Nature as Relatedness” by Sebastian Malette (122-

162)

Worldviews: Global Religions, Culture, and Ecology has as its focus the relationships between religion, culture and 
ecology worldwide.  Articles discuss major world religious traditions, such as Islam, Buddhism or Christianity; the 
traditions of indigenous peoples; new religious movements; philosophical belief systems, such as pantheism, nature 
spiritualities and other religious and cultural worldviews in relation to the cultural and ecological systems.  Focus-
ing on a range of disciplinary areas including anthropology, environmental studies, geography, philosophy, religious 
studies, sociology and theology, the journal also presents special issues that center around one theme.  Worldviews is 
published three times a year by Brill publishing House.

Volume 17, no. 1 (January 2013)
Special issue on synthetic biology and the notion of “producing life” in different cultures

1.	 “Introduction to Special Issue” by Anna Deplazes-Zemp (1-9)
2.	 “How Do We See That Something Is Living? Synthetic Creatures and Phenomenology of Perception” by 

Christoph Rehmann-Sutter (10-25)
3.	 “Biocentrism, Religion and Synthetic Biology” by Robin Attfield (26-35)
4.	 “From Homo Faber to Homo Creator? A Theological-Ethical Expedition into the Anthropological Depths of 

Synthetic Biology” by Matthias Braun, Jens Ried, and Peter Dabrock (36-47)
5.	 “Playing God? Synthetic Biology from a Protestant Perspective” by Christina Aus der Au (48-59)
6.	 “The Oromo Conception of Life: An Introduction” by Workineh Kelbessa (60-76)
7.	 “Ethics of Synthetic Life: A Jaina Perspective” by Christopher Key Chapple (77–88) 

Book Reviews
8.	 Laura M. Hartman’s The Christian Consumer: Living Faithfully in a Fragile World. (2011).  Reviewed by Su-

san Power Bratton (89-91)
9.	 William S. Hamrick and Jan Van der Veken’s Nature and Logos: A Whiteheadian Key to Merleau-Ponty’s Fun-

damental Thought (2011). Reviewed by Sam Mickey (92-94)

Volume 17, no. 2 (2013)
Special issue on “living water”

1.	 “Keeping the Faith: Divine Protection and Flood Prevention in Modern Buddhist Ladakh” by Andrea 
Butcher (103-114)

2.	 “From Living Water to the “Water of Death”: Implicating Social Resilience in Northeastern Siberia” by Su-
san A. Crate (115-124)

3.	 “Water as a Vital Substance in Post-Socialist Kyrgyzstan” by Stephanie J. Bunn (125-137)
4.	 “‘Living Water’ in Nguni Healing Traditions, South Africa” by Penelope S. Bernard (138-149)
5.	 “Making Sense of Water Quality: Multispecies Encounters on the Mystic River” by Caterina Scaramelli 

(150-160)
6.	 “Going Against the Flow: The Biopolitics of Dams and Diversions” by Veronica Strang (161-173)
7.	 “Rapids on the ‘Stream of Life’: The Significance of Water Movement on the Kemi River” by Franz Krause 

(174-185)

Volume 17, no. 3 (2013)
1.	 “On the Ethics of International Religious/Spiritual Gatherings and Academic Conferencing in the Era of 

Global Warming: A Case Study of the Parliament of The World’s Religions Melbourne 2009 – Part 2” by 
Almut Beringer and Steven Douglas (187-204)

2.	 “The Least of My Brethren: Mining, Indigenous Peoples, and the Roman Catholic Church in the Philip-
pines” by William N. Holden (205-238)

3.	 “Extinction and Progress in Charles Kingsley’s Alton Locke (1850)” by Laurence Talairach-Vielmas (239-
265)

Book Reviews
4.	 Susan Power Bratton’s The Spirit of the Appalachian Trail: Community, Environment, and Belief on a Long-

Distance Hiking Path (2012). Reviewed by Joseph Witt (267-269)
5.	 Larry Rasmussen’s Earth Honoring Faith: Religious Ethics in a New Key (2013). Reviewed by Roger S. Got-

tlieb (270-272)
6.	 Clifford Chalmers Cain’s (ed.) Many Heavens, One Earth: Readings on Religion and the Environment (2012). 

Reviewed by Kevin O’Brien (276-277)
7.	 Nancy Ellen Abrams and Joel R. Primack’s The New Universe and the Human Future: How a Shared Cosmol-

ogy Could Transform the World (2012). Reviewed by V. V. Raman (278-280)
8.	 Donal Dorr’s Option for the Poor and the Earth: Catholic Social Teachings (2012). Reviewed by Peter C. Phan 

(281-282)
9.	 Beningo P. Beltran’s Faith and Struggle on Smokey Mountain: Hope for a Planet in Peril (2012). Reviewed by 

Rev. Dr. Carlos A. Sintado (283-285)

http://trumpeter.athabascau.ca/index.php/trumpet
http://www.brill.nl/worldviews-global-religions-culture-and-ecology
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Anthony, Raymond “Animistic Pragmatism and Native Ways of Knowing: Adaptive Strategies for Overcoming the 
Struggle for Food in the Sub-Arctic.” International Journal of Circumpolar Health 72 (Oct. 7, 2013).

Subsistence norms are part of the “ecosophy” or ecological philosophy of Alaska Native Peoples in the sub-Arctic, 
such as the Inupiat of Seward Peninsula.  This kind of animistic pragmatism is a special source of practical wisdom 
that spans over thousands of years and which has been instrumental in the Iñupiat’s struggle to survive and thrive 
in harsh and evolving environments.  I hope to show how narrative in relationship to the “ecosophy” of Alaska 
Native peoples can help to promote a more ecological orientation to address food insecurity in rural communities 
in Alaska.  Alaska Native ecosophy recommends central values and virtues necessary to help address concerns in 
Alaska’s rural communities.  The “ecosophy” of the Iñupiat of Seward Peninsula offers examples of “focal prac-
tices”, which are essential for environmental education.  These focal practices instil key virtues, namely humility, 
gratitude, self-reliance, attentiveness, responsibility and responsiveness, that are necessary for subsistence living.

Attia, Peter. “Mega-Sized Concerns from the Nano-Sized World: The Intersection of Nano- and Environmental Eth-
ics.” Science and Engineering Ethics 19, no. 3 (2013): 1007-1016.

As rapid advances in nanotechnology are made, we must set guidelines to balance the interests of both human 
beneficiaries and the environment by combining nanoethics and environmental ethics.  In this paper, I reject Leo-
poldian holism as a practical environmental ethic with which to gauge nanotechnologies because, as a nonanthro-
pocentric ethic, it does not value the humans who will actually use the ethic.  Weak anthropocentrism is suggested 
as a reasonable alternative to ethics without a substantial human interest, as it treats nonhuman interests as human 
interests.  I also establish the precautionary principle as a useful situational guideline for decision makers.  Finally, 
I examine existing and potential applications of nanotechnology, including water purification, agriculture, mining, 
energy, and pollutant removal, from the perspective of weak anthropocentrism using the precautionary principle.

Banks, Melany. “Individual Responsibility for Climate Change.” Southern Journal of Philosophy 51, no. 1 (2013): 
42-66. 

As we become more aware of the potential causes and consequences of climate change we are left wondering: who 
is responsible?  Climate change has the potential to harm large portions of the global population and, arguably, 
is already doing so.  Further, climate change is argued to be human-caused.  If this is true, then it seems to be the 
case that we can analyze climate change in terms of responsibility.  I argue that we can approach environmental 
harms, such as climate change, through a theory of collective responsibility.  I propose an account of reductive col-
lective responsibility that can apply to the unstructured collective causing climate change and determine what we 
are each individually morally responsible for.  To avoid the critiques of reductive collective responsibility for large 
unstructured harms, I propose we separate the determination of membership and eligibility for responsibility from 
the attribution of responsibility.  Through this method, I can speak to the individual responsibility of each member 
who contributes to climate change without holding them responsible for that which is outside their control.

Barry, John, Arthur P.J. Mol, and Anthony R. Zito (eds.). Environmental Politics 22, no. 3 (2013).  Special issue on 
climate change ethics.

Climate change continues to dominate academic work within green/environmental politics.  Indeed, there appears 
to be almost an inverse relationship between the lack of political leadership on tackling climate change and the 

growth in ever more sophisticated academic analyses of this complex and multifaceted problem.  There is an in-
creasing disjunction between the growth in our knowledge and understanding of the ethical, political, economic, 
sociological, cultural, and psychological aspects of climate change and the lack of political achievement in put-
ting in place clear and binding targets, an agreed decarbonisation roadmap, and associated regulatory and policy 
instruments with enforcement.  This gap might be taken as evidence that we do not need more reports on climate 
change.  This special issue focuses on a variety of ways in which climate change is conceptualised in normative 
political and ethical theory, and addressed in policy and regulations.

Highlights
•	 “Climate change ethics, rights, and policies: an introduction” by Barry, John, Arthur P.J. Mol, and Anthony 

R. Zito
•	 “Climate ethics: with a little help from moral cognitive neuroscience” by Marco Grasso
•	 “Climate rights: feasible or not?” by Eric Brandstedt and Anna-Karin Bergman
•	 “Rethinking Sustainability in the Anthropocene” by Manuel Arias-Maldonado

Bell, Derek. “Climate Change and Human Rights.” Wiley Interdisciplinary Reviews: Climate Change 4, no. 3 (2013): 
159-170.

Human rights have not played a significant role in the international law and politics of climate change to date.  
However, there has been increasing interest among legal scholars and moral and political philosophers in a human 
rights approach to climate change.  This review focuses on the new literature in moral and political philosophy 
that has begun to explore the connections between human rights and climate change.  The attractions of a human 
rights approach to climate change are explained.  The idea of a moral conception of human rights is introduced 
and distinguished from human rights recognized in international and national law.  The three main arguments 
in the literature connecting human rights and climate change are introduced and critical discussions of them are 
presented.  The first argument (associated with Steve Vanderheiden) claims that there is a human right to a stable 
climate, which can be derived from a human right to an adequate environment.  The second argument (associated 
with Simon Caney) claims that anthropogenic climate change violates basic human (negative) rights to life, health, 
and subsistence.  The third argument claims that there is a human right to emit greenhouse gases.

Biedenweg, Kelly, Martha C. Monroe, and Annie Oxarart. “The Importance of Teaching Ethics of Sustainability.” 
International Journal of Sustainability in Higher Education 14, no. 1 (2013): 6-14.

The purpose of this paper is to describe the importance of a focus on ethics in sustainability education and present 
results from a pilot graduate-level course titled the Ethics of Sustainability.  Findings: Students from diverse fields 
found the ethical concepts new, stimulating and crucial for their careers.  Ethical concepts provide a framework 
for thinking about sustainable practices in their personal and professional lives. Future research could explore 
different teaching strategies and different institutions, and use pre/post studies. Practical implications: This study 
suggests that a course on ethical principles related to sustainability is a useful and potentially critical component 
to any curriculum intending to prepare future professionals to be effective contributors to a sustainable society.  
Higher education may adopt the course concepts and learning tools to enhance their curriculum and businesses 
and corporations will benefit from entry-level professionals with a solid ethical foundation for making more 
sustainability-oriented decisions.

Bloomfield, Mandy. “Landscaping the Page: British Open-Field Poetics and Environmental Aesthetics.” Green Letters 
17, no. 2 (2013): 121-136. 

This essay examines recent British poetry informed by Concrete and ‘open-field’ poetics which engages with 
landscape through experimentation with the spatiality of the poetic page. Amounting to much more than just 
formal playfulness, this mode of ‘landscape writing’ raises pertinent questions about the politics and ethics of en-

Other Works in 
Environmental

Philosophy

http://www.circumpolarhealthjournal.net/index.php/ijch/article/download/21224/pdf_1
http://www.circumpolarhealthjournal.net/index.php/ijch/article/download/21224/pdf_1
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vironmental aesthetics.  In particular, it offers opportunities for investigating and complicating Timothy Morton’s 
critical formulation of ‘nature writing’ as ‘ecomimesis’.  My argument draws on examples from the work of three 
poets whose writing eschews straightforwardly mimetic relations to landscape but nevertheless claims connections 
between the space of the page and material geographies.  These poetries ambivalently participate in an attenuated 
form of ‘ecomimesis’ and in doing so, provide occasions for critical reflection on the ethical imperatives and prob-
lematics of this aesthetic impulse.

Beusterien, John, and J. Baird Callicott. “Humor and Politics through the Animal in Cervantes and Leopold.” Com-
parative Literature Studies 50, no. 1 (2013): 43-63.

The first part of this article argues that the story of Sancho Panza and his donkey in part 2 of Don Quijote com-
municates Agamben’s notion of the “bare life.”  Specifically, Sancho’s relationship with his donkey in the moments 
after they fall into a pit reveals what Agamben means by the incomprehensibility, but necessity, of the animal-
human relationship.  What we propose to add to Agamben’s thesis is a description of a uniquely Cervantine hu-
morous method in communicating this animal-human relationship.  We suggest that Cervantes provides the key 
to understanding Agamben’s message.  Cervantine humor, we argue, is the best way to explicate Agamben’s notion 
of the bare life to the reading public.  The second part of this article argues that in A Sand County Almanac, Aldo 
Leopold develops the animal-human relationship prefigured in Don Quijote by means of the same method-humor.

