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To be submitted in Dropbox no later than Tuesday, January 24 at 1:00 pm. The file must be saved as a 

pdf or in .rtf format, so as to be readable by any program. Please include your name and the section 

number of your tutorial at the top of your assignment.  

1) In his paper “Conceptual Foundations of the Land Ethic,” Baird Callicott provides an 

interpretation and a defence Leopold’s Land Ethic. Part of his defense involves an appeal to 

Darwinian biology.  Specifically, Callicott assumes that ancestral humans evolved the 

psychological tendency to cooperate with members of their fellow “community.” He further 

argues that since we share a community with other, non-human creatures, those cooperative 

tendencies should naturally extend to other species and to ecosystems as a whole.  

         In lecture, I will raise some objections to the second half of this argument – especially the 

part about biotic communities. In your reflection, I would like you to think about the relevance 

of Darwinian biology for ethics more broadly.  

       Specifically, suppose that it is true that ancestral humans were naturally selected to 

cooperate with one another. What, if anything, does this imply about how we ought to behave 

morally? What sort of moral norm, in other words, could possibly be derived from facts about 

our evolutionary history? Please present your reflections on this issue in 1-2 (double spaced) 

pages.   

 

2) Mark Sagoff, in his paper “Bad Marriage, Quick Divorce” argues that animal welfare concerns 

are fundamentally opposed to environmentalism. On this view, if you care about ecological 

wholes (entire species, communities, or ecosystems) then it is sometimes necessary to sacrifice 

individual organisms. Conversely, if you care about the welfare of sentient organisms, then 

perhaps we should intervene in nature to prevent suffering. The aim of this reflection is to 

encourage you to think carefully about the reasons that Sagoff offers for his conclusion that the 

two approaches are incompatible.  

 

a) Reconstruct Sagoff’s argument in premise and conclusion form. Make sure to identify and 

number individual premises and clearly identify the conclusion.  

b) Select just one of the premises in the argument and explain in your own words Sagoff’s 

rationale or defense of that premise. (maximum 1 paragraph)  

c) Briefly provide a response that someone might raise against the rationale that you 

presented in the previous question. (1 paragraph) 

 


