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Environmental Philosophy is one of branch of Philosophy which is concerned with the 
natural environment and human's place within it. This philosophy includes environmental 
ethics, environmental aesthetics, eco- feminism, and so on. Environmental Philosophy is 
considers extending the traditional boundaries of ethics from including humans to 
including the non human world. There are mainly two ethical standpoints about our 
environment, named by- anthropocentric and eco- centric or non- anthropocentric. 
Anthropocentric  literally meant by, ‘human centeredness' and in one sense all ethics  
must be considered anthropocentric, on the other hand, non anthropocentric ethics grants 
the moral standing to such natural objects as animals, plants, and landscapes. So, my aim 
of this paper consists of two parts, in the first  part I want to present for the environment 
crisis, the nature is responsible about anthropocentrism and in the second part, we need to 
develop deep ecology as an eco centric perspective. 

KEYWORDS - Environmental ethics, Anthropocentrism, Deep ecology, Non- 
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Introduction: 

We all people are sometime using the word “environment”. This word synonymous with 
habitat, territory, domain, surroundings, home, abode, circumstances etc. We are 
arrounding by some sorts of environment.  It can be living or nonliving. Environment 
always includes natural forces as well as chemical forces. Those things nonstop 
interacting with each other. We all are very familiar with environment.  So, we see that 
environment is that which is the objects, status, circumstances or conditions by which one 
is surrounded. 

Now, let's talk about environmental philosophy. Environmental philosophy is a branch of 
philosophy which also attached with the natural environment and humans' place within it.  
This philosophy is also our relation, as a person to environment or our natural 
surrounding. This philosophy maintains our own understandings of environment and our 
thought or perspective of nature's value and designation, it investigates how we are to 
stand and cooperate with nature. 

Next comes to the environmental ethics. Ethics has so many parts. This type of ethics 
helps to explore human's good and ethical duties towards the nature or environment.  In 
the environmental ethics, a man's value becomes a factor. Every individual is surrounded 
by a kind of value and this values are also helps or to use appraise events and actions.  

 

Abstract 
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Objectives: 

My aim of this paper first  of all, we all are facing a kind of environmental problem 
regarding the view of Anthropocentric, and this view concerning nature is responsible for 
environmental crisis. Secondly, we can find a good environment from the deep ecology 
as an eco centric perspective is another way of moral point of view. In following sections 
I am going to reflects anthropocentric view as an moral or ethical view point for 
environment and its boundary and then I have tried to explain deep ecology as an eco 
centric perspective is another way of moral view point for a wonderful environment. 

Anthropocentric view as an moral view point for environment : 

Environmental ethics has two parts: anthropocentric and non-anthropocentric.  Some eco 
philosophers have tried to explain that our duties of natural environment,  just like which 
is the best understood with respect to the liabilities that which we cannot repay to other 
peoples. Anthropocentric ethics concerns that only peoples have own ethical value. Non 
anthropocentric ethics reflects an ethical view to such spontaneous objects as mammals, 
trees, landscapes. Non anthropocentrism needs an extension of standard moral principles.  
So, the two points is very important: 

• There is a serious flaw in anthropocentric philosophy. The approaches of 
Anthropocentrism based on two things. One is, particular scientific and 
reductionist worldwide views and the second one is a formative worldview.  

• Anthropocentrism claims are also inadequate in the consciousness that those are 
flourished on anthropocentrism at arm's range or  decorated anthropocentrism,  
that is they are as well as scientistic and reductionist.  

Anthropocentric view of nature is sheltered or protected by so many philosophers, 
Aristotle , Kant , Judaic-Christian religious tradition.   