Cafaro, Philip J., and Richard B. Primack. “Environmental Ethics.” In Encyclopedia of Biodiversity, by Simon A. 
Levin (ed.), 267–277. Waltham, MA: Academic Press, 2013.

Ethics is the philosophical discipline concerned with how we should live, including how to treat one another. Phi-
losophers historically have tended to limit their ethical concern to human beings, but recently some have created 
a new discipline, environmental ethics, to specify appropriate human relationships to the nonhuman world. In 
the course of their work, they have developed strong ethical arguments for preserving biodiversity and challenged 
conventional views of happiness and the materialistic values at the base of much modern life. While environmental 
ethics treat the full range of environmental issues, this article focuses on the preservation of biodiversity.

Callicott, J. Baird. “A NeoPresocratic Manifesto.” Environmental Humanities 2 (2013): 169-186.

Ancient Greek philosophy begins with natural philosophy (the Milesians, Heraclitus, Empedocles, Anaxagoras), 
followed after about a century by a focus on moral philosophy (Socrates and the sophists).  The pattern is repeated 
in the Modern period: first natural philosophy re-emerged after the Dark and Middle Ages (Copernicus, Galileo, 
Descartes, Newton) followed by a correlative revolution in moral philosophy (Hobbes, Hume, Kant).  In particu-
lar, moral ontology (externally related individuals) reflected the ontology of physics (externally related atoms).  
Individuals are, in effect, social atoms.  Curiously, 20th-century philosophy has largely turned a blind eye and deaf 
ear to the vast philosophical implications of the second scientific revolution in 20th-century science, among them 
a correlative moral ontology of internal relations and social wholes.  The environmental turn in the humanities, 
grounded in ecology and evolutionary biology, is a harbinger of the re-orientation of philosophy to the revolution-
ary ideas in the sciences and foreshadows an emerging NeoPresocratic revival in 21st-century philosophy.

Chan, Kai M. A. and Terre Satterfield. “Justice, Equity and Biodiversity.” In Encyclopedia of Biodiversity, by Simon 
A. Levin (ed.), 434–441. Waltham, MA: Academic Press, 2013.

The struggle to sustain biodiversity is a struggle for the just and equitable treatment of others, including not only 
existing people but also future generations and nonhuman organisms.  But in the urgency to protect biodiversity, 
the interests of local people have often been transgressed.  To guard against these human injustices while advancing 

the goals of conservation, we need a coherent and shared understanding of these competing demands of justice.  
We work toward such an understanding by discussing the benefits of conservation – especially to future people – 
the fair treatment of nonhuman organisms and the human consequences of conservation.

Chi, Vesak. “Climate Ethics: Individual vs. Collective Responsibility and the Problem of Corruption.” Stance: An 
International Undergraduate Philosophy Journal 6 (2013), 63-69.

Anthropogenic climate change (ACC) has been described as a tragedy of the commons (T of C) by Baylor John-
son. Johnson argues that solutions to T of C scenarios reside in collective action rather than individual action, 
and that our moral obligation is to advocate for collective solutions to ACC.  Marion Hourdequin argues that 
individual action can serve to promote collective action and in doing so it can also serve as an ethical obligation.  I 
contend that individual action holds intrinsic value in lieu of its ability to counteract our susceptibility to the kind 
of moral corruption espoused by Stephen Gardiner.

Christensen-Scheel, Boel. “The Ethic-Aesthetic Way of Wonders.” Nordic Journal of Art and Research 1, no. 1 (2012): 
19-38.

Developments in the theoretical field of ecosophy have demonstrated the co-dependence of different human and 
natural factors, as well as connections between societal organization, natural sustainability and individual experi-
ence.  Exploring these complex and organic relations between the social, the mental and the environmental, is an 
important task for contemporary research.  A central question is where and how such research can be undertaken.  
This article traces central ecosophical lines of thinking, links them to ethic and aesthetic theory, and shows how 
these theories stand in a direct relation to three contemporary, on-going art projects.  Ecosophy is proposed as a 
relational and practice-near research ideology, depending on the complexity-oriented principles of relationality, 
ethicality and immediacy.  Finally, aesthetic research and research through art emerge as field-merging and practi-
cal-theoretical approaches, which should be given more attention and resources in current science and education 
politics.  As an alternative field of knowledge production, referring to Jacques Ranciéres ‘distribution of the sensu-
ous’ as well as phenomenological epistemology, ethic-aesthetic research not only constitutes new ways of sensing, 
but acknowledges larger parts of what we already know.

Friis, Jan Kyrre Berg Olsen, Stig Andur Pedersen, and Vincent F. Hendricks. A Companion to the Philosophy of 
Technology. Malden, MA: Wiley-Blackwell, 2013. 

Part of Blackwell’s Companion to Philosophy Series.  Entries of interest to environmental philosophers include:

•	 “Critique of the Precautionary Principle and the Possibility for an ‘Enlightened Doomsaying’” by Jean-Pierre 
Dupuy

•	 “Precautionary Principle” by Andy Stirling
•	 “Agriculture Ethics” by David M. Kaplan
•	 “Bioethics” by Paul B. Thomson
•	 “Biotechnology: Plants and Animals” by Bart Gremmen
•	 “Environmental Ethics” by Thomas Sobirk Petersen
•	 “Food Ethics” by David M. Kaplan
•	 “Future Generations” by Jesper Ryberg
•	 “Nanoethics” by John Weckert

Frasz, Geofrey. “Review of Philip Cafaro and Ronald Sandler’s (eds.) Virtue Ethics and the Environment.” Philosophy 
in Review 32, no. 4 (2012): 240-244.

http://www.google.com/url?sa=t&rct=j&q=&esrc=s&frm=1&source=web&cd=2&cad=rja&ved=0CC8QFjAB&url=http%3A%2F%2Fenvironmentalhumanities.org%2Farch%2Fvol2%2F2.9.pdf&ei=QWRcUsm6DurhiwLPzYH4DA&usg=AFQjCNHQY455cUAkrSSJHcNRxrMXkocijg
https://www.google.com/url?sa=t&rct=j&q=&esrc=s&frm=1&source=web&cd=1&ved=0CCkQFjAA&url=https%3A%2F%2Fjournals.hioa.no%2Findex.php%2Finformation%2Farticle%2Fdownload%2F215%2F232&ei=qA55UvbRF8zoiALjnoCoBA&usg=AFQjCNE-jJzlDq81KxtkKAuJqzd0kbB8jw
http://journals.uvic.ca/index.php/pir/article/download/11440/3151
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Frasz, Geoffrey. “Dwelling in Expanded Biotic Communities: Steps Toward Reconstructive Postmodern Communi-
ties.” In Design with the Desert: Conservation and Sustainable Development, by Richard Malloy (ed.), 321-340. Boca 
Raton, FLA: CRC Press, 2013.

Grušovnik, Tomaž (ed.). “Living with Consequences: Special Issue on Environmental Philosophy.” Poligrafi 18, nos. 
69-70 (2013).

In October 2011 a group of humanist scholars and experts from three different continents met at the Faculty of 
Humanities in Koper, Slovenia, to discuss problems connected with the environment and our ethical stance to-
wards non-human animals.  As the title of the conference “Living with Consequences” suggests, the question faced 
was not whether we have to deal with environmental problems but rather how to deal with them.  

Contents
Guest Editor’s Introduction—A Time of Consequences

Environment and Feminism
1.	 “Biotic Interdependence: From the Perspective of Ecofeminist Theology” by Nadja  Furlan Štante
2.	 “Ecofeminist Christology, Incarnation and the Spirituality and Ethics of Eating” by Emily A. Holmes

Environment and Ethical Ontology
3.	 “Diversity as a Moral Imperative and Aesthetic Value” by Mădălina Diaconu
4.	 “Place, Narrative, and Virtue” by Paul Haught

Environment and Society
5.	 “Japan, March 11, 2011, and its Aftermath: Reflections on Issues of Environmental Ethics and Society” 

by Evelyn Schulz

Living with Animals
6.	 “The Difficulty of Animal Question” by Vojko Strahovnik
7.	 “Animal Ethic and the Ethical Mirror” by Anton Mlinar

Harrington, Lauren A., Axel Moehrenschlager, Merryl Gelling, Rob P. D. Atkinson, Jolene Hughes, and David 
W. Macdonald. “Conflicting and Complementary Ethics of Animal Welfare Considerations in Reintroductions.” 
Conservation Biology 27, no. 3 (2013): 486–500.

Despite differences in focus, goals, and strategies between conservation biology and animal welfare, both are in-
extricably linked in many ways, and greater consideration of animal welfare, although important in its own right, 
also has considerable potential to contribute to conservation success. Nevertheless, animal welfare and animal 
ethics are not always considered explicitly within conservation practice.  We systematically reviewed the recent 
scientific peer-reviewed and online gray literature on reintroductions of captive-bred and wild-caught animals 
(mammals, birds, amphibians, and reptiles) to quantify the occurrence of animal welfare issues.  Practitioners can 
address animal-welfare issues in reintroductions by considering the potential implications for individual animals 
at all stages of the release process using the decision tree presented.  We urge practitioners to report potential 
animal-welfare issues, describe mitigation actions, and evaluate their efficacy to facilitate transparent evaluation of 
common moral dilemmas and to advance communal strategies for dealing with them. 

Horton, Jessica L, and Janet Catherine Berlo. “Beyond the Mirror.” Third Text 27, no. 1 (2013): 17-28. 

Across disciplines, scholars are overturning objectivist approaches to the environment in favour of theorizing the 
agency and liveliness of matter.  The ecological promise of these ‘new materialisms’ is to invite dialogue among a 

wider host of agents, raising the possibility of an ethics that binds humans to the material entities upon which our 
livelihoods depend.  However, any vision of global environmental justice is incomplete without engaging long-
standing indigenous philosophies of materiality.  The authors devote the first portion of this essay to an analysis 
of why it has been difficult for the ‘new materialisms’ to incorporate indigenous intellectual traditions into discus-
sions of non-human agency, focusing on contemporary arts discourse.  They then turn to a discussion of recent 
works by Native North American artists Jimmie Durham, Rebecca Belmore, Will Wilson and Jolene Rickard, 
which incorporate indigenous understandings of material with an acute awareness of the contemporary, global 
challenges of co-habitation.

Hyams, Keith, and Tina Fawcett. “The Ethics of Carbon Offsetting”. Wiley Interdisciplinary Reviews: Climate Change 
4, no. 2 (2013): 91-98.

Carbon offsetting can be loosely characterized as a mechanism by which an organization or individual contributes 
to a scheme that is projected either to remove carbon dioxide from the atmosphere or to deliver carbon dioxide 
emission reductions on the part of other organizations or individuals.  An activity that has been offset therefore 
purports to make no long-term net contribution to atmospheric greenhouse gas concentrations.  The ethical basis 
for using carbon offsetting as an approach to tackling climate change is very much contested.  We seek to expose 
some of the underlying reasons for these ethical disagreements.  We show that they relate both to empirical dis-
agreements about what the likely benefits of offsetting are and, more fundamentally, to principled disagreements 
about the right way to discharge duties to deliver carbon reductions.

James, Simon P. “Buddhism and Environmental Ethics.” Chap. 39 in A Companion to Buddhist Philosophy, by Steven 
M, Emmanuel (ed.), 601-612. Oxford: Wiley-Blackwell, 2013.

James, Simon P. “Philistinism and the Preservation of Nature.” Philosophy 88, no. 1 (2013): 101-114.

It is clear that natural entities can be preserved—they can be preserved because they can be harmed or destroyed, 
or in various other ways adversely affected.  I argue that in light of the rise of scientism and other forms of philis-
tinism, the political, religious, mythic, personal and historical meanings that people find in those entities can also 
be preserved.  Against those who impugn disciplines such as fine arts, philosophy and sociology, I contend that this 
sort of preservation requires the efforts of those whose work exemplifies the core values of the arts, the humanities 
and the qualitative social sciences.

Jax, Kurt, David N. Barton, Kai M.A. Chan. et al. “Ecosystem Services and Ethics.” Ecological Economics 93 
(September 2013): 260-268.

A major strength of the ecosystem services (ESS) concept is that it allows a succinct description of how 
human well-being depends on nature, showing that the neglect of such dependencies has negative conse-
quences on human well-being and the economy.  As ESS refer to human needs and interests, values are to 
be considered when dealing with the concept in practice.  As a result we argue that in using the concept 
there is a need to be clear about what different dimensions of value are involved, and be aware of ethical 
issues that might be associated with the concept.  A systematic analysis of the ethical implications associ-
ated to the ESS concept is still lacking.  We address this deficiency by scrutinising value dimensions as-
sociated with the concept, and use this to explore the associated ethical implications.  We then highlight 
how improved transparency in the use of the ESS concept can contribute to using its strengths without 
succumbing to possible drawbacks arising from ethical problems.  These problems concern the dangers 
that some uses of the concept have in obscuring certain types of value, and in masking unevenness in the 
distribution of costs and benefits that can arise in the management of ESS.

http://www.academia.edu/795270/Dwelling_in_Expanded_Biotic_Communities_Steps_Toward_Reconstructive_Postmodern_Communities
http://www.academia.edu/795270/Dwelling_in_Expanded_Biotic_Communities_Steps_Toward_Reconstructive_Postmodern_Communities
http://www.poligrafi.si/
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Katsui, Yoko, and Nader Ghotbi. “Biophilia for Happiness and Environmental Ethics.” Ritsumeikan Journal of Asia 
Pacific Studies 31 (2012): 51-55.

