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Rethinking Non-anthropocentric Intrinsic Value
Theory of Callicott

En-Chih Lin"

Abstract

There has been a long discussion regarding modern environmental ethics.
That nature has objective intrinsic value and won’t be affected by human
preference is holding by Holmes Rolston, 111 and fellow environmental ethicists.
However, J. Baird Callicott takes an alternative approach. He believes that the
source of all value depended on human consciousness, which leading to
subjective intrinsic value theory. Nevertheless, Callicott argued that he can still
hold a nonanthropocentric position.

In this article, 1 will firstly introduce the nonanthropocentric subjective
intrinsic value theory of Callicott. Second, | will argue that the
nonanthropocentric subjective intrinsic value theory which Callicott claimed,
which is actually a form of weak anthropocentric value theory. Finally, 1 will
argue that we can contribute an environmental ethic base on the theory of
Callicott by simply following the approach of weak anthropocentrism and the
concept of moral community.

Keywords: environmental ethics, subjective intrinsic value, anthropocentrism,
Moral Community, Callicott.

* PhD student, Graduate Institute of Philosophy, National Central University.
E-mail: kention.lin@gmail.com
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7 J. Baird Callicott, 1989, In Defense of the Land Ethic, p. 147. Hume #4531 . + F 8 & p. 160.



84  (JEMREsRk) F 634

DASEHCHIEE - SEEEEBRRREE IS - WA R
EME - BPEANEE » BT R rE (i 5l S B T (flandt
1 Fo Ay A R EEE (it &7 R0 558 /7)) - e ZE B HEN
TEMAEEIE - DO GE A 3R Sl = B L H AR < Callicott AH(E -
Hume HYEHER{EAE LRI « 2E 0 R & R iR (LUK
JEEIFTERIN ) S DL FAth 2% A AR an A B » TS BRAYIH AR 5
S5 E B A AR (DUREBFTERIA) S 2N EtE
fEfE - °

fH2 Callicott ¥5H1 - HAEEIEZHEMRE T msK - HREERTSC
REAEEEER (BRBYREESEMEEENS 2 EHEE
1y HRE HBEY R NEEEE) MFEEMREIE - — " RfEt
fH{E . Y - 2hLEAASEEE - mIBREASEEE -

BB Ry Callicott ¥ "MAHBHGHHEE, Dk " hHEEHBHE
8, AYlESy - BE s T8I EEEE DUk " EEREEE ) 1Y
@453 © Callicott fEMMAYSCEE 2 T T &I E{E (inherent Value) |
Bl T N (intrinsic value) o 35 W flE 1 BR 5 f B 22 v A AR
H - ERE S LIAMHE T - Callicott FEH : °

------ — @ HEXFEUHAREEME ABRELER BHL
APTH BRI AT S RFMHFABRAMR
i AR ERE % TCHMMEMSITH L RA SR > M2 s
LaHAMBMA °

® ek BT Callicott 93k R » 485 &34 A4 I )RS - 5L J. Baird Callicott,
1989, In Defense of the Land Ethic, pp. 160-161.
® J. Baird Callicott, 1989, In Defense of the Land Ethic, pp. 161-162.



# Callicott JEAFA P RN ABAHIR D 85

RHELLEE Callicott FUES @ MifE B E T BINTEEERE T
A/ T REEE ) - EEE R R EEEE - (H 2RI
Callicott FiT5 [F Regan HyitiZ: » Callicott 1y " N7EEME | - HEF
Regan My "EIEMEME , —1 @ EENEE AR T - 2HE
G Ean A BEHE -

R TG DAtrVEERREYE - R R TES THMEES  H TR
HEHE AR BEWEERRNANEEEEENT 505y
EREE S EEE - B LR EESES - HliEe
FHINTEEME (Regan FRRVEEHEE) » H—EFEY2 RIHE S
HEE  EEHEEDAKER AL HEE—EEBNEEHE

(Callicott FEHIEEHEE) - NS L @ EMEATEEER &S AT
FEEUF
1. FEANEEE - —HEYERhEESMEERE - I HEEE
REREESEET -
2. FBINAEEHE - —EFEYERE S mAaEE - 3 HHEE
BB AL -

FEHEMEE R LU E0nvimas » BAM T LARERS Callicott ATikim
HINTEEE - 2 —EFENEEE - HEEEB AR T - BE
AL - FEEREY AR EEANEEE - WA E R AZER
B - RErRDEs AR IR - Callicott URRIEE + ©°

KA G AL B R E R (scientific naturalism) 89 B R F » A
BT HLPTARAGORIR - 2L SR T R TP ARIL T

4k A J. Baird Callicott, 1989, In Defense of the Land Ethic, p. 133.



86 (RABIEITH) %63

(locus) LA ERA Y » RR AAFHLME » S R FL
BROEX T XFWEABM RFRARLEAR
& CRARAL A2 L B AR S8 F 4 R BARALAE B R A AT e b
W EMMETALL A S RA MBI -

#EIL -+ Callicott PR FAEE] 7 —Eh M ARAYEIE - 5
& B S HEm ST HPREEHIE A B Y (EEBIEARR) B
FEINTEEE ? DL Hume fRB B0 R BLRE » Callicott E—235 A
T Charles Robert Darwin HJ#E{tim - Darwin {EB{ESEET 2P HH
(Rl 2P % - fEmERatse T - SRR
AERIF 2 DAEERY - SERRRYIRE SR B R A I ZLAE R B U it
Wy - SRREEEIRIIAI AR B - E e B E PR E e R 2 2
RIFRAERERE (IR ) B - B —EfAEnEss - I H
T B {12 538 Le AR BE A A PR A8 e B AV B R » E 4 S HAhAy
)& o Darwin % 35 1 5 B 2 [ 09 38 45 7 By ik € 18 &K (social
sentiments) » 3 H# f fE3E SR » i BRI 2 A O - AE
EALREEE T » ARG O BB YRR RHEOR B8 - TR
& O E M AR Tt s el K maat -