Kant  has explained that moral consideration supported only by human beings. He 
accepts rationality has intrinsic value. In an article Kantian Look at Climate Change, 
Casey Rentmeester has explained that: the topic of climate change regarding 
environmental philosophy is surrounded by several elements of uncertainty. Kant argued 
that the basic principles of ethics are a standard of rationality that he uttered “Categorical 
Imperative”.  According to Kant, in his book Lectures on Ethics, inhumanity towards a 
non human animal is like technical.  Kant accepted that only human or rational beings 
subscribe the intrinsic good of the human universe. So that the beings, which are not 
rational they have no straight contribution for the rational world. So, Kant, it is morally 
right to use non human beings as a means to the end of realizing the rational universe. 

On the otherhand Aristotle , in his very famous book Politics, have tried to explain that 
all things of environment are formed specifically for masculine, and so that the value of 
non human beings in the local environment is absolutely mechanical. Since this 
viewpoint is the only man considered to be ethical, therefore it is called anthropocentric 
aspect. People's interests are moral here Center of consideration the environmental ethics 
that emerged from this perspective is called the Anthropocentric Ethics or Ethnocentrism. 
Many did not accept this policy as proper ethics. Humanitarianism has debuted in the 
field of environmental policy. Sometimes he has been called 'management ethics' or 
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management ethics. The nature has been seen as an instrument for our being executed 
here, which we should exercise with our own wisely. The environment policy, which has 
been called here, has virtually become the ethics for the use of the environment. This 
national ethics wants to know that the natural environment should be used in such a way 
that the quality of human life improves. It is noteworthy that in this national policy 
nothing other than human life and human interest is valuable. However, the moral 
position or value of all other substances in the proper environment policy is accepted. 

Then, the Judeo Christian admits the excellence of rational beings over all other forms 
of life on the world, so this tradition inspires rational beings to over absorb the 
environment.  Hence, they can take advantage of all thing else without any type of 
misconceptions.  

If we look, we can see in the Holy Bible: ‘God created man in his own image, in the 
image of God created him; male and female created he them.’ God blessed all and God 
said above them, ‘be faithful, and multiply, and replenish the earth, and subdue it, and 
have dominion over fish of the sea, and over fowl of the air, and over every living thing 
that moveth upon the earth.’(Genesis 1:27-8, quoted from Peter Singer, Practical Ethics, 
p.266). 

The Anthrocentrism environment is accepted to be answerable for provide environmental 
crisis, like global warming, ozone inanition, alter the climate, destroy of biodiversity, and 
water deficiency.  For example: global warming and less absorption of carbon dioxide 
commands to more and more greenhouse gases trapped in the whole surroundings. Most 
of the contemporary thinkers have stated that anthropocentric conception of environment 
is the abstract cause of the environmental problem.  

There are going to show some ethical or moral thinker, who eco centric moral standpoint 
about environment, provide some arguments against anthropocentrism which are to be 
listed in the following: 

1.Anthropocentric view is not behavioral acceptable theory. Every type of human kind is 
facing some kind of natural problem like, ozone depletion, global warming, destroy of 
bio diversity,  water deficiency etc as the effect of the following this theory. It motivates 
human beings in technique to be possesive utilitarian, selfish, which ultimately supports 
to authorise consumerism and individualism. 

2. This theory upholds the pollution of environment and resource shortage on a universal 
scale. 

3. The philosophical foundation of anthropocentrism is so much of ailing. We can 
presuppose a distinction between humans and animals. The philosophical foundation of 
this type of prolepsis is the Cartesian dualism and traditional mechanism, which accepts 
ultimate object and subject distribution.  But some language or analytical philosopher like 
P. F. Strawson, Gilbert Ryle, they have argued or opposed the Cartesian theory. 
However, in the modern science proved that object and subject distribution are only a 
half truth and the accumulation and interaction between rational and environment are 
more basic. For example: the great thinker Mr. Peter Farb identifies that scientists have 
now accepted that there is no diversion between a animals or humans. Some rational 
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animal have also resulted a great communication building,  others are efficient to practice 
and commit tools, identify the problems, learn the next generation,  and live problematic 
natural association and occupied aesthetic sensation, cognition etc. So, that any 
distinction between rational and irrational is only of degree. 