The increasing awareness of the public about the role of human activity in environmental problems such as “cli-
mate change,” together with the lack of a firm socio-political response to contain these problems, have created an 
opportunity to introduce environmental ethics as the forerunner of bioethics.  Economic prosperity has a world-
wide demand but an understanding of the instinctive bond of human nature with the living systems may improve 
other aspects of human wellbeing such as happiness; as such, happiness can be achieved not just by economic 
development but also through the enhancement of our innate love for life and living systems.  Biophilia may be 
the missing key of environmental ethics for elaboration on the lifestyle changes needed in the pursuit of happiness.  
The experience of Bhutan with its innovative measure of “Gross National Happiness” based on human develop-
ment and environmental conservation provides a good example in the Asia Pacific region.  However, as long as en-
vironmental conservation is not regarded as a common moral value for all peoples and cultures around the world, 
the socio-political pressure for change may not be enough to protect our ecosystems and their life support systems.

Kopnina Helen. “Requiem for the Weeds: Reflections in Amsterdam City Park.” Sustainable Cities and Society 9 (De-
cember 2013): 10-14.

Human and plant relationships are described within the rich tradition of multispecies ethnography, ethnobotany, 
and political ecology.  In theorizing this relationship, the issues of functionalism, and interconnectivity are raised.  
This article aims to re-examine the position of plants in the context of contemporary urban spaces through the 
prism of environmental ethics.  Despite conceptual plurality and socio-cultural complexity of human-plant re-
lationships, social scientists fail to note how the perception of ‘greenery’ has objectified plants in urban environ-
ment.  Without seriously considering bioethics, theories of human-plant relationship might fail to note exploitive 
anthropocentric relationship between humans and plants in urban spaces.  The article is inspired by reflections of 
urban flora in Amsterdam, The Netherlands.

Larrere, Catherine. “Two Philosophies of the Environmental Crisis”. Boston Studies in the Philosophy of Science 296 
(2013): 141-150. 

One of the most important–and most disturbing–characteristics of philosophical reflection on environmental 
questions is that there are, in reality, two separate issues involved.  One refers to a philosophy of nature and the 
other to a philosophy of technology.  This has led to two forms of well-established and clearly argued reflection, 
each with its own debates.  These two currents have developed independently of each other, and continue to do so, 
as if the other did not exist. But this duality is no longer tenable.  Due to the generalization of the environmental 
crisis and the emergence of new technologies, it has become impossible to treat nature and technology separately.  
This paper is thus an attempt at a synthesis of these two fields of environmental ethics.

Last, Angela. “Negotiating the Inhuman: Bakhtin, Materiality and the Instrumentalization of Climate Change.” 
Theory, Culture and Society 30, no. 2 (2013): 60-83. 

The article argues that the work of literary theorist Mikhail M. Bakhtin presents a starting point for thinking 
about the instrumentalization of climate change.  Bakhtin’s conceptualization of human-world relationships, en-
capsulated in the concept of ‘cosmic terror’, places a strong focus on our perception of the ‘inhuman’.  Suggesting 
a link between the perceived alienness and instability of the world and in the exploitation of the resulting fear of 
change by political and religious forces, Bakhtin asserts that the latter can only be resisted if our desire for a false 
stability in the world is overcome.  In the vein of several theorists and artists of his time who explored similar ‘de-
automatization’ strategies—examples include Shklovsky’s ‘ostranenie’, Brecht’s ‘Verfremdung’, Artaud’s emotional 
‘cruelty’ and Bataille’s ‘base materialism’—Bakhtin proposes a more playful and widely accessible experimentation 
to deconstruct our ‘habitual picture of the world’.  Experimentation is envisioned to take place across the material 

and the textual to increase possibilities for action.  Through engaging with Bakhtin’s ideas, this article seeks to draw 
attention to relations between the imagination of the world and political agency, and the need to include these 
relations in our own experiments with creating climate change awareness.

Legault, Georges A., Johane Patenaude, Jean-Pierre Béland, and Monelle Parent. “Nanotechnologies and Ethical 
Argumentation: A Philosophical Stalemate?” Open Journal of Philosophy 3, no. 1 (2013): 15-22.

When philosophers participate in the interdisciplinary ethical, environmental, economic, legal, and social analysis 
of nanotechnologies, what is their specific contribution?  At first glance, the contribution of philosophy appears 
to be a clarification of the various moral and ethical arguments that are commonly presented in philosophical 
discussion.  But if this is the only contribution of philosophy, then it can offer no more than a stalemate position, 
in which each moral and ethical argument nullifies all the others.  To provide an alternative, we must analyze the 
reasons behind the prevailing individual and cultural relativism in ethics.  The epistemological investigation of 
this stalemate position will guide us to the core problem of the relation between theory and action.  The stalemate 
can be overcome from a pragmatic philosophical standpoint, which combines epistemology, philosophy of lan-
guage—that is, the philosophy of speech acts—and practical reasoning—that is, reasoning about decision-making. 
From this philosophical standpoint, it will be possible to show how philosophy can accompany and support the 
development of nanotechnologies.

Light, Andrew, Allen Thompson, and Eric S. Higgs. “Valuing Novel Ecosystems.” Chap. 31 in Novel Ecosystems: 
Intervening in the New Ecological World Order, by Richard J. Hobbs, Eric S. Higgs, & Carol M. Hall (eds.), 257-268. 
Chichester, UK: John Wiley & Sons, Ltd, 2013.

This chapter aims to reconcile the complex ethical dynamics of novel ecosystems.  First, the chapter talks about the 
articulation of some of the ecological values present in novel ecosystems, and provides an initial taxonomy.  Next, 
the attention turns to the field of environmental ethics, which focuses on the moral status of environments.  The 
chapter surveys an array of approaches to valuing novel ecosystems from a number of different theories in environ-
mental ethics.  To understand the critical literature in environmental ethics on restoration ecology, one should rec-
ognize that holistic non-anthropocentrism inherits a particular kind of ontological problem that is not entailed by 
the other two views.  The chapter concludes with a brief look at a new promising approach, namely environmental 
virtue ethics, which could offer an alternative framework for understanding moral relations with novel ecosystems.

Mascaro, Joseph, James A. Harris, Lori Lach, et al. “Origins of the Novel Ecosystems Concept.” Chap. 5 in Novel 
Ecosystems: Intervening in the New Ecological World Order, by Richard J. Hobbs, Eric S. Higgs, & Carol M. Hall (eds.), 
45-57. Chichester, UK: John Wiley & Sons, Ltd, 2013.

This chapter begins by reviewing the foundational principles that point to the existence and importance of novel 
ecosystems.  It provides a brief review of previous formulations of the novel ecosystem concept.  The chapter then 
steps into synthesis and presents a new framework for the novel ecosystems concept.  Using the original Hobbs 
components of novelty and human agency as a starting point, it develops this synthesis by first considering (1) 
where and how human agency leads to novelty; (2) what level of novelty constitutes a novel ecosystem; and (3) 
how human agency acts after a novel ecosystem has emerged.  Conceptual examples of the emergence of novel 
ecosystems in Puerto Rico and California are illustrated.

Martin, Adrian, Shawn McGuire, and Sian Sullivan. “Global Environmental Justice and Biodiversity Conserva-
tion.” The Geographical Journal 179, no. 2 (2013): 122-131. 

This paper explores the potential for an environmental justice framing to shed new light on conservation con-
troversies.  We argue that, in order to make such progress, environmental justice analysis will need to provide a 
‘difference-friendly’ conception of justice and that this will necessarily involve moving beyond dominant liberal 

http://www.scirp.org/journal/PaperDownload.aspx?DOI=10.4236/ojpp.2013.31004
http://www.scirp.org/journal/PaperDownload.aspx?DOI=10.4236/ojpp.2013.31004
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conceptions of distributional fairness.  We are largely welcoming of global deployments of distributive justice 
principles.  However, we also explore the dangers of focusing on distribution alone, questioning the assumption of 
positive relationships between benefit sharing and more culturally defined dimensions of justice such as recogni-
tion.  The limits of access and benefit sharing for delivering justice writ large is that it can disenfranchise people 
who are less well equipped or less willing to navigate its prevailing system of knowledge.  We argue that, especially 
in the context of resource poverty, efforts to improve distribution can require potential beneficiaries to assimilate 
to dominant discourses of society and nature.  Such conditionality can contract the opportunities for local and 
autonomous constructions of ‘different’ ways of knowing nature, and in doing so may also contract possibilities 
for flourishing biodiversities.

McIntyre-Mills, Janet Judy. “Anthropocentrism and Well-Being: A Way Out of the Lobster Pot?” Systems Research 
and Behavioral Science 30, no. 2 (2013): 136-155. 

The paper is focused on exploring the following questions: How can policy makers develop agreement on (i) what 
constitutes and (ii) supports the well-being of the planet, rather than the gross domestic product of a nation state?  
How can we design Participatory Democracy and Systemic Governance to (i) support the appropriate distribution 
and consumption of resources and (ii) protect social and environmental diversity and justice?  The paper discusses 
thinking and practice to test out ‘technologies of humility’ in the sense used by Jasonoff.  It suggests the potential 
for a hybrid bricolage of laws and praxis to enable the transformation of our designs for living to support bio-
spheres.  Biospheres need to be understood as oceans, rivers, the air we breathe, the earth that supports the food 
chain and the universe of which we are a part.  Caretaking needs to be rooted in many kinds of knowledge to: (i) 
‘De-centre’ anthropocentricism (by drawing on the work of Rose Bird, Wynne and Mathews); and (ii) ‘Address’ 
the convergent social, cultural and economic crisis.  The challenge is to ‘promote’ an ever extending or widening 
circle of solidarity to ‘care for’ the next generation of life.  This appreciation of narratives could inform discursive 
engagement to help establish ethical processes to support well-being (Braun, et al.) at a post national level.

Minteer, Ben A., and Stephen J. Pyne. “Restoring the Narrative of American Environmentalism.” Restoration Ecology 
21, no. 1 (2013): 6-11. 

The conventional narrative of American environmentalism is no longer very helpful for conservationists and res-
torationists seeking philosophical justification and guidance for their work.  The tradition has often been cropped 
into a narrower and simplified account of the battle between the philosophies of wise use and preservation, a 
move bolstered by the turn to historical images of President Teddy Roosevelt and John Muir visiting California’s 
Yosemite National Park in the early years of the twentieth century.  This cropped conservation picture needs to be 
restored and widened to engage the pragmatism that has always been a part of the U.S. environmental tradition, 
but that became eclipsed by preservationist ideology with the rise of the fields of environmental history and envi-
ronmental philosophy in the late twentieth century. Restoring this lost pragmatism to the environmental tradition 
will prove vital to recovering the value of environmental history and philosophy for conservation and restoration 
practice and to reclaiming a more holistic and useful narrative of people, culture, and environment.

Moore, Kathleen D., and Jonathan W. Moore. “Ecological Restoration and Enabling Behavior: a New Metaphorical 
Lens?” Conservation Letters 6, no. 1 (2013): 1-5. 

Ecological restoration practices are changing rapidly, dramatically, and in complex ways, with higher and higher 
stakes both for the restoration industries themselves and for the future of biodiversity and ecosystem services.  Even 
as ecosystem degradation has accelerated, restoration has grown into a transnational, multibillion dollar indus-
try.  These changes create an imperative for correspondingly rapid and dramatic changes in the metaphoric lenses 
through which we view restoration projects.  In this Policy Perspectives paper, we explore a metaphor that views 
ecological restoration through the lens of co-dependency theories about enabling behaviors in the lives of addicts.  
The metaphor raises questions about the nature of the relation between restoration practices and an industrial 
growth economy “addicted” to cheap fuel and consumer goods.  It suggests some policy changes that might pre-
vent development of co-dependencies between restoration industries and ecologically destructive practices.

Nnamdi, Basil Sunday, Obari Gomba, and Frank Ugiomoh. “Environmental Challenges and Eco-Aesthetics in 
Nigeria’s Niger Delta.” Third Text 27, no. 1 (2013): 65-75.

The effects of oil exploration in the Niger Delta region in Nigeria have attracted serious concern on a global scale, 
largely thanks to the initiative of Ken Saro-Wiwa. In spite of the activities of environmental activists the region 
remains an epitome of environmental disaster. This has given rise to an impressive body of work by poets and 
visual artists enunciating the environmental challenges in this oil-rich region. The authors examine the common 
thread that is shared in this corpus within the larger context of education in eco-aesthetics and social responsibility, 
considering the relationship that currently exists between oil-producing communities and the multinational oil 
corporations. This position is anchored on the insights offered by current thought in eco-ethics and eco-aesthetics. 
Previous efforts to ameliorate these effects failed; what is now required is a strong synergy between aesthetic/envi-
ronmental education and social function.

