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Given that previous attempts to provide an ethical justification for the Land Ethic have 

encountered obstacles, we might now want to consider alternative reasons for why nature 

shouldn’t be disrupted on a large scale. One candidate reason involves an appeal to beauty.  

When nature remains intact or undisturbed, we often find it beautiful. When nature is severely 

disrupted, the result can seem rather hideous.  These are perhaps good enough reasons, on 

their own, to avoid and prevent large-scale disruption to ecosystems. This is the position I want 

students to reflect on this week. The relevant reading is the chapter by Newman et al 

(forthcoming): Should Biodiversity be Conserved for its Aesthetic Value.  

Questions 

1. A popular objection to the argument aesthetic value (mentioned above) is that beauty is too 

subjective a concept to provide rational grounds for conserving ecosystems. Isn’t beauty 

just in the eye of the beholder?  Newman et al respond to this objection in the reading. 

Please summarize their argument in your own words, and briefly (in a few sentences) 

explain whether you find their response convincing.  

 

2. Some argue that aesthetic value is too superficial a concept to justify conservation. I want 

students to consider a particular argument from analogy, which attempts to defend this 

claim The argument can be reconstructed as follows.  

 

P1) Some humans (supermodels and actors) receive large sums of money just because they 

are beautiful.  

 

P2) This practice of donating money to people just on account of their beauty is somewhat 

shameful. At the very least, society has no duty to financially support beautiful people.  

 

P3) Human beauty is analogous to natural beauty.   

_____ 

       C) Society has no duty to financially support the conservation of beautiful nature.  

 

 



Please provide an analysis of this argument, by raising an objection to one of the 

premises. Once you have generated an objection, and identified which premise it is an 

objection to, please now try to come up with a possible response to your own objection. 

That is, how might someone who defends this argument respond to your objection? Note 

that you do not need to come up with a knock-down response to your objection. But the 

reply should at least address the objection that you have raised. Finally, if you are able to do 

so, try to provide a response to that reply. The idea here is that your answer will take the 

form of a mini-dialogue: first an objection (by you), then a possible response(on behalf of 

your opponent), then your reply to that response. The answer should consist of no more 

than three short paragraphs.   

 

3. A challenge for the argument from aesthetic value is that, even if beauty exists in some 

“objective” sense, not everyone recognizes or appreciates it. Take the lowly dung beetle, for 

example.  Imagine having to convince someone who doesn’t already appreciate dung beetle 

aesthetics that this species is sufficiently beautiful to be conserved. Please describe in a 

short paragraph the sorts of points you would mention in your attempt to make a 

convincing case.  In other words, suppose you had to write a short paragraph (an email or 

whatever) explaining to someone why they should regard dung beetles as beautiful enough 

to deserve conservation attention. What sorts of things would you say? (If you are looking 

for inspiration, this clip might help:  https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=Zskz-iZcVyY) 

 

 

 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=Zskz-iZcVyY