4. Since this viewpoint is the only man considered to be ethical, therefore it is called 
anthropocentric aspect. People's interests are moral here Center of consideration the 
environmental ethics that emerged from this perspective is called the Anthropocentric 
Ethics or Ethnocentrism. Many did not accept this policy as proper ethics. 
Humanitarianism has debuted in the field of environmental policy. Sometimes he has 
been called 'management ethics' or management ethics. The nature has been seen as an 
instrument for our being executed here, which we should exercise with our own wisely. 
The environment policy, which has been called here, has virtually become the ethics for 
the use of the environment. This national ethics wants to know that the natural 
environment should be used in such a way that the quality of human life improves. It is 
noteworthy that in this national policy nothing other than human life and human interest 
is valuable.  

The deep ecology as an eco centric perspective is an another way of moral point of 
view: 

 The book "A Sand County Almanac", published in 1949, about the theology of Aldo 
Leopold. Since then, since 1970, environmental scientists have started a new ecosystem 
approach. As a result, a movement started in the center of the environment called deep 
and holistic ecological movement. The name of Arne Naess - specifically associated with 
this movement - is particularly related. 

Naess first distinguishes between deep and shallow outlook. The two aspects of this 
perspective seem to bother about Bastu. Naess, who is described as shallow ecology, is 
mainly motivated by the thoughts of human welfare. So this movement was protested 
against the destruction of pollution and natural resources. Oblivion preservation is 
certainly the purpose of this shallow movement. Yet, it is undeniable that this 
mindfulness towards Bastu is completely humanitarian (anthropocentric). Because, the 
protection of humanity is behind the protection of humanitarian interests is present. a 
good environment from the deep ecology as an eco centric perspective is an another way 
of moral point of view. For example, it has been said to keep the water free of pollution 
because we can drink pure water in its call.  

Naess, who is called 'deep ecology', is deep because he has tried to know the reasons for 
environmental problems here. It is necessary to remove the reason for removing Rag's 
symptom. The shallow ecology has mentioned pollution and miscarriage and expressed 
concerns about this, but did not investigate its human and social factors.  

Deep ecology thinks that the reasons for the contemporary environmental crisis lie in a 
philosophical crisis. The crisis can be overcome by the final change in our philosophical 
outlook. This change is the personal and cultural and ideological changes of the people; 
That is, environmental ethics basically expects changes in our prices. There is no need for 
any new restrictions for this change. Rather, he is called reawakening of something very 
old - in ancient thought that the world has repeatedly been acknowledged in the world. 
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The  ecological consciousness,  in the end, a new worldview was born, which is called 
"eco – philosophy”. 

Naess and George Sessions have mentioned some principles or principles in deep 
ecology:  

(1) The welfare and development of people and other animals in the world has its own 
value. The value of a man's life has not been given to the people. 

 (2) Diversity and perfection of life help to realize this value. 

 (3) No right to impair this void except for the necessity of life. There is no man. Manna's 
interference has become unlimited.  

(4) In this situation human interference in the world of man is being deteriorated and 
gradually deteriorating.  

(5) With the prosperity of human life, the population has decreased. And for the 
prosperity of the world, poor population decreases.  

(6) It is necessary to improve the life and economic and ideological changes in need.  

(7) Ideological changes can lead to qualitative changes, not only promote quality of life. 

There have been many complaints against deep ecology:  

First, humans, beasts, grass etc. can be part of the same world. But it is not proved that all 
of them have equal value. We can remember that every creature has a role in this great 
ecosystem; the existence of other creatures depends on each organism.  The value of a 
person depends on the value of the whole, although it is also true that the value of the 
whole person depends on the person. So it is doubtful of how much a person's own value 
is. 

Second, in the case of deep ecology, what should be the price of the main person or 
species? This question is not irrelevant. Because of this, ecology considers the world as 
an integral ecosystem. Ecosystem is an overall concept. The idea of species is also 
overall. Species are not collections of different people. If the interests of each person 
belonging to a species are preserved, the interest of the species is not preserved. The 
species has a distinct entity; He has a distinct dignity. Not only the person, the species 
also should be the subject of our ethical discourse.  