Oughton, DH. “Social and Ethical Issues in Environmental Remediation Projects.” Journal of Environmental Radio-
activity 119 (May 2013): 21-25.

The contamination of environments with radionuclides can give rise to consequences that encompass far more 
than health risks from exposure to radiation.  As experience from Chernobyl demonstrated, both the accident and 
remediation measures can have serious social and economic consequences.  This paper presents a review of some 
of these issues, including their ethical relevance, and presents a check-list of socio-ethical aspects of remediation 
measures.  The paper concludes with an overview of social remediation measures, encompassing actions that are 
directed towards benefits other than dose reduction (e.g., local food monitoring stations or medical check-up), or 
measures that require social rather than technical implementation (e.g. information centres, stakeholder dialogue).

Minteer, Ben A., and James P. Collins. “Ecological Ethics in Captivity: Balancing Values and Responsibili-
ties in Zoo and Aquarium Research under Rapid Global Change.” ILAR Journal 54 (2013), no. 1: 41-51. 

Ethical obligations to animals in conservation research and management are manifold and often con-
flicting.  Animal welfare concerns often clash with the ethical imperative to understand and conserve 
a population or ecosystem through research and management intervention.  The accelerating pace and 
impact of global environmental change, especially climate change, complicates our understanding of 
these obligations.  One example is the blurring of the distinction between ex situ (zoo- and aquarium-
based) conservation and in situ (field-based) approaches as zoos and aquariums become more active in 
field conservation work and as researchers and managers consider more intensive interventions in wild 
populations and ecosystems to meet key conservation goals.  These shifts, in turn, have consequences 
for our traditional understanding of the ethics of wildlife research and management, including our rela-
tive weighting of animal welfare and conservation commitments across rapidly evolving ex situ and in 
situ contexts.  Although this changing landscape in many ways supports the increased use of captive 
wildlife in conservation-relevant research, it raises significant ethical concerns about human intervention 
in populations and ecosystems, including the proper role of zoos and aquariums as centers for animal 
research and conservation in the coming decades.  Working through these concerns requires a pragmatic 
approach to ethical analysis, one that is able to make trade-offs among the many goods at stake (e.g., ani-
mal welfare, species viability, and ecological integrity) as we strive to protect species from further decline 
and extinction in this century.
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Page, Edward. “Climate Change Justice.” Chap. 14 in The Handbook of Global Climate and Environment Policy by 
Falkner, Robert (ed.), 231-247. Oxford: John Wiley & Sons Ltd, 2013.

Global climate change raises profound questions for normative theorists.  The human impacts of climate change 
will be sufficiently broad, and generally adverse, to threaten the well-being of very large numbers of existing and 
future persons; and these impacts, if unmanaged, could also be expected to exacerbate inequalities between social 
groups in all states. Within this context, an increasing focus of climate change scholars has been the questions of 
justice raised by climate change and policies for its management.  In this chapter, I explore three problems that 
have generated substantial treatment in the growing literature devoted to this normative dimension of climate 
change.  First, the problem of determining the share of the capacity of the atmosphere to assimilate accumula-
tions of greenhouse gas that each state ought to be able to exploit as a matter of justice.  I call this the “justice in 
emissions” problem.  Second, the problem of specifying a just division of costs and benefits associated with our 
attempts to solve the justice in emissions problem and, in addition, to tackle human disadvantages arising from 
climate changes that are no longer preventable.  I call this the “justice in burdens” problem.  Third, the problem of 
translating justly distributed climatic entitlements and burdens into a coherent set of national, regional, and global 
climate policy responses that are consistent with established norms of global justice such as those concerned with 
international development and political legitimacy.  I call this the “justice in governance” problem.

Pignatti, Sandro. “A Discussion on the Foundations of Environmental Ethics.” Rendiconti Lincei 24, no. 2 (June 
2013): 89 - 94.

The present paper is a critical analysis on the arguments used in an attempt towards a general consensus on nature 
conservation, and their philosophical fundamentals and validity.  Three different approaches are discussed. (1) 
Anthropocentric approach the present generation accepts renunciation in order to obtain advantages for future 
generations (availability of resources), i.e. a mainly utilitarian strategy—the ideas of Mayer Abich and Jonas are 
discussed.  (2) Dualistic (metaphysical) approach renounces are accepted following a transcendent law, i.e. as a 
religious duty—the approach of the Judeo-Christian thinking and in Islam are discussed.  (3) Holistic approach 
humans accept to consider themselves as a component of the ecosystem, which is based on feedback relationships, 
and consequently if some component of the biosphere is destroyed, something is destroyed also in humans—the 
approach of Buddhism, A. Schweitzer’s Reverence for Life and Naess’s Deep Ecology, as well as the opinions of 
Siep and of Azzone are discussed.

Preston, Christopher J. “Ethics and Geoengineering: Reviewing the Moral Issues Raised by Solar Radiation Manage-
ment and Carbon Dioxide Removal.” Wiley Interdisciplinary Reviews: Climate Change. 4, no. 1 (2013): 23-37.

After two decades of failure by the international community to respond adequately to the threat of global climate 
change, discussions of the possibility of geoengineering a cooler climate have recently proliferated. Alongside the 
considerable optimism that these technologies have generated, there has also been wide acknowledgement of sig-
nificant ethical concerns.  Ethicists, social scientists, and experts in governance have begun the work of addressing 
these concerns.  The plethora of ethical issues raised by geoengineering creates challenges for those who wish to 
survey them.  The issues are here separated out according to the temporal spaces in which they first arise.  The 
wide range of geoengineering technologies currently being discussed makes it prudent that each technique should 
be evaluated individually for its ethical merit.

Preston, Lou. “Consuming Environmentalism: Following Codes or Practicing Ethics?” Social Educator 30, no. 3 
(2013): 19-24.

In this article, I consider some of the pedagogical challenges presented by a new wave of environmentalism that 
implores individuals to “save the earth” through simple, normalised acts like recycling.  In the context of teaching 
environmental education in higher education settings, I provide a justification for an alternative conception of 

environmentalism based on self-stylisation.  This conception draws on the work of French philosopher, Michel 
Foucault, who studied ancient Greeks to contemplate a new perspective on ethics.

Pyra, Leszek. “Nature’s Value and Nature’s Future.” In Analecta Husserliana: The Yearbook of Phenomenological Research 
Volume CXIII: Phenomenology and the Human Positioning in the Cosmos: The Life-World, Nature, Earth: Book One, by 
Anna-Teresa Tymieniecka (ed.), 173-186. Dordrecht, DE: Springer, 2013.

There are some fundamental attitudes which man may have to nature.  One of them is an anthropocentric ap-
proach, which is perhaps most common and so to say “natural”, and therefore not as questionable as the other 
kinds of attitudes.  The other kind of a relation may be called biocentric.  It has, surprisingly, quite a long tradition, 
too.  The theory that all life is morally considerable was most fully elaborated and expressed by Albert Schweitzer, 
and in the second half of the twentieth century this view was popularized by Kenneth Goodpaster.  The most fully 
elaborated and advanced theory has then been worked out by Paul Taylor.  Next come those who say that one 
should take lessons from ecology and often develop the so-called ecocentric theories.  They recognize the moral 
primacy of the wholes over singular entities.  One of the first representatives of such thinking was Aldo Leopold.  
Then his theory was explained and creatively reinterpreted by J. Baird Callicott.  It soon appeared, however, that 
biotic communities (ecosystems?) can hardly be treated as objects of moral consideration.  Nowadays there is a lot 
of discussion going on about value pluralism in reference to nature; different points of view have been presented 
and analyzed in connection with the above problems.

Semcer, Catherine E., and Jim Pozewitz. “The Wilderness Hunter: 400 Years of Evolution.” International Journal of 
Environmental Studies 70, no. 3 (2013): 438-447.

The idea of wilderness is fundamental to the North American conservation ethic.  Wilderness protection and the 
North American Model of Wildlife Conservation arose in the same era from a common concern for the future aes-
thetic of the continent.  These movements shared many of the same proponents within the community of hunters 
who leveraged significant influence on one another and the larger, non-hunting public.  Their accomplishments, 
like the National Park System, the wildlife refuge system, the National Forest system and the National Wilderness 
system itself rank among the main achievements of conservation.

Smith, Ian A. “On Explaining Individual and Corporate Culpability in the Global Climate Change Era.” Journal of 
Business Ethics 112, no. 4 (2013): 551-558. 

Humans are causing global climate change (GCC), and such climate change causes harms.  Robin Attfield ex-
plained how individuals should be understood to be culpable for these harms.  In this paper, I use a critical analysis 
of Attfield’s explanatory framework to explore further difficulties in accounting for corporate responsibility for 
these harms.  I begin by arguing that there are some problems with his framework as it is applied to individuals that 
emit greenhouse gases (GHGs).  I then show that it will be very difficult to extend this framework to corporations.  
The discussion of this concern will draw attention to another positive conclusion of this paper: the harms associ-
ated with CO2 are very unlike the harms associated with other airborne-emitted substances, which will indicate 
that we will need new ways of understanding how individuals and corporations are philosophically responsible for 
these harms.  The final positive conclusion of this paper will be a discussion of what the constraints should be on 
new approaches to explaining our culpability.

Stables, Andrew. “The Unsustainability Imperative? Problems with ‘sustainability’ and ‘sustainable Development’ As 
Regulative Ideals.” Environmental Education Research 19, no. 2 (2013): 177-186. 

Normality is imminently catastrophic.  Climate change is a contemporary instantiation of the perpetual sense of 
crisis that characterises the human condition, and concepts such as sustainability and resilience serve as regula-
tive ideals (cf. beauty, perfection, and truth) in the fight against ubiquitous unsustainability.  Unsustainability 
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is an aspect of time, and is thus, in Kantian terms, a fundamental schema underlying the categories of human 
understanding.  Current growth will decay, therefore only as yet unforeseen adaptation and innovation can give 
humanity more time to encounter the next set of crises.  On this account, the arts and humanities operate as a 
collective memento mori, reminding us of our fragility and fallibility.  Only thus reminded can we act with the 
greatest possible care in the world, but this can never ensure ‘sustainable development’, which remains an inher-
ently paradoxical policy slogan.

Standish, Richard J., Allen Thompson, Eric S. Higgs, and Stephen D. Murphy. “Concerns about Novel Ecosys-
tems” Chap. 37 in Novel Ecosystems: Intervening in the New Ecological World Order, by Richard J. Hobbs, Eric S. Higgs, 
& Carol M. Hall (eds.), 296-309. Chichester, UK: John Wiley & Sons, Ltd, 2013.

This chapter focuses on two types of concerns about novel ecosystems.  The first concern is connected with mis-
apprehensions that arise, mostly from lack of information or misunderstanding of the implications of managing 
novel ecosystems.  These concerns should not be ignored or underestimated because they can easily obstruct an 
informed and constructive discussion about novel ecosystems and their management.  The first misapprehension 
is that accepting or acknowledging novel ecosystems implies that managers will surrender any attempt to control 
invasive species.  The second misapprehension addressed here is that acceptance of novel ecosystems will result in 
the replacement of traditional conservation and restoration practice.  The second type of concern includes more 
persistent concerns about novel ecosystems.  These are much more difficult concerns to work through because 
they require revisiting and possibly altering systemic patterns of social tradition and moral beliefs that pertain to 
nature and its conservation.

Webb, E. C. “The Ethics of Meat Production and Quality - a South African Perspective.” South African Society for 
Animal Science 43, no. 5 (Suppl. 1) (2013): S2 - S10.

The global livestock industry has recently been inundated with criticisms about the impact of animal production 
systems on anthropogenic greenhouse gas emissions (GHG), animal welfare, environmental sustainability and hu-
man health and well-being.  Although it is accepted that the estimate of GHG emissions from animal agriculture 
has been exaggerated by the FAO’s publication “Livestock’s Long Shadow”, the 18% estimate is a gross exaggera-
tion.  Industrialisation in the agricultural sector in some developing countries without “enlightenment” has been 
associated with environmental problems like among others, land degradation and water pollution.  It is estimated 
that global livestock production will double by 2050 to satisfy demands, which suggests a faster than expected 
growth compared to any other agricultural sector.  By contrast, there are also growing concerns about the world’s 
ability to provide in the considerably growing protein needs of a rapidly growing human population, especially 
in developing countries where it is unlikely that the demands will be met.  The purpose of this paper is to focus 
on some of these conflicting issues and the effects of a shift to intensive production systems on the ethics of meat 
production, quality and animal welfare in African countries with knowingly limited natural resources.

Welburn, Dominic. “Rawls, the Well-Ordered Society and Intergenerational Justice.” Politics 33, no. 1 (2013): 56-65.

This article outlines the contribution Rawls’s ‘well-ordered society’ makes to the ongoing discourse of intergenera-
tional justice.  Can Rawls’s ‘realistically utopian’ vision of a well-ordered society, a society comprising just institu-
tions that embody the goods of liberty and individual self-authorship of the good life, secure justice between the 
generations?  By considering the totality of the Rawlsian project rather than specific sections of his work such as 
his ‘just savings principle’, it is possible to assess the ability of ideal liberal theory to guarantee the rights of future 
citizens while simultaneously addressing pressing environmental crises, the most notable of which being climate 
change.

