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ABSTRACT

UNEARTHING COGNITIVEFRAMES AND SOWING INTERACTIONAL FRAMING
WITHIN INDIGENOUS-MINING CONFLICT

Darrell K. Smith, Ph.D.
George Mason University, 2010

DissertatiorDirector: Dr. Sara Cobb

The mining industry and indigenous communities have long been engaggsimimgly
intractable conflicts. The conflicts are costly and drain the resources of both parties.
There are few examples of creative, substantive -lasting solutions to these conflicts.
The intractability of the conflicts may be the resulfaifing to uncwer the deefseated,
underlying, conflicting and unresad philosophical disputeshich bias and undermine
indigenousmining conflict resolution attempts. Framing, as a method of discourse
analysis, was used to identify the value systems held by thespiarthe Picuri€Oglebay
Norton dispute. Cognitive frames tended to describe entrenched conflict, whereas

interactional framing yielded promise for the resolution of conflict.



1. Introduction

The intractability of indigenousmining conflict: What is this really about?

The mining industry anthdigenous communities hal@ng been engaged in
seeminglyintractable conflicts on many front3he nature of mining, and the
increasingly remotareas to which mining companies travel to extract minerals, ensures
that indigenousnining conflicts will be a realityn the foreseeable futuréMining
companies and indigenous communitie continue to meet at the location of mineral
extraction, andlisagreements ovéand sovereignty and indigenous rights will persist
The conflicts are costly and drain the resources of both parties. There are few examples
of creative, substantive, lofigsting resaltion to these conflicts. @& anythingbe done
to appreciablyintervene in theselashe8

This project is an attempt to develop improved tools and new thinking for the
resolution of the tensions that arise between the minohgstry and indigenous groups.
It is an attempt to formulate a new approaxthese conflicts based on the fieldwdral
and environmentghilosophy.

This research is timely because number of conflicts, anthe public awareness

of these conflicts, is placing pressure on mining companies to improve their indigenous

relationspr ogr a ms . AfResource extraction compani



indigenous peoples. Historically these interactions have been antagonistic, yet there is
growing public expectation for improved ethical performance of resource industries to
engage wh indigenous @ o p I(Lerzman and Vredenburg 2005, 239)

Fundamentallythere is growing concern thatining companies have failed to
adequately understamadigenous peopleThere are patterns which have emerged that
indicate gorofoundneed forsuch understandingeven when mining companies have
expended enormous resourgath the virtuousand genuingoal ofproviding proper
diligenceand concerntrue resolutiorstill remains elusive

This failing is not readilyrecognizable based on evaluations of processes. Nor is
it recognizab¢ in the analysis aksults Proactive mining companies have often been
heralded as vanguard corporate citizens basedennefforts toutilize particular
traditional processeshich achieve particulaacceptescbutcomes.It may be, however,
that thecriteria used to judge these processesaamcbmes iglawed Traditional
methods magimply addressurface issues whiliailing to uncover theleepseated,
underlying, conflicting and unresolved philosophicalonsistenesthat bias and
undermindndigenousmining conflict resolution attemptsif these philosophical
conflicts are not identified andcorporated into resolutiogfforts,thenreal solutions
mayremain out of reach

Traditionally, practitionerend scholars alike have pladdeir focus orbroad
theories such a#/estern bias, power asymmetry, resource curse, marginalization, and
stereotyping These themes havedn addressed in varying degrees, with power

asymmetry likely receiving the least amount of attentibhese theories have been
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applied to a variety of conflict typeshich are prominent within indigenotraining
guarrelsncluding environmental conflictegal conflict, ethnic conflict, religious
conflict,and generational conflict

This prgect will examineindigenousmining conflictwhile placing emphasisi
thefenvironmental aspects of thdisputes This is justified because of tparamount
role theenvironment plays indigenousmining onflict, and because of tlsecondary
needto incorporatethe study oenvironmentalzalues aneénvironmentakthics into the
practice of environmeat conflict resolution

There is also a need to discover waysthe field of environmental ethics to have
a great er i mpsancréasinglyhiiedténedsdayyaiter sederalecadesf
diverse, rigorous, and impassioned work in environmental ethics. Whatever other good
things have resulted from our worke have made little progressvardpreserving
nonhuman creatures and places. Environmental ethicists have proposed many reasons
that we should value nature, but we have not done much, it appears, to change the ways
peopl e actual | y sdpherseespom that thej@abmcists ip fotitd o
change peopl e ds thénmuidarstancwhichbehaviots are rmoeallyp
preferablea nd why . This answer is at bt part.i
i mp | i elkindeed the taskf ethics is to identify what people ought to do, in given
situations or in general, it does not follow that we can wash our hands of what happens
next. If the people to whom our work is directed consistently fail to implement our

recommendations, perhapgr ought lacks a can. Or perhaps more is needed for ought to



t rans| at(A Petensond2006,84b)h is hoped that this project demonstrates one
very practical use for environmental ethics; the resolutianddenousmining conflict.

