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sons. But they may well accept 2 different set of
points which, to me, has roughly the same meaning,
in which casc 1 shall call them supporters of the
deep ecology movement, but add that they think
they disagree (maybe Henryk Skolimowski is an ex-
ample of the latter). The eight points are:

1. The well-being and fourishing of human
and nonhuman life on earth have value in
themselves (synonyms: intrinsic value,
inherent worth). These values are inde-
pendent of the usefulness of the non-human
world for human purposes.

2. Richness and diversity of life forms
contribute to the realization of these values
and are also values in themselves.

3. Humans have no right to reduce this richness
and diversity except to satisfy vital needs.

4. [The flourishing of human life and cultures is
compatible with a substantially smaller human
population. The flourishing of nonhuman life
nequires a smaller human population.

5. Present human interference with the
nonhuman world is excessive, and the
situation is rapidly worsening,

6.- Policies must therefore be changed. These
policies affect basic economic, technolog-
ical, and ideological structures. The
resulting state of affairs will be deeply
different from the present.

7. The ideological change will be mainly that of
appreciating life quality {dwelling in situa-
tions of inherent value) rather than adhering
to an increasingly higher standard of living,
There will be a profound awarencss of the
difference between bigness and greatness.

8. Those who subscribe to the foregoing points
have an obligation directly or indirectly to
try to implement the necessary changes.

Comments on the Eight Points
of the Platform

RE (1): This formulation refers 1o the biosphere, or
more professionally 1o the ecosphere as a whole
(this is also referred to as “ecocentrism”). This in-

Padilron

cludes individuals, species, populations, l‘l‘abi;}.}t“.;‘s
well as human and nonhuman cultures. Given our
current knowledge of all-pervasive intimate rela- -
tionships, this implies a fundamental concern and
respect.

The term “life” is used here in 2 more compre-
hensive nontechnical way also to refer to what biol-
ogists classify as “nonliving™: rivers (watersheds),
landscapes, ecosystems. For supporters of deep
ecology, slogans such as “let the river live” illustrate
this broader usage so common in many cultures.

Inherent vatue, as used in (1), is common in
deep ecology literature (€.g. “The presence of in-

herent value in a natural object is independent of
any awareness, interest, or appreciation of it by any
conscious being™).®

RE (2): The so-called simple, lower, or primitive
species of plants and animals contribute essentially
to the richness and diversity of life. They have value )
in themselves and are not merely steps toward the
socalled higher or rational life forms. The second
principle presupposes that life itself, as a process
over evolutionary time, implies an increase of di-
versity and richness.

Complexity, as referred to here, is different from
complication. For example, urban life may be more
complicated than life in a natural seiting without
being more complex in the sense of multifaceted
quality.

RE (3): The term “vital need" is deliberately left
vague to allow for co nsiderable latitude in judgment.
Differences in climate and related factors, together
with differences in the structures of societies as they
now exist, need to be taken into consideration.

RE (4): People in the materially richest’countries
cannot be expected to reduce their excessive inter-
ference with the nonhuman world overnight. The
stabilization and reduction of the human popula-
tion will take time. Hundreds of years! Interim
strategies need to be developed. But in no way does
this excuse the present complacency. The extreme
seriousness of our current situation must first be re-
alized. And the longer we wait to make the neces-
sary changes, the more drastic will be the measures

needed. Until deep changes are made, substantial
decreases in richness and diversity are liable to oc-
cur: the rate of extinction of species will be ten to
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