White, Thomas I. “Humans and Dolphins: An Exploration of Anthropocentrism in Applied Environmental Ethics.” 
Journal of Animal Ethics 3, no. 1 (2013): 85-99.

This article argues that one of the reasons that the unethical character of much human-dolphin contact is not more 
apparent to ethicists is that discussion of central issues has been colored with unintentional species bias.  This ar-
ticle points out weaknesses in the traditional approach to discussing topics that bear on the question of whether 
dolphins have moral standing.  It demonstrates that discussions of the cognitive abilities of dolphins by Steven 
Wise and Alasdair MacIntyre are unintentionally but fundamentally anthropocentric-largely because the authors 
are not familiar with enough of the scientific literature about dolphins to draw the conclusions that they do.

Whyte, Kyle P. “On the Role of Traditional Ecological Knowledge as a Collaborative Concept: A Philosophical 
Study.” Ecological Processes 2, no. 7 (2013): 1-12.

The concept of traditional ecological knowledge (TEK), along with synonymous or closely related terms like in-
digenous knowledge and native science, has some of its origins in literatures on international development and 
adaptive management.  There is a tendency to want to determine one definition for TEK that can satisfy every 
stakeholder in every situation.  Yet a scan of environmental science and policy literatures reveals there to be differ-
ences in definitions that make it difficult to form a consensus.  What should be explored instead is the role that 
the concept of TEK plays in facilitating or discouraging cross-cultural and cross-situational collaboration among 
actors working for indigenous and non-indigenous institutions of environmental governance, such as tribal natu-
ral resources departments, federal agencies working with tribes, and co-management boards.

Wildcat, Daniel R (ed.). “Special Issue: Climate Change and Indigenous Peoples in the United States: Impacts, Ex-
periences and Actions.” Climatic Change 120, no. 3 (October 2013): 509-682.

This special issue of Climatic Change is dedicated to the examination of impacts of climate change on indigenous 
peoples and their homelands, and proposed strategies of adaptation, constitutes a compelling and timely report on 
what is happening in Native homelands and communities.  The articles highlight why awareness of climate change 
is so high among indigenous peoples of the USA when compared to most citizens of the USA.  

Highlights:
•	 “Introduction: Climate Change and Indigenous Peoples of the USA” by Daniel R. Wildcat
•	 “Justice Forward: Tribes, Climate Adaptation and Responsibility” by Kyle Powys Whyte
•	 “Culture, Law, Risk and Governance: Contexts of Traditional Knowledge in Climate Change Adaptation” by 

Terry Williams and Preston Hardison
•	 “Indigenous Frameworks for Observing and Responding to Climate Change in Alaska” by Patricia Cochran, 

Orville H. Huntington, Caleb Pungowiyi, et al.
•	 “The Impact of Climate Change on Tribal Communities in the US: Displacement, Relocation, and Human 

Rights” by Julie Koppel Maldonado, Christine Shearer, Robin Bronen, et al. 
•	 “Re-thinking Colonialism to Prepare for the Impacts of Rapid Environmental Change” by Nicholas James 

Reo, Angela K. Parker

Wiseman, Wendy A. “Nothing ‘Is’ without ‘Reason’: Climate Change and the Global Future as Saturated Phenom-
ena.” In Analecta Husserliana: The Yearbook of Phenomenological Research Volume CXIV: Phenomenology and the Hu-
man Positioning in the Cosmos: The Life-World, Nature, Earth: Book Two, by Anna-Teresa Tymieniecka (ed.), 227-239. 
Dordrecht, DE: Springer, 2013.

This paper examines the presuppositions that contribute to a general disavowal of the dire warnings of runaway 
global warming as a future of radical difference.  I note the apparent consanguinity of the catastrophic predictions 
of science and the genre of apocalyptic literature, noting one fundamental difference as the absence of meaning 
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Conradie, Ernst M. Saving the Earth?: The Legacy of Reformed Views on “Re-Creation”. Zürich, CH: LIT Verlang, 2013. 

Christians seeking to “save the Earth” have to relate creation with salvation by doing justice to both themes.  This 
study explores the ambiguous legacy of the ways in which this challenge has been approached in the reformed 
tradition of Swiss, Dutch, and German origins and in the reception of this tradition in South Africa.  The book 
focuses on the diverging interpretations of the category of “re-creation” in this regard.

Ede, Paul. Urban Eco-Mission: Healing the Land in the Post-Industrial City. Cambridge: Grove Books, 2013.

Why should we get involved in urban environmental regeneration?  This study presents both theological-ethical 
reflection and practical learning about the community-based transformation of derelict and vacant land, and how 
this can in turn be deeply transformative for those who participate.

Foltz, Bruce V (ed.). The Noetics of Nature: Environmental Philosophy and the Holy Beauty of the Visible. New York, NY: 
Fordham University Press, 2013. 

Contemplative or “noetic” knowledge has traditionally been seen as the highest mode of understanding, a view 
that persists both in many non-Western cultures and in Eastern Christianity, where “theoria physike,” or the il-
lumined understanding of creation that follows the purification of the heart, is seen to provide deeper insights 
into nature than the discursive rationality modernity has used to dominate and conquer it.  Working from texts in 
Eastern Orthodox philosophy and theology not widely known in the West, as well as a variety of sources including 
mystics and nature writers, The Noetics of Nature challenges both the primacy of the natural sciences in environ-
mental thought and the conventional view, first advanced by Lynn White, Jr., that Christian theology is somehow 
responsible for the environmental crisis.

Framarin, Christopher G. “Environmental Ethics and the Mahābhārata: The Case of the Burning of the Khāndava For-
est.” Sophia 52, no. 1 (2013): 185-204. 

Framarin, Christopher G. Hinduism and Environmental Ethics: Law, Literature, and Philosophy. New York, NY: Rout-
ledge, 2014. 

This book argues that the standard arguments for and against the claim that certain Hindu texts and traditions 
attribute direct moral standing to animals and plants are unconvincing.  It presents careful, extensive, and original 
interpretations of passages from the Manusmrti (law), the Mahābhārata (literature), and the Yogasūtra (philoso-
phy), and argues that these texts attribute direct moral standing to animals and plants for at least three reasons: 
they are sentient, they are alive, and they possess a range of other relevant attributes and abilities. This book is of 
interest to scholars of Hinduism and the environment, religion and the environment, Hindu and/or Buddhist 
philosophy more broadly, and environmental ethics.

Heavey, Patrick. “The Place of God in Synthetic Biology: How Will the Catholic Church Respond?” Bioethics 27, no. 
1 (2013): 36-47.

Some religious believers may see synthetic biology as usurping God’s creative role.  The Catholic Church has yet 
to issue a formal teaching on the field (though it has issued some informal statements in response to Craig Ven-
ter’s development of a ‘synthetic’ cell).  In this paper I examine the likely reaction of the Catholic Magisterium 
to synthetic biology in its entirety.  I begin by examining the Church’s teaching role, from its own viewpoint, to 
set the necessary background and context for the discussion that follows.  I then describe the Church’s attitude to 
science, and particularly to biotechnology.  From this I derive a likely Catholic theology of synthetic biology.  The 
Church’s teachings on scientific and biotech research show that it is likely to have a generally positive disposition 
to synbio, if it and its products can be acceptably safe.  Proper evaluation of, and protection against, risk will be a 

Bergmann, Sigurd, Irmgard Blindow, and Konrad Ott. Aesth/Ethics in Environmental Change: Hiking Through the 
Arts, Ecology, Religion and Ethics of the Environment. Berlin: Lit, 2013. 

Can aesthetics and ethics be integrated for the good of habitats, places, and spaces?  How can the arts widen our 
perception of nature and deepen environmental ethics?  Should the political meaning of a landscape be defined 
solely in terms of its economic and ecological values?  Questions like these are explored from the angles of arts, 
environmental ethics, ecology, religious studies, theology, art history, and philosophy.  The book prompts discus-
sion about the aesthetic and spiritual dimension in the environmental humanities, and it offers transdisciplinary 
insights into the challenge of sustainability and ongoing changes in society and the environment.

Berkes, Fikret. “Religious Traditions and Biodiversity.” In Encyclopedia of Biodiversity, by Simon A. Levin (ed.), 380-
388. Waltham, MA: Academic Press, 2013.

This article is about religions and attitudes toward the natural environment as relevant to biodiversity conserva-
tion.  Religious traditions have little to say specifically about biodiversity, but they provide the values, worldviews, 
or environmental ethics that shape the way in which different societies interact with biological diversity and na-
ture in general.  In this sense, religion can be part of the problem or part of the solution.  Scholars have suggested 
a general theory of religion for encoding information and for involving human emotions.  Religion can encode 
adaptive strategies for resource management and biodiversity use, and supply emotionally powerful beliefs to put 
these strategies into practice.  Societies that have succeeded in keeping their resources productive over time have 
done so in part through religious or ritual representation of resource management.  The key point is not religion 
per se, but the use of emotionally powerful cultural symbols to help maintain a sense of sacred respect.

Chryssavgis, John, and Bruce V. Foltz (eds.). Toward an Ecology of Transfiguration: Orthodox Christian Perspectives on 
Environment, Nature, and Creation. New York : Fordham University Press, 2013.

Can Orthodox Christianity offer unique spiritual resources especially suited to the environmental concerns of today?  
This book makes the case that yes, it can.  In addition to being the first substantial and comprehensive collection of 
essays, in any language, to address environmental issues from the Orthodox point of view, this volume with contri-
butions from the most highly influential theologians and philosophers.

and “justice” in the unfolding of temporality with the specter of mass glacial melting, mass starvation, and mass 
extinction in the coming century.  Nostalgia for meaning, and inebriation with the modern vision of the future 
as endless growth and progress have contributed greatly to the disavowal of knowledge of impending catastrophe, 
but I locate the prime motivator in the egological foundations of modern knowledge beginning with Descartes.  I 
offer Jean-Luc Marion’s radical transformation of phenomenology, in his theory of the “saturated phenomenon,” 
as a counterforce to the primacy of the intentional subject, who establishes the limit horizon for the possibility of 
the arising of phenomena.  This reversal of transcendence, from subject to phenomena, in Marion’s thought offers 
an opening to the future as truly “other” in a way that may preserve the possibility of consciousness itself.

Zwolinski, Matt, and David Schmidtz. “Environmental Virtue Ethics: What It Is and What It Needs To Be.” In The 
Cambridge Companion to Virtue Ethics, by Daniel C. Russell (ed.), 221-239. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 
2013.
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significant factor in determining the morality of the research.  If the risks can be minimized through regulation or 
other means, then the Church is likely to be supportive.  The Church will also critique the social and legal envi-
ronment in which the research is done, evaluating issues such as the patenting of scientific discoveries and of life.

Johnston, Lucas F. Religion and Sustainability: Social Movements and the Politics of the Environment. Sheffield, UK: 
Equinox, 2013. 

Historically, religion has been a significant part of many visions of sustainability.  Pragmatically, the inclusion of 
religious values in conservation and development efforts has facilitated relationships between people with different 
value structures.  Despite this, little attention has been paid to the interdependence of sustainability and religion, 
and no significant comparisons of religious and secular sustainability advocacy.  Religion and Sustainability presents 
an analysis of the spiritual dimensions of sustainability-oriented social movements.  Exploring the similarities and 
differences between the conceptions of sustainability held by religious, interfaith and secular organizations, the 
book analyses how religious practice and discourse have impacted on political ideology and process.

McDaniel, Jay. “Environmental Theology.” In The Routledge Companion to Modern Christian Thought, by Chad V. 
Meister, & James K. Beilby (eds.). New York: Routledge, 2013.

Nadeau, Robert. Rebirth of the Sacred: Science, Religion and the New Environmental Ethos. Oxford: Oxford University 
Press, 2013.

There is a large and growing consensus in the scientific community that resolving the environmental crisis will 
require massive changes in our political and economic institutions and new standards for moral and ethical be-
havior.  In this book, Robert Nadeau makes a convincing case that these remarkable developments could occur 
if sufficient numbers of environmentally concerned people participate in the new dialogue between the truths of 
science and religion.  Those who enter this dialogue will discover that the most fundamental scientific truths in 
contemporary physics and biology are analogous to and fully compatible.  During the course of this discussion, it 
should become clear that there are two reasons why the new dialogue between the truths or science and religion 
could greatly enhance the prospects of resolving the environmental crisis.  The first is that this dialogue can serve 

Abell, Jackie. “Volunteering to Help Conserve Endangered Species: An Identity Approach to Human-Animal Rela-
tionships.” Journal of Community & Applied Social Psychology 23, no. 2 (2013): 157-170. 

This study explores identity in providing voluntary help for endangered animal species.  Identity is a cornerstone of 
social psychological explanations of helping behavior but has not been understood in relation to human-animal re-
lationships.  Open-ended questionnaires were administered to 111 volunteers working in a range of international 
conservation projects aimed at protecting endangered animals.  Participants were asked their reasons for volunteer-
ing, choice of project, experiences and expectations.  Thematic textual analysis explored common features across 
the data set.  Themes identified were identifying with animals, humans dominating nature and collective identity 

Other 
Works of 
Interest

Latour, Bruno. “Facing Gaia: Six Lectures on the Political Theology of Nature.” Gifford Lectures on Religion. 
Edinburgh University. February 18-28, 2013. http://www.bruno-latour.fr/node/486.