However, this paper is about hurdlamman conflict. Is it appropriate to call on
environmental ethics to understand hurh@man interaction®Peterson claims that it is
very appropriatefi[ T] he di vi si on ®ffec amd migor cdivisiaoma ns b ot h
between the social and natural worlds. Reducing the experiences of human
exceptionalism must entail reducing not only the exceptional experiences of humans as a
species among other species but also the exceptional experiepoggeged humans
among other humang393).

Competing envonmental view$oth propel and stump progress in the field of
environmental philosophy. Philosophers themselves conduct letiateover the
adequacy of particular positions. Al't may
various ecological perspectives and who seek to overegniegical crisis as
6opponénbaé (&alark2008,3)df informedphilosophersandisagree,ti
standsa reason that nephilosophers also coufthd themselves in confliatver similar
issuesvenwithout anunderstandin@f the philosophical heritage of their thinkingt
also stads to reason that thghilosophicaliterature, where these conflicting views are
the most thoroughly examin@ehd debatednay beuseful in yielding solutions to similar
conflicts which transpire in the practical worldrne Naess stated that people should
Afi ght a ndatggonmsis@)ms ,

Indigenousmining conflict results from differencégil t was apparent f

first interactions between American Indians and Europeans that their ways of viewing the

4



world differed $ g n i f i(Sm&n2004,y116) American Indians haveifferent world

views, valuesunderstandingand life experiencethan Westernersi At t he end of
classic study of race relatiorsn American Dilemmégl944), the Swedish sociologist

Gunnar Myrdal reminds us: There must be still other countless errors of the same sort

that no living man can yet detect, because of the fog within which our type of Western

culture envelops us. Cultural influences haveupethe assumptions about the mind, the

body, and tk universe with which we begippse the questions we ask; influence the
facts; and direct our react i §Rach¢ls007,hese i n
155) Itis time to look beneath the surfamf@ndigenousmining conflict What

differencesare really the causes these disputes?



2. Literature Review

What is special about the indigenous relationship witdnt?

ANative metaphysical and ontodogical
American philosophical assumptions can be recognized in how we view the land. The
land viewed by EurdAmericans is seen as an object, a commodity to be owned, and
viewed as an investmefor profit; it is there to develop and commercialize for financial
gain. By contrast, a common philosophy that is shared by all [ijndigenous people is that
our land is sacred, holy. There is a strong relationship (interdependent bond) between
land andpeople. Land is Mother Earth. We came to be from within the womb of Mother
Earth. Mother Earth is home for all living beings; human people, animal people, plant
people, everything in the universe. Therefore, Mother Earth, as an interdependent
sustaine of life, is not to be stripped, taken apart, or desecrated, nor should boundaries of
property (owner sh({Vpmey20e4,134) aced wupon hero

It should be clear that the conflicts that arise between indigenouswaitires
and mine operators aree result of differences. Wét are these differences? The most
obvious difference cited by many scholars is the view toward land, nature and
environment.Given that mining has a profound impact on the natural environment, it is

