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Abstract

Deep ecology is offered as one of the altematives to anthropocentrism, and seems to be the
most well-known and the point of reference for many political ecological movements. However, Eric Katz
argues that deep ecology can not escape the anthropocentric presupposition. The objective of this research
was to analyze and evaluate Katz's arguments. After having shown that the philosophy of deep ecology is
defined by three important features—  identification, self-realization, and holistic ontology— Katz
argues that these features are partly constituted by anthropocentrism, because all of them are embedded in
a characteristically human-centered worldview.

The main problem with Katz’s critique of deep ecology is that he infers from ‘having to do
with human beings’ to ‘being anthropocentric’. It is important to see that, for a thought to be
anthropocentric, it must put human interests in the core centre and give them the highest priority to the
point of ignoring or denying the interests of non-human living beings and natural entities. Therefore, even
though Katz is able to show that those three defining features are based on a human worldview, he can not
g0 so far as to conclude that they require the anthropocentric presupposition. It is obvious that it is quite
the contrary, because the important function of these features is to remove human interests from the centre
and require serious consideration of the interests of non-human living beings and non-living entities.
Therefore, his arguments are not acceptable.

Despite Katz’s failure, his clear definition of deep ecology’s philosophy is important. [ suggest
that the defining features he offers be used as a basis for a program of ethical studies and for analysis of
environmental problems leading to solutions different from those dependent on consideration of cost-

benefits, community rights, or local cultures.
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