Those six lectures in natural religion explore what it could mean to live at the epoch of the Anthropocene 
when what was until now a mere décor for human history is becoming the principal actor.  They confront 
head on the controversial figure of Gaia, that is, the Earth understood not as system but as what has a his-
tory, what mobilizes everything in the same geostory.  The lectures are organized by groups of two, the two 
first ones deal with the question of Natural Religion per se and show that the notion is confusing because 
on the one hand “nature” and “religion” share too many attributes and, on the other, the two notions fail to 
register the originality of scientific practice and the specificity of the religious regime of enunciation.  Once 
the pleonasm of Natural Religion is pushed aside, it becomes possible to take up, in the next two lectures, 
the question first of Gaia as it has been conceived by James Lovelock and of the Anthropocene as it has 
been explored by geologists and climate scientists.  In the last two lectures, it becomes possible to reopen 
the political question at the heart of what will be life at the Anthropocene.  Once the key question of war 
has been introduced, the search for a peace along the delineations allowed by politically relevant “planetary 
boundaries” to which Earthbound (the new word for Humans) accept to be bound become again possible.

as the basis for articulating and disseminating an environmental ethos with a profound spiritual dimension.  And 
the second is that the widespread acceptance of ethos could result in the fairly rapid emergence of well-organized 
and highly effective worldwide movement in religious environmentalism.

Narayanan, Yamini. “Religion and Sustainable Development: Analysing the Connections.” Sustainable Development 
21, no. 2 (2013): 131-139.

Religion’s role in development has generally been viewed with suspicion, if not indifference, in scholarly and 
institutional concerns with development planning and policy.  The last two decades, however, mark a departure, 
with a burgeoning interest in religion as a category of analysis in development studies.  In this paper, I address the 
religion-sustainable development nexus specifically, and argue that religion—for both its constructive and destruc-
tive potential—must be considered in the sustainable development agenda.  Specifically, I identify three ways in 
which religion may play an important role in enabling sustainable development—through its values, through its 
potential for social and ecological activism and in the realm of self-development.

Potts, Chantele R. Redefining Stewardship: The Hope for a Steadfast Environmental Ethic in America. Columbus, OH: 
Ohio Dominican University, 2013.

Van Wieren, Gretel. Restored to Earth: Christianity, Environmental Ethics, and Ecological Restoration. Washington, DC: 
Georgetown University Press, 2013.

Ecological restoration integrates the science and art of repairing ecosystems damaged by human activities.  De-
spite relatively little attention from environmental ethicists, restoration projects continue to gain significance, 
drawing on citizen volunteers and large amounts of public funds, providing an important model of responding 
to ecological crisis.  Restored to Earth provides the first comprehensive examination of the religious and ethical 
dimensions and significance of contemporary restoration practice, an ethical framework that advances the field of 
environmental ethics in a more positive, action-oriented, experience-based direction.  Van Wieren brings together 
insights and examples from restoration ecology, environmental ethics, religious studies, and conservation and 
Christian thought, as well as her own personal experiences in ecological restoration, to propose a new restoration 
ethic grounded in the concrete, hands-on experience of humans working as partners with the land.

Waskow, Arthur. “Jewish Environmental Ethics: Intertwining Adam with Adamah.” In The Oxford Handbook of Jew-
ish Ethics and Morality, by Elliot N. Dorff, & Jonathan K. Crane (eds.), 401-418. Oxford: Oxford University Press, 
2013.
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a positive obligation to contribute to global mitigation and adaptation requirements, eliminating the sharp dis-
tinction between Annex I and non-Annex I countries. In the last few years, GDRs has become one of the most 
widely known of the many so-called burden-sharing frameworks that have been proposed.  In this essay, one of 
the coauthors of the GDRs framework presents the framework’s fundamental principles, describes its place in the 
larger discussion of burden-sharing and climate justice, and reflects on its prospects in the next phase of the global 
climate negotiations.  Hopefully it will be helpful both to readers new to GDRs and to our existing supporters 
and critics.

Barker, Gillian, Eric Desjardins, and Trevor Pearce (eds.). Entangled Life: Organism and Environment in the Bio-
logical and Social Sciences. Dordrecht : Springer, 2013.

This volume explores the interactions between organisms and their environments and how this entanglement is 
a fundamental aspect of all life.  It brings together the work and ideas of historians, philosophers, biologists, and 
social scientists, uniting a range of new perspectives, methods, and frameworks for examining and understanding 
the ways that organisms and environments interact.  It is organized into three main sections: historical perspec-
tives, contested models, and emerging frameworks.  The first section explores the origins of the modern idea of 
organism-environment interaction in the mid-nineteenth century and its development by later psychologists and 
anthropologists.  In the second section, a variety of controversial models from mathematical representations of 
evolution to model organisms in medical research are discussed and reframed in light of recent questions about 
the interplay between organisms and environment.  The third section investigates several new ideas that have the 
potential to reshape key aspects of the biological and social sciences.  Populations of organisms evolve in response 
to changing environments; bodies and minds depend on a wide array of circumstances for their development; 
cultures create complex relationships with the natural world even as they alter it irrevocably.

 
Burnham, Morey, Claudia Radel, Zhao Ma, and Ann Laudati. “Extending a Geographic Lens Towards Climate 
Justice, Part 1: Climate Change Characterization and Impacts.” Geography Compass 7, no. 3 (2013): 239-248. 

There has been a recent increase of interest within the academic literature on the justice issues posed by climate 
change and the human responses to its present and forecasted effects.  This literature is partially shaped by debates 
from environmental justice scholarship, but also has roots in various subfields of geography.  In two parts (here and 
in a subsequent article), we review and synthesize the recent literature by asking what climate justice concerns have 
been identified within three related realms: (i) the characterization of climate change itself and the assignment of 
responsibility for that change; (ii) the differential or uneven impacts of climate change; and (iii) the actions taken 

with the organization and fellow volunteers.  The paper suggests social psychological knowledge about helping 
behavior be applied to understand human-animal interactions to offer insight into the conditions under which we 
will engage with conservational and environmental concerns and provide aid.  Social psychology has been slow to 
apply its knowledge to an examination of human responses to the challenge of loss of biodiversity.  To act, humans 
must identify with those they seek to protect.

Akter, Sonia, and Jeff Bennett. Valuing Climate Change Mitigation: Applying Stated Preferences in the Presence of Un-
certainty. Northampton, MA: Edward Elgar Pub., 2012.

This book presents a holistic overview of climate change uncertainty and offers a number of pathways that could 
be used to account for such uncertainties in the stated preference valuation research.  It shows that uncertainty 
plays an important role in determining the values of climate change mitigation benefits.  Valuing Climate Change 
Mitigation discusses the role of uncertainty in valuing the benefits of climate change mitigation policies using 
contingent valuation and choice experiments techniques.  It treats climate change using three dimensions of un-
certainty: scenario, policy and preference.  Conceptual frameworks are advanced to account simultaneously for 
these various dimensions of uncertainty.  The authors then explore the impact of introducing these uncertainties 
into benefit estimates for the Australian Carbon Pollutions Reduction Scheme.   The authors present frameworks 
to account for multiple uncertainty in environmental decision analysis that will prove invaluable for academics 
and students in the fields of environmental economics and management. Policy makers will also gain invaluable 
methodological insight.

Arnold, Darrell (ed.). Traditions of Systems Theory: Major Figures and Developments. New York: Routledge, 2013.

The term ‘systems theory’ is used to characterize a set of disparate yet related approaches to fields as varied as in-
formation theory, cybernetics, biology, sociology, history, literature, and philosophy.  The book draws attention to 
the traditions of systems theory in their historical development, especially as related to the humanities and social 
sciences, and shows how from these traditions various contemporary developments have ensued.  It provides a 
guide for strains of thought that are key to understanding 20th century intellectual life in many areas. 

Askland, Andrew. “Breaking Up Is Hard to Do: American Exceptionalism and the Transition to a Renewable Energy 
Future.” Notre Dame Journal of Law, Ethics & Public Policy 27, no. 1 (2013): 105-130.

America is currently transitioning from fossil fuels to renewable energy alternatives, but that transition is grudging 
and erratic. This lies in part with the fact that the technologies that enable renewable alternatives are still evolving.  
However, a larger part of the explanation lies with a pervasive failure to acknowledge the inevitability of adopting 
renewable sources for future energy needs.  That failure of recognition is rooted in how the transition to renew-
able energy is framed.  Prosperity and economic growth are linked to fossil fuels by past practices.  That link and 
a complacency reinforced by influential economic actors with vested interests in the fossil fuel economy militate 
against a robust commitment to the advancing alternative energy future.

Baer, Paul. “The Greenhouse Development Rights Framework for Global Burden Sharing: Reflection on Principles 
and Prospects.” Wiley Interdisciplinary Reviews: Climate Change 4, no. 1 (2013): 61-71.

The Greenhouse Development Rights (GDRs) Framework is a proposal for a global climate agreement in which 
the obligations assigned to nations are based on a combination of responsibility (contribution to the problem) and 
capacity (ability to pay).  A key feature of the GDRs framework is that it is modeled on the assignment of a ‘right 
to development’ to individuals, such that individuals with incomes below a ‘development threshold’ are nomi-
nally exempted from obligations to pay for mitigation and adaptation.  Obligations for those ‘over the threshold’ 
are calculated in the same way for rich persons in poor countries and rich persons in rich countries.  As income 
distribution within countries is taken into account and all countries have some wealthy people, all countries have 

Botkin, Daniel. The Moon in the Nautilus Shell: Discordant Harmonies Reconsidered. Oxford: Oxford Univer-
sity Press, 2012.

Why do we keep talking about so many environmental problems and rarely solve any?  If these are scien-
tific issues, then why can’t scientists solve them or at least agree on what to do?  In his new book, The Moon 
in the Nautilus Shell, ecologist Daniel Botkin explains why.  For one thing, although we live in a world of 
constantly changing environments and talk a lot about climate change, most of our environmental laws, 
policies, and scientific premises are based on the idea that the environment is constant, never changing, 
except when people affect it.  For another, we have lost contact with nature in personal ways.  Discon-
nected from our surroundings, we lack the deep understanding and feelings about the environment to 
make meaningful judgments.  The environment has become just another one of those special interests that 
interferes with our lives.



to address the problems associated with climate change, including mitigation and adaptation.  Here, in Part 1, we 
provide a basic outline of justice concepts; we address the characterization of climate change and the associated 
discursive framings; and we discuss the uneven impacts of climate change with a focus on the conceptualization of 
vulnerability.  We suggest that the field of geography has much to offer to the debate on climate justice because of 
its unique understandings of the human-environment relationship based on a longstanding engagement with the 
spatiality and scale of environmental change, the corresponding human impacts, and the conceptual inseparability 
of nature and society.  We identify, across Part 1 and Part 2, the need for a more comprehensive theory of justice to 
inform climate justice considerations - one that pays more attention to linked procedural, recognition, and scalar 
concerns.

Conly, Sarah. Against Autonomy: Justifying Coercive Paternalism. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2013.

Since Mill’s seminal work On Liberty, philosophers and political theorists have accepted that we should respect 
the decisions of individual agents when those decisions affect no one other than themselves.  Indeed, to respect 
autonomy is often understood to be the chief way to bear witness to the intrinsic value of persons.  In this book, 
Sarah Conly rejects the idea of autonomy as inviolable.  Drawing on sources from behavioural economics and 
social psychology, she argues that we are so often irrational in making our decisions that our autonomous choices 
often undercut the achievement of our own goals.  Thus in many cases it would advance our goals more effectively 
if government were to prevent us from acting in accordance with our decisions.  Her argument challenges widely 
held views of moral agency, democratic values and the public/private distinction, and will interest readers in ethics, 
political philosophy, political theory and philosophy of law.

Düwell, Marcus. Bioethics: Methods, Theories, Domains. New York: Routledge, 2013.

This book is a philosophically oriented introduction to bioethics.  It offers the reader an overview of key debates 
in bioethics relevant to various areas including; organ retrieval, stem cell research, justice in healthcare and issues 
in environmental ethics, including issues surrounding food and agriculture.  The book also seeks to go beyond 
simply describing the issues in order to provide the reader with the methodological and theoretical tools for a 
more comprehensive understanding of current bioethical debates.  The aim of the book is to present bioethics as 
an interdisciplinary field, to explore its close relation to other disciplines (such as law, life sciences, theology and 
philosophy), and to discuss the conditions under which bioethics can serve as an academically legitimate discipline 
that is at the same time relevant to society.

Ehrenfeld, John R., and Andrew J. Hoffman. Flourishing: A Frank Conversation About Sustainability. Stanford, CA: 
Stanford Business Books, 2013. 