Callicott #H{E » #ErH%57E Hume/Darwin FUBHEE G » SEFEEERE
SRR P BN EEE S F R R ER R B
R B IRAFTRRE BT - DU A AR P R R R A A= Vi B (biotic
community) o #EEAVERIEE IERER - FERTE NI A YE 2 R ATE
AR PR - 0 H AN 2 SR A R — M ik BER A -

1. Baird Callicott, 1989, In Defense of the Land Ethic, p. 148.



# Callicott JEAFA P RN ABAHIRD 87

Callicott #Hf5 - FEHLERRRRAVARLS » JEABAYIEEFILIFEH
SHEME - BIEABEYREHEE S MAEEE « #EEERMER
T o AT B T EITEEE -

Callicott fi5H! » BEFFEH AGER - EBNTEEERE AN
HLLFHIEERR - B2 Callicott #Hf5 - 5 AL RIEER - &
HEFERR B IAMER A EAA NAEEE - IR AL
e - IS S0 AEE B T H AR AR - BhE — 3K
& > Callicott {5 EBAAEE ERmAVIEE —RIE AT LAEE

3 © Callicott 26t :

------ B o KA Hume {R{A3%5 49 Darwin-Leopold = 3% 3% 44 32
ZoTAEBETERALFEARFT Y BEELEFEAZEE AR
HFARMET NAEMBME - =22 ©F REZLAM Y < (humanistic)
g 0 B 2% BT RBUR & BARMAAE A 9 A8 - € R
BEAS AR LR T IE AR 0GB 5] A #RY - R A R AA KR 7
Je——HRBE  WAE A EAR B o e

Callicott #H{E » #EHIMAYHESR » SEEZKH Leopold K
B, JisES Hume LUK Darwin BERAYIEAE T BN AE(EE
i B DIFERH AR B P [ BR B e T A -

12 3. Baird Callicott, 1989, In Defense of the Land Ethic, pp. 151-153. st ¥4 #4288 64
R R AR I RATH b -

13 3. Baird Callicott, 1989, “Non-Anthropocentric Value Theory and Environmental Ethics”, in
American Philosophical Quarterly, 21(4), p. 305.

Y Callicott A2 BER S — 2B TFEL  REHTR IR/ EREY » L#E—F 47
MERMEER > UHE - MAZHERR ) TAMBER ) BRALEL A



88 (AP %63

= TIEANZERORX  EBEROATBTE

Callicott #5FH[FIFFERAN Hume ~ Darwin L5z Leopold HYPHGg
L —EIE A O XA E R - TERERER - e e E
imae B T F BN EEE - EENE B B EEINTEEERE
RAFE - RIS AR 22 AR ORI EER - A5
A A ZETU ORI E R - B8R Callicott MRS - ETRS_EARSREEHT
ARE AR ©

Eugene C. Hargrove f5H - Callicott @5 IR A HEGE R —F&
JEAFA LB o L Callicott MRS ERH T INEEERE

(1) FEAEFOLKAIEE R BN EEN 2

(2) Rt EANEEME—RE P EENFE 2

Callicott FYJFSCE : TEAZ G MR F e LM T HARFEY
REM I PTE A o W RPTA 0 ERA — B DHZR - AR
AR ERE AR EAB AAHAM: AAEEORLEY
7 o 4 {HE Hargrove 285 » Callicott FlttHEsmH T AOE{EEREL
A ASEBER R EBIE R . - W H T BRIEABRHEE RS R A A
2 BHIAAR TS E EENTE ) WEEREFERERNE -
Hargrove f&i » HAHRFEEETTLIEAZHOLI T MBS - J5LE T
BEEEB LA AR AIBT AR - 52 - HARFIE A A Ey

FZemEmA Callicott JEAFF CEBMAAMMMER G+ - FPIEKRRS Callicott A3 E
O A > 23 R FE Callicott 3z ed T - Callicott &% 73 %
BT BJR SR o3k - A J. Baird Callicott, 1989, In Defense of the Land Ethic, pp. 165-173.
# Callicott /9t #] - & John O'Neill, 1992, “The Varieties of Intrinsic Value” in The
Monist , 75(2), pp. 125-1280



# Callicott JEAFA P RN ABAHI D 89

TR E SIS o TR R R R ER R HAR AV E R TR
SRBEH] B EARAS L EAIE A O T A - ©

pian > —ERIEEFE R - AR LR iR -
PRSI E AR » ORI - L2 B I - hE e RIE
PEACHTRR B S n] 5380 T EAE(HE - ¥tk - BT Callicott FYSZHRFH
A=

(A)) "EAH AT AR TAEIE o AR I 69 £ M &R & k0515 {4
e i

Hargrove ¥hiEfllmlIfERH TH#E—FaVESE « Rt EASHEME—
BERR PEMEMESR 2 BESR Callicott #5217 Darwin AV L
B (EAAER Y T A AT DA PEE - FEASEEYNT ) B9ER
B o SEE1S Callicott HYAMELBIEIRIEH A1 o ° ABS AT HEREHE
ETRVRES) (ANREEM TREMC RRETT) ? AR ATHEAEAER
AR RIS ERIVRET] - HRIERAEE LRy & thae
HUSERERET] 2 BlanSBIE e ARG T 2 B EHEY) - #L B MM TH
Y - BB DIEER - B EEEEHY LG EER TIVEE
J12

#I1tt + Callicott HYSZRFE 7] LR AT KEIE
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