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Reading Schedule: Environmental Ethics 
  

Instructor: Jacob Stump • Contact: jacob.stump@mail.utoronto.ca 
Class: MW 3-4:30pm, NF 003 • Office hours: W 4:30-6pm, NF 008, or by appointment 

 
Part I: Moral standing 

 
It can be morally right or wrong to harm other humans. Can it be morally right or 
wrong to harm non-human animals, plants, and ecosystems? If so, why?  
 
1  Jan. 9  Opening. An overview of the course’s main topics.  
 
2  Jan. 11  Anthropocentrism. Do only humans have moral standing? We  
  consider an argument for that position.  

   Descartes, Selections from Discourse on the Method 
 

3 Jan 16 Animal intelligence. Arguments for anthropocentrism often identify  
 intelligence as a necessary criterion for moral standing, assert that 

only humans are intelligent, and conclude that only humans have moral 
standing. But are some non-human animals intelligent, too? If so, then 
anthropocentrism is false on its own grounds.   

   White, Selections from In Defense of Dolphins 
   YouTube clips of animals solving problems (shown in-class) 

 
4 Jan. 18 Utilitarianism and animal welfare #1. We examine the tenets of the  

 ethical theory of utilitarianism and begin to consider its application 
to animal welfare. 

   Singer, Selections from Practical Ethics #1 
   Singer, “All Animals are Equal” 

 
5 Jan. 23 Utilitarianism and animal welfare #2. We consider the most  
  prominent argument for the thesis that all animals have equal moral status.    

   Singer, Selections from Practical Ethics #2 
   Singer, “Animal Liberation at 30” (optional) 
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6 Jan. 25 Deontology and animal welfare. Utilitarianism is not the only ethical  
 theory that can be used to argue for the welfare of non-human 

animals. In this class, we consider one of its main alternatives, 
deontology, and ask whether non-human animals have rights.  

   Regan, “The Case for Animal Rights” 
   Regan, Selections from The Case for Animal Rights 

 
7 Jan. 30 Factory farming. Most animals raised for human consumption (e.g.,  

 nearly all the meat found in supermarkets and restaurants) are raised 
in factory farms. Is it ethically defensible to eat this meat?  

   Norcross, “Puppies, Pigs, and People: Eating Meat and Marginal 
  Cases” 

 
8 Feb. 1 Rethinking animal welfare. We reconsider the arguments from  
  Singer and Regan.  
    Diamond, “Eating Meat and Eating People” 

 
9 Feb. 6 Rethinking anthropocentrism. We consider a more sophisticated  
  form of anthropocentrism.  

  Szytbel, “Taking Humanism Seriously: ‘Obligatory’   
  Anthropocentrism” 

 
10  Feb. 8 Biocentrism. We continue examining arguments for widening our  

sphere of moral considerability. In this class, we consider whether all 
living things, including plants, have moral status.    

    Goodpaster, “On Being Morally Considerable” 
 
11 Feb. 13 Ecocentrism. So far, we have considered arguments for thinking  
  that individuals other than humans have moral status. But what about  
  ecosystems? Do they have moral status, too?  
    Leopold, “The Land Ethic” 
    Callicott, “Animal Liberation: A Triangular Affair”  
 
12 Feb. 15 Species. What reasons, if any, do we have to ensure that species do  
  not go extinct?    
    Russow, “Why Do Species Matter?”  
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Part II: Global environmental problems. 
 
13 Feb. 27 Overpopulation & the tragedy of the commons. Are there too many  
  humans on earth? If so, what should be done about it? We consider  
  these questions and also experience our own tragedy of the commons.  

 Hardin, “The Ecological Necessity of Confronting the 
 Problem of Human Overpopulation” 
 Commoner, “Poverty Breeds Overpopulation” 

 
14 Mar. 1 Climate change: ethical overview. What are the special ethical  
  problems surrounding climate change?  

   Gardiner, “Ethics & Global Climate Change” 
  

15 Mar. 6 Climate change & moral motivation. Why is motivating widespread  
  action against global warming so difficult?  
    Gardiner, “A Perfect Moral Storm” 
 
16 Mar. 8 Climate change & justice. Who should be most responsible for  
  shouldering the burdens of acting against global warming? 

   Shue, “Global Environment and International Inequality” 
 
17 Mar. 13 Climate change & greenhouse gas allotments. There is a target level of  
  greenhouse gas concentration above which we should not go. That  
  means that there need to be regulations on greenhouse gas emissions.  
  So, how ought we to distribute the right to emit greenhouse gases? 

   Caney, “Climate Change, Energy Rights, and Equality” 
 
18 Mar. 15 The non-identity problem. So far, we have been assuming that not  
  restricting our greenhouse gas emissions will harm future  
  generations. Is that assumption true? In this class, we consider a  
  tricky philosophical problem with it.  

   Parfit, “The Non-Identity Problem” 
 
19 Mar. 20 Climate change & our individual actions #1. What, if any, moral  
  obligations do we as individuals have to limit our greenhouse gas emissions?  
  The first answer we entertain may be surprising: no obligations at all.  
    Sinnott-Armstrong, “Climate Change and Individual Moral  
    Obligations” 
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20 Mar. 22 Climate change & our individual actions #2. We consider an  
  argument opposed to the view that we as individuals have no moral  
  obligations to limit our greenhouse gas emissions. Instead of  
  appealing to utilitarianism, as Sinnott-Armstrong does, it appeals to  
  a different moral theory: virtue ethics.   
    Jamieson, “When Utilitarians Should Be Virtue Theorists” 
 
21 Mar. 27 Climate change & the good life. How ought climate change affect our  
  ideal of the best life possible for humans? 

    Hill, “Ideals of Human Excellence and Preserving Natural 
 Environments” 

 
22 Mar. 29 TBA. 
 
23 Apr. 3 TBA. 
 
24 Apr. 5 Review. We review lecture content from the last twelve weeks.   
   (No Readings) 
 