Flourishing invites you into a conversation between a teacher, John R. Ehrenfeld, and his former student now 
professor, Andrew J. Hoffman, as they discuss how to create a sustainable world.  Unlike virtually all other books 
about sustainability, this one goes beyond the typical stories that we tell ourselves about repairing the environmen-
tal damages of human progress.  Through their dialogue and essays that open each section, the authors uncover 
two core facets of our culture that drive the unsustainable, unsatisfying, and unfair social and economic machines 
that dominate our lives.  First, our collective model of the way the world works cannot cope with the inherent 
complexity of today’s highly connected, high-speed reality.  Second, our understanding of human behavior is 
rooted in this outdated model.  Driven by the old guard, sustainability has become little more than a fashionable 
idea.  As a result, both business and government are following the wrong path—at best applying temporary, less 
unsustainable solutions that will fail to leave future generations in better shape.  To shift the pendulum, this book 
tells a new story, driven by being and caring, as opposed to having and needing, rooted in the beauty of complex-
ity and arguing for the transformative cultural shift that we can make based on our collective wisdom and lived 
experiences.  Then, the authors sketch out the road to a flourishing future, a change in our consumption and a new 
approach to understanding and acting.

Fish, Kenneth. Living Factories: Biotechnology and the Unique Nature of Capitalism. Montréal & Kingston: McGill-
Queen’s University Press, 2013.

Techniques of genetic engineering are changing the role of living things in the production process.  What do these 
cutting edge developments in biotechnology tell us about our relation to nature?  Going beyond the usual focus on 
the ethics and risks surrounding genetically modified organisms, Kenneth Fish takes the emergence of living fac-
tories as an opportunity to revisit fundamental questions concerning the relation between human beings, technol-
ogy, and the natural world.  He examines the coincidence of the living factory metaphor in contemporary accounts 
of biotechnology and in the work of Karl Marx, who described the machine as “a mechanical monster whose body 
fills whole factories, and whose demonic powers ... burst forth in the fast and feverish whirl of its countless work-
ing organs.”  Fish shows that living factories reveal the unique role of capitalism in infusing the forces of nature 
with conscious purpose subordinated to processes of commodification and accumulation, and that they give a new 
meaning, and urgency, to the liberation of the forces of production from the fetters of capital.

Grober, Ulrich. Sustainability: A Cultural History. Devon, UK: Green Books, 2012.

From diets to economic growth, everything these days has to be sustainable.  Ulrich Grober reassesses the concept 
of sustainability using a range of fascinating historical instances of its application.  He considers the vision of men 
such as Hans Carl von Carlowitz, credited with having first formulated the three pillars of sustainability: environ-
mental equilibrium, economic security, and social justice.  The journey takes in Francis of Assisi’s 13th-century 
Canticle of the Sun, as well as Greek philosophers and Enlightenment scholars.  Grober reveals that sustainability, 
whether in the court of Louis XIV or the silver mines of Saxony, is always born of crisis and yet also marks the birth 
of a new awareness, a realization that the planet we live on has to be sustained and preserved for future generations.  
This book offers a historically nuanced introduction to a concept that could not be of more pressing importance 
for the 21st century.

Heberlein, Thomas A. Navigating Environmental Attitudes. New York: Oxford University Press, 2012.

Solving environmental problems requires a scientific understanding of public attitudes.  Like rocks in a swollen 
river, attitudes often lie beneath the surface—hard to see, and even harder to move or change. In Navigating Envi-
ronmental Attitudes, Thomas Heberlein helps us read the water and negotiate its hidden obstacles, explaining what 
attitudes are, how they change and influence behavior.  Rather than necessarily trying to change public attitudes, 
we need to design solutions and policies with them in mind.  He illustrates these points by tracing the attitudes of 
the well-known environmentalist Aldo Leopold, while tying social psychology to real-world behaviors throughout 
the book.

Heller, Michael. “The Tragedy of the Anticommons: A Concise Introduction and Lexicon.” The Modern Law Review 
76, no. 1 (2013): 6-25. 

This article gives a concise introduction to the ‘tragedy of the anticommons.’  The anticommons thesis is simple: 
when too many people own pieces of one thing, nobody can use it.  Usually, private ownership creates wealth.  
But too much ownership has the opposite effect - it leads to wasteful underuse.  This is a free market paradox that 
shows up all across the global economy.  If too many owners control a single resource, cooperation breaks down, 
wealth disappears, and everybody loses.  Conceptually, underuse in an anticommons mirrors the familiar prob-
lem of overuse in a ‘tragedy of the commons.’  The field of anticommons studies is now well-established.  Over a 
thousand scholars have detailed examples from across the innovation frontier, including drug patenting, telecom 
licensing, climate change, compulsory land purchase, oil field unitisation, music and art copyright, and post-
socialist economic transition.  Fixing anticommons tragedy is a key challenge for any legal system committed to 
innovation and economic growth.
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Johnston, Connie L. “Geography, Science, and Subjectivity: Farm Animal Welfare in the United States and Europe.” 
Geography Compass 7, no. 2 (2013): 139-148.

In the US and Europe, factory farm animal welfare has become a matter of significant public concern, leading to 
increased scientific research on animal welfare in order to guide public policy.  In both locations, scientific opinion 
is growing that farm animals’ welfare is directly related to their capacities for subjective experiences and, as a re-
sult, increased research is on cognition, behavior, and emotions.  The geography of science and animal geography 
literatures have broadly examined, respectively but with overlap, the social construction of scientific knowledge 
and ideas about animal subjectivity.  This article argues that these literatures should be further employed to better 
understand the current construction and social negotiation of the concept of farm animal welfare in Europe and 
particularly in the US, specifically through the exploration of three significant spaces of knowledge production: 
the geopolitical environments of the US and Europe, the particular scientific research spaces, and animal spaces or 
the “locations” of their subjectivity.

Keith, David W. A Case for Climate Engineering. Cambridge, MA: The MIT Press, 2013.

Climate engineering has emerged in recent years as an extremely controversial technology.  And for good reason: 
it carries unknown risks and it may undermine commitments to conserving energy . Some critics also view it as 
an immoral human breach of the natural world.  The latter objection, David Keith argues in A Scientist’s Case for 
Climate Engineering, is groundless; we have been using technology to alter our environment for years.  But he 
agrees that there are large issues at stake.  Keith offers no naïve proposal for an easy fix to what is perhaps the most 
challenging question of our time; climate engineering is no silver bullet.  But he argues that after decades during 
which very little progress has been made in reducing carbon emissions we must put this technology on the table 
and consider it responsibly.

Kilcup, Karen L. Fallen Forests: Emotion, Embodiment, and Ethics in American Women’s Environmental Writing, 1781-
1924. Athens, GA: University of Georgia Press, 2013.

Illuminating the foundations for contemporary women’s environmental writing, Fallen Forests shows how nine-
teenth-century predecessors marshaled powerful affective, ethical, and spiritual resources to chastise, educate, and 
motivate readers to engage in positive social change.  It contributes to scholarship in American women’s writing, 
ecofeminism, ecocriticism, and feminist rhetoric, expanding the literary, historical, and theoretical grounds for some 

of today’s most pressing environmental debates.  Karen L. Kilcup rejects prior critical emphases on sentimentalism 
to show how women writers have drawn on their literary emotional intelligence to raise readers’ consciousness about 
social and environmental issues. She also critiques ecocriticism’s idealizing tendency, which has elided women’s com-
plicity in agendas that depart from today’s environmental orthodoxies.

Kopnina, Helen. “Evaluating Education for Sustainable Development (ESD): Using Ecocentric and Anthropocentric 
Attitudes Toward the Sustainable Development (EAATSD) Scale.” Environment, Development and Sustainability 15, 
no. 3 (2013): 607-623. 

With the emergence of education for sustainable development (ESD), robust literature on ethics and ESD has 
emerged; however, ecocentric perspective developed within environmental ethics is marginalized in current ESDe-
bate.  The questions discussed in this article are as follows: Why is the distinction between anthropocentric and 
ecocentric view of environment salient to ESD?  How can this distinction be operationalized and measured?  Until 
now, little has been done to address complement quantitative studies of environmental attitudes by qualitative 
studies, exploring the sociocultural context in which ecocentric or anthropocentric attitudes are being formed.  
Neither of existing scales engaged with the interface between environmental ethics and sustainable development.  
This article will discuss ESD in the context of environmental ethics and present the results of the case study con-
ducted with the Dutch Bachelor-level students.  Results of qualitative evaluation of the scale measuring ecocentric 
and anthropocentric attitudes will be presented, and the new Ecocentric and Anthropocentric Attitudes toward 
the Sustainable Development (EAATSD) scale will be proposed.

Kronlid, David O., and Johan Öhman. “An Environmental Ethical Conceptual Framework for Research on Sustain-
ability and Environmental Education.” Environmental Education Research 19, no. 1 (2013): 21-44.

This article suggests that environmental ethics can have great relevance for environmental ethical content analyses 
in environmental education and education for sustainable development research.  It is based on a critique that 
existing educational research does not reflect the variety of environmental ethical theories.  Accordingly, we suggest 
an alternative and more nuanced environmental ethical conceptual framework divided into Value-oriented Envi-
ronmental Ethics and Relation-oriented Environmental Ethics and present two pragmatic schedules for analyses of 
the value and relation contents of e.g. classroom conversations, textbooks and policy documents.  This framework 
draws on a comparative reading of some 30 key books and 20 key articles in academic journals in the field of en-
vironmental philosophy and reflects main traits in environmental ethics from the early 1970s to the present day.

Lanzerath, Dirk, and Minou Bernadette Friele. Concepts and Values in Biodiversity. New York : Routledge, 2014.

Comprised of three parts, each complemented by a short introductory paragraph, this collection presents a variety 
of approaches to the challenge of conserving an existing situation, evolutionary development, or the intentional 
substitution of one genome, species or ecosystem for another.  The chapters cover the perspectives of environmen-
tal scientists with expertise in evolutionary, environmental biology, systematic zoology and botany, as well as those 
of researchers with expertise in philosophy, ethics, politics, law and economics. This combination facilitates a truly 
interdisciplinary debate by highlighting hitherto unacknowledged implications that inform current academic and 
political debates on biodiversity and its protection.  The book should be of interest to students and researchers of 
environment studies, biodiversity, environmental philosophy, ethics and management. 

MacKinnon, J. B. The Once and Future World: Nature As It Was, As It Is, As It Could Be. Boston: Houghton Mifflin 
Harcourt, 2013.

Many people believe that only an ecological catastrophe will change humanity’s troubled relationship with the 
natural world.  In fact, as J.B. MacKinnon argues in this unorthodox look at the disappearing wilderness, we are 
living in the midst of a disaster thousands of years in the making—and we hardly notice it.  We have forgotten 

Henning, Brian G., and Adam Christian Scarfe (eds.). Beyond Mechanism: Putting Life Back into Biology. 
Lanham, MD: Lexington Books, 2013. 

It has been said that new discoveries and developments in the human, social, and natural sciences hang 
“in the air” (Bowler, 1983; 2008) prior to their consummation.  While neo-Darwinist biology has been 
powerfully served by its mechanistic metaphysic and a reductionist methodology in which living organ-
isms are considered machines, many of the chapters in this volume place this paradigm into question.  
Pairing scientists and philosophers together, this volume explores what might be termed “the New Fron-
tiers” of biology, namely contemporary areas of research that appear to call an updating, a supplementa-
tion, or a relaxation of some of the main tenets of the Modern Synthesis.  Such areas of investigation 
include: Emergence Theory, Systems Biology, Biosemiotics, Homeostasis, Symbiogenesis, Niche Con-
struction, the Theory of Organic Selection (also known as “the Baldwin Effect”), Self-Organization and 
Teleodynamics, as well as Epigenetics.
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what nature can be and adapted to a diminished world of our own making.  In The Once and Future World, MacK-
innon invites us to remember nature as it was, to reconnect to nature in a meaningful way, and to remake a wilder 
world everywhere.  He goes looking for landscapes untouched by human hands.

Maple, Terry L., and Bonnie M. Perdue. Zoo Animal Welfare. New York : Springer, 2013.

Zoo Animal Welfare thoroughly reviews the scientific literature on the welfare of zoo and aquarium animals.  The 
authors’ academic training in the interdisciplinary field of psychobiology provides a unique perspective for evaluat-
ing the ethics, practices, and standards of modern zoos and aquariums.  The book offers a blueprint for the imple-
mentation of welfare measures and an objective rationale for their widespread use.  The authors speak directly to 
caretakers working on the front lines of zoo management, and to the decision-makers responsible for elevating the 
priority of animal welfare in their respective zoo.  In great detail, Maple and Perdue demonstrate how zoos and 
aquariums can be designed to achieve optimal standards of welfare and wellness.

Meine, Curt. “Conservation Movement, Historical.” In Encyclopedia of Biodiversity, by Simon A. Levin (ed.), 278-
288. Waltham, MA: Academic Press, 2013.

Modern efforts to conserve biodiversity have their foundations in older traditions of resource management and na-
ture protection.  This article traces the history of the conservation movement, focusing on events and patterns that 
led to the emergence of biodiversity conservation from earlier utilitarian and preservation-oriented approaches.  
The evolution of the movement reflects the dynamic interplay of conservation science, philosophy, policy, and 
practice in achieving goals that have themselves been subject to change.  Because the conservation movement con-
tinues to redefine itself, this article concludes with a consideration of key themes from recent history.

