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•

greater community of life, and to future generations” (Preamble, Earth Charter).
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John Rawls, who shaped contemporary theories of justice more
than anyone, has been very clear: “(the) status of the natural
world and our proper relation to it is not a constitutional essential or a basic question of justice” (Rawls, 1993, 246). Rawls
acknowledges “duties” to the nonhuman world, but he
describes them as mere “duties of compassion and humanity”
rather than duties of justice. To him, any “considered beliefs” to
morally include the nonhuman world “are outside the scope of
the theory of justice.” (Rawls, 1999, 448). Efforts to reconcile
Rawls’ political liberalism with ecological justice (Wissenburg,
1998; Barry, 2001; Bell, 2002) underestimate the persistence of
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