Geocentric ethics, Aldo Leopold confirms a new dimension in environmental policy. 
Since the word 'ecology' has been known as science the fundamental changes come in our 
moral thinking. Leopold is the only philosopher who clearly connects ecology with 
ethics. He introduced the idea of first land ethic or geocentric ethics. 

 In the essay "The Land Ethic" under the collection of articles published after the death of 
Leopold, 'A _ Sand County Almanac', he gave a detailed description of ecocentric ethics. 
There he spread our principles to land, plant and animal life Call. 

According to Leopold - The land is not only a living organism, but a man can use it in his 
will. Land is not mere soil. Land is the source of energy - the energy that flows from 
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plants to plants and from plants to trees. Leopold said - "Land, then, is not only soil; it is 
a fountain of energy flowing through a circuit of soils, plants, and animals”. The word 
land is occupied by all those who own land. People are one of them. So there is no reason 
to give people special moral status. A world-wide family - a biotic community. 
According to Leopold -Some of this large nature - protects the interests and stability of 
the family so well. “A thing is right when it tends to protect the integrity sterility and 
autobiography of the biotic community. It is wrong when it tends otherwise”. 

Concluding Remarks: 

First , Socio ecology or deep ecology is not the only one that is not founded on the 
abstract. For example, this theory has been said to change our world view. Our world 
vision is very narrow and that is why we consider ourselves the Lord of the environment 
and can not respect the reality. These gestures must change. Social ecologists believe that 
the abstract worldview is not the cause of the crisis of the environment. The cause of 
environmental crisis is social (social). 

Second, Thus, according to Brook chin - to solve environmental problems, firstly there is 
a need to change people's relationship with people. No class is high in society, no class is 
low. When society and equality and independence will be established, mastery and 
settlement will end. People will not think of themselves as the Lord of nature. We do not 
hesitate to pollute or destroy the environment because we think of ourselves as upper 
class. 

Third, Environmentalism in Indian thought is sometimes explained in such a way 
through the concept of credit or Rna. People can not be the recipient only. Accepting 
gives birth to responsibilities among people. This responsibility is based on the moral 
responsibility of the environment.  

People have some gratitude towards nature. People borrowed from many different ages. 
There is a mention of human debt or triple debt in Manusanhita. Humans are only to God, 
to the sages and ancestors. Close to the Rna. People make these miscellaneous Rna by 
paying attention, vigilance and child rearing. People are not bound to credit only on 
foreclosure. She is locked in a similar debt to her physical shelter. Bhu-Rnahas been 
considered as the fourth debt of the people in the Mahabharata. People are owed many 
ways to this world nature. In order to repay this loan, people should preserve the reality; 
cherish it with gratitude and gratitude. Through this, everyone's welfare can be achieved. 

India has called nature in its life and has been flown to the ground. Yogsadhana means to 
run life in such a way that we can be filled with union. Its name is universality. This truth 
has been attained in the history of India, pronounced in the Upanishad, has been referred 
to in lyrics. . The truth of India is the Advaita in the knowledge, the worldly-mindedness 
and the works of the people.  

Rabindranath said in the article "Viswavyapi": The things we always use, so that we can 
use our lusts or, its significance to us becomes very narrow. The thing that an interest him 
is not only small but he also interferes with what he interferes, making him small. In the 
words even when we put a person in a special way, he becomes involved in special 
machines by avoiding his humanity. The clerk is mainly the master of his appeal, the 
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instrument of the soldiers; the king the farmer who gives us food is very tiring. . . . We 
have made the world very useful. That is why we ignore the winds of the water, and we 
call them servants who are arrogant and the world becomes a tool for us. 

 Nature or environment is not our only machine. Nature is not valuable because of our 
progeny. Nature flooded by God. God forbid that this prohibition motivates our world for 
friendship. 
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