McDonough, William, and Michael Braungart. The Upcycle: Beyond Sustainability - Designing for Abundance. New 
York: North Point Press, 2013. 

The Upcycle is the follow-up to Cradle to Cradle.  Drawing on the lessons gained from 10 years of putting the Cradle 
to Cradle concept into practice, William McDonough and Michael Braungart envision the next step in the solu-
tion to our ecological crisis: We don’t just use or reuse resources with greater effectiveness, we actually improve the 
world as we live, create, and build.  Instead of protecting the planet from human impact, why not redesign our 
activity to improve the environment? We can have a beneficial footprint. Abundance for all.  The goal is within 
our reach.

Noblet, Caroline L., Mark Anderson, and Mario F. Teisl. “An Empirical Test of Anchoring the NEP Scale in Envi-
ronmental Ethics.” Environmental Education Research 19, no. 4 (2013): 540-551.

Some argue that the new ecological paradigm (NEP) scale is incomplete and does not adequately reflect contem-
porary debates in environmental ethics.  We focus on one specific shortcoming of the NEP, its lack of an item to 
reflect an ecocentric viewpoint.  To test this concern, we administered the NEP to three different audiences and 
included one additional item to capture an ecocentric perspective.  The empirical tests were designed to determine 
whether the addition of such an item changed results in a meaningful way.  We find evidence that NEP may al-
ready capture ecocentric viewpoints, but our investigation leads us to question the validity and reliability of the 
NEP in capturing ecological worldview.

Purdy, Jedediah. “Our Place in the World: A New Relationship for Environmental Ethics and Law.” Duke Law Jour-
nal 62, no. 4 (2013): 857-932.

Forty years ago, at the birth of environmental law, both legal and philosophical luminaries assumed that the new 
field would be closely connected with environmental ethics.  Instead, the two grew dramatically apart.  This article 

diagnoses that divorce and proposes a rapprochement.  Environmental law has always grown through changes in 
public values; for this and other reasons, it cannot do so without ethics.  Law and ethics are most relevant to each 
other when there are large open questions in environmental politics: lawmakers act only when some ethical clarity 
arises; but law can itself assist in that ethical development.  This process is true now in a set of emerging issues: the 
law of food systems, animal rights, and climate change.  This article draws on philosophy, history, and psychol-
ogy to develop an account of the ethical changes that might emerge from each of these issues, and proposes legal 
reforms to foster that ethical development.

Sanderson, Eric W. Terra Nova: The New World After Oil, Cars, and Suburbs. New York: Abrams Books, 2013.

Many experts agree that energy is the defining issue of this century.  Economic recessions, foreign wars, and 
foreclosures are only a few of the results of America’s dependence on oil. In Terra Nova, ecologist Eric Sanderson 
elucidates the interconnections between oil and money, cars and transportation, and suburbs and land use.  He 
then charts a path toward renewed economic growth, enhanced national security, revitalized communities, and a 
sustainable environment: a new form of the American Dream.  Taking a cross-disciplinary, accessible approach, 
Sanderson delves into natural history, architecture, chemistry, and politics, to show how the American relationship 
to nature shaped our past and predicates our future.  Illustrated throughout with maps, charts, and infographics, 
the book suggests how we achieve a better world through a self-reinforcing cycle of tax reform, retrofitted towns 
and cities, bicycles and streetcars, and investment in renewable energy.

Shackelford, Nancy, Richard J. Hobbs, Joanna M. Burgar, et al. “Primed for Change: Developing Ecological Res-
toration for the 21st Century.” Restoration Ecology 21, no. 3 (2013): 297-304. 

Restoration is a young and swiftly developing field.  It has been almost a decade since the inception of one of the 
field’s foundational documents—the Society for Ecological Restoration International Primer on Ecological Resto-
ration (Primer).  Through a series of organized discussions, we assessed the Primer for its currency and relevance in 
the modern field of ecological restoration.  We focused our assessment on the section entitled “The Nine Attributes 
of a Restored Ecosystem” and grouped each of the attributes into one of four categories: species composition, eco-
system function, ecosystem stability, and landscape context.  We found that in the decade since the document’s in-
ception, the concepts, methods, goals, and thinking of ecological restoration have shifted significantly.  We discuss 
each of the four categories in this light with the aim of offering comments and suggestions on options for updating 

Raymond, Christopher M., Gerald G. Singh, Karina Benessaiah, et al. “Ecosystem Services and Beyond: 
Using Multiple Metaphors to Understand Human-Environment Relationships.” BioScience 63, no. 7 (2013): 
536-546. 

Ecosystem services research has been focused on the ways that humans directly benefit from goods and 
services, and economic valuation techniques have been used to measure those benefits.  We argue that, 
although it is appropriate in some cases, this focus on direct use and economic quantification is often 
limiting and can detract from environmental research and effective management, in part by crowding out 
other understandings of human—environment relationships.  Instead, we make the case that the system-
atic consideration of multiple metaphors of such relationships in assessing social—ecological systems will 
foster better understanding of the many ways in which humans relate to, care for, and value ecosystems.  
Where it is possible, we encourage a deliberative approach to ecosystem management whereby ecosystem 
researchers actively engage conservationists and local resource users to make explicit, through open delib-
eration, the types of metaphors salient to their conservation problem.
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the Primer.  We also include a fifth category that we believe is increasingly acknowledged in ecological restoration: 
the human element.  The Primer is an important document guiding the practice of restoration.  We hope that this 
critical assessment contributes to its ongoing development and relevance and more generally to the development 
of restoration ecology, particularly in our current era of rapid environmental change.

Seymour, Nicole. Strange Natures: Futurity, Empathy, and the Queer Ecological Imagination. Urbana, ILL: University 
of Illinois Press, 2013.

In Strange Natures, Nicole Seymour investigates the ways in which queer fictions offer insight on environmental 
issues through their performance of a queer understanding of nature, the nonhuman, and environmental degrada-
tion.  By drawing upon queer theory and ecocriticism, Seymour examines how queer fictions extend their critique 
of “natural” categories of gender and sexuality to the nonhuman natural world, thus constructing a queer envi-
ronmentalism.  Seymour’s analyses illustrate how homophobia, classism, racism, sexism, and xenophobia inform 
dominant views of the environment and help to justify its exploitation.  Calling for a queer environmental ethics, 
she delineates the discourses that have worked to prevent such an ethics and argues for a concept of queerness that 
is attuned to environmentalism’s urgent futurity, and an environmentalism that is attuned to queer sensibilities.

Taylor, Robert W. (ed.). Taking Sides: Clashing Views in Sustainability. 2nd ed. New York: McGraw-Hill, 2014. 

Taking Sides volumes present current controversial issues in a debate-style format designed to stimulate student interest 
and develop critical thinking skills.  Each issue is thoughtfully framed with Learning Outcomes, an Issue Summary, 
an Introduction, and an Exploring the Issue section featuring Critical Thinking and Reflection, Is There Common 
Ground?, and Additional Resources. Taking Sides readers also offer a Topic Guide and an annotated listing of Internet 
References for further consideration of the issues.  An online Instructor’s Resource Guide with testing material is avail-
able for each volume.  Using Taking Sides in the Classroom is also an excellent instructor resource.  Visit www.mhhe.
com/takingsides  for more details.

Weisman, Alan. Countdown: Our Last, Best Hope for a Future on Earth? New York: Little, Brown and Company, 2013.

In his bestselling book The World Without Us, Alan Weisman considered how the Earth could heal and even refill 
empty niches if relieved of humanity’s constant pressures.  But with a million more of us every 4 ½ days on a 
planet that’s not getting any bigger, and with our exhaust overheating the atmosphere and altering the chemistry 
of the oceans, prospects for a sustainable human future seem ever more in doubt.  For this follow-up book, Weis-
man traveled to more than 20 countries to ask what experts agreed were probably the most important questions 
on Earth—and also the hardest: How many humans can the planet hold without capsizing?  How robust must 
the Earth’s ecosystem be to assure our continued existence?  Can we know which other species are essential to our 
survival?  And, how might we actually arrive at a stable, optimum population, and design an economy to allow 
genuine prosperity without endless growth?

Wood, Mary Christina. Nature’s Trust: Environmental Law for a New Ecological Age. New York: Cambridge University 
Press, 2013.

Environmental law has failed us all.  As ecosystems collapse across the globe and the climate crisis intensifies, envi-
ronmental agencies worldwide use their authority to permit the very harm that they are supposed to prevent.  This 
book exposes what is wrong with environmental law and offers transformational change based on the public trust 
doctrine.  An ancient and enduring principle, the trust doctrine asserts public property rights to crucial resources.  
Its core logic compels government, as trustee, to protect natural inheritance such as air and water for all humanity.  
Propelled by populist impulses and democratic imperatives, the public trust surfaces at epic times in history as a 
manifest human right.  But until now it has lacked the precision necessary for citizens, government employees, leg-
islators, and judges to fully safeguard the natural resources we rely on for survival and prosperity.

Worthy, Kenneth. Invisible Nature: Healing the Destructive Divide between People and the Environment. Amherst, New 
York: Prometheus Books, 2013.

Amidst all the wondrous luxuries of the modern world—smartphones, fast intercontinental travel, Internet mov-
ies, fully stocked refrigerators—lies an unnerving fact that may be even more disturbing than all the environmental 
and social costs of our lifestyles.  The fragmentations of our modern lives, our disconnections from nature and from 
the consequences of our actions, make it difficult to follow our own values and ethics, so we can no longer be truly 
ethical beings.  When we buy a computer or a hamburger, our impacts ripple across the globe, and, dissociated 
from them, we can’t quite respond.  Our personal and professional choices result in damages ranging from radio-
active landscapes to disappearing rainforests, but we can’t quite see how.  Environmental scholar Kenneth Worthy 
traces the broken pathways between consumers and clean-room worker illnesses, superfund sites in Silicon Valley, 
and massively contaminated landscapes in rural Asian villages.  His psychologically based explanation confirms 
that our disconnections make us more destructive and that we must bear witness to nature and our consequences.

Multimedia

Moyers & Company. A Mother Fights Toxic Trespassers. New York, NY: Films Media Group, 2013. DVD (54.36 min.).

In this edition of Moyers & Company, biologist, mother, and activist Sandra Steingraber joins Bill Moyers to 
explain why she was willing to go to jail for blocking access to the construction of a storage and transportation 
facility involved in the controversial process of fracking.  Steingraber has become internationally known for build-
ing awareness about the “toxic trespassers” she says are contaminating our air, water, and food-and threatening our 
children’s health.  With government ensnared by the very industries it’s supposed to regulate, Steingraber has lost 
patience with politicians and corporations but says our kids need to know that “mom is on the job” of preventing 
destruction to the environment.  Also on the show, Bill presents the short documentary Dance of the Honey Bee, 
narrated by author Bill McKibben, which looks at threats these crucial pollinators face from a rapidly changing 
landscape.

Rolston, Holmes III. Rediscovering, Rethinking Green Fire. Orem, Utah: Utah Valley University, 2013. Streaming 
Video (49 min.).

Aldo Leopold shot a wolf a hundred years ago, the most iconic wolf kill in conservation history.  He recalled the 
“green fire” in her dying eyes, metaphor and symbol, and his “thinking like a mountain,” when launching his land 
ethic, on a moral frontier.  Leopold is reconsidered, searching for an Earth ethics for the new millennium, think-
ing like a planet.

TEDx DeExtinction. TEDx DeExtinction: Friday, March 15, 2013. Washington DC, Grosvenor Auditorium, Na-
tional Geographic Headquarters, 2013.

A day-long conference to showcase the prospects of bringing extinct species back to life, along with a discussion of the 
ethical issues that will raise.  TEDxDeExtinction is a TEDx event that explores a bold topic: reviving extinct species 
and re-introducing them to the wild. Can it be done responsibly?  Should it be done at all?  The full-day conference 
brings together a range of speakers to dive into the emerging idea of de-extinction.

http://www.mhhe.com/takingsides
http://www.mhhe.com/takingsides
http://billmoyers.com/segment/sandra-steingrabers-war-on-toxic-trespassers/
http://cope.colostate.edu/1ois/cla/Green-Fire-Reconsidered.wmv
http://longnow.org/revive/tedxdeextinction
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Membership and Dues Form

Please enroll me as a member of the International Society for Environmental Ethics.
Annual regular dues are: $35 Regular Membership, $20 Student Membership.  Members outside the United 
States should send the equivalent of US dollars, based on current exchange rates.
Enclosed are dues: ________.

Name and Affiliation:____________________________________________________________
Address (Include Postal Code):_____________________________________________________
_____________________________________________________________________________
_____________________________________________________________________________
_____________________________________________________________________________
_____________________________________________________________________________
Phone: (______) ______________________
Fax: (_______)________________________
Email Address:_________________________________________________________________

ISEE now distributes the Newsletter electronically. Send with payment to: 
Allen Thompson, Department of Philosophy, Oregon State University, 102C Hovland Hall, 
Corvallis, OR, 97331-3902 USA.  Or become a member or renew memberships using PayPal 
from the membership page of the ISEE website by using a credit card.

http://enviroethics.org/membership-dues/
http://www.iseethics.org
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