important to understand the relationship indigenous people have to their land.
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Industrial ativities on indigenous lands may b®ublesome for indigenous
groupsfor reasos countedintuitive to the Western mindFor instance, it may be
permissible under regulatory requirements to dewater a lak@tsmihing can take
place. e mining company may assume if they restore the lake, or restore another area
in trade, that they are baVving responsibly. The lakepWwever, may hold deep sacred,
religiousand traditional valuéor the indigenous peopld;so, damageo the lake even
temporarily,would cause irreparable damagetteir culture and heritageBielawski
(2004) in Rogue Diamondsiescribeshe response of the Dene to such a project.
ADewatering is not itimelmpyzzled overthe ennaturalpess of F o r
the verb. To Dene elders, it is incomprehensible. Among midev&atering, or
draining water from lakes or rivers, is both acceptel gan c e an @37 act i ce 0
This specif unique anctulturally historicrelationship indigenous people have to
their landis fundamental to thendigenousmining relationship Indigenous people have
formed a bond with their local environment. This is in sharp contrast to Western
culturestredmnAmali ncan society, Oidentityo
r i gwith 8 garadigmshitelci dedl y t owar ds t hdndndudlsi on of
become the sum of their tangible goods, particularly as these pertain to property and land.
And when people grow disconnected and are reathote elsewhere, they literpll 6 p u | |
up staaldedsd ans pl @oda2@0Hh 8INs el veso
Even if an indigenous group is a modern community, cultural heritage related to
land is still of great importanceMorgan(2004) infi Ad v an c i n g ightsnattheg e no u s

Uni t ed Bbladdi hoant bierddfVesfern thinking has tended to view nature as
7



separate from culture, indigenous peopl es,
(492) Theiridentity is often indivisible from their landBielawski(2004)describes the
extent to which the Dene people of Norther
that they will be abl¢o live as they do as long as thiadashall lash (15).

Without an understanding of the important relationship indigenous people have to
their land, it is impossible to understand the conflict and tensatmitining brings to
these people. Itis vital to understand this relationship, and it may require that Westerners
learn to thinkin adifferentway, or at least understand more about what it would be like
to think in a different way As Lewis(1995)statesini Nat i ve Ameri cans an
environment: A survey of twentietentury 8 s u &usd,isdhe focal point of indigenous
i fe. ALand and place wete taeirakveryg sde
(439)

The relationship that indenous people have to land gbeyond that of a simple
dependency on its resourcdson-indigenous people maye tempted to compare the
indigenous relatioship with land tsimilar relationships that exist in agriculture or
timber management_and is more than a resource to indigenous communities. They are
seeking more tharesponsible managementastorehouse of goodst is wrong to think
that if the business of mining is conducted under the modern requirements of sustainable
development that indigenous groups will be satisfiedru(2004) in i ndigenous
peopl esd owner s hi puntns: The maearaagNewnzeagland of m
ex p er i shows that this indigenotiand relationship is something much deeper.

Land is thought of aa family member oa sacredobject with religiousor spiritualroots.
8



Ruruprovides a case history of the legislativiéiatives meant to ensure thaetMaori
of Aotearoallew Zealanjlhave a ficontinued right 40 exer
determination) over their own taonga (treaswék) The Maori world viewplaces
central importance on whakapapa (genealogy) and the personification of the natural
world. As with many indigenous peoples, Maori see the world as a unified whole where
allelementsaregn e al o gi c a l(113) Thedviaari eongiderdhé mountains to
be their ancestors. AWhil e present | egi sl
law, it still remains piecemeal and ad hoc in its recognition of Maori rights to own, or
participate in thenanagement of, mountains in accordance with their own waald.
The Maori worldview contributed to the development of a unique environmental ethic
that holds many of the mount ai(fl8 as i ntens
The indigenouslesire to protect the land flows from a place muchenpoofound
than traditional modergoals of environmental protection. Indigenous people see
themselves asgpt of the land, whereas moderonservation aims to prext human
interaction or to managéand as a resourcé.and idels play a colossal role in
indigenousmining conflict. Butwhat is the impact of mining activity on land?
How does mining impact land?
Senguptg1993) in Environmentalmpacts of Miningnotes thathe mining
processan devastate water, landdaair. Sengupta states thaégative consequences
that often éad to conflict issues include destroying landssape thevisual
environment, and devastatimgiterways and forest lands. There are also associated

traffic, blasting and erosion issueiSnvironmental impacts can be witnessed in all stages

9



of the mining process as demonstrated by RjfRadmann and Crowd€t9%) in
Environmental Effects of MiningThey outlinea number of negative consequences in
each stagencluding exploration, development, extraction, beneficiation, processing,
refining anddecommissioning

The literature is riddled with descriptionsaifverse impactGlausey McAllister
and Milioli (2005)inAi The chall enges ofeg®nsthecaal nabi |l ity
mining region of Santa Catarina, Brariteports on theesults of mining in that locale
AThe history of mining in the region has |
quality of life, and a degraded environment are legacies of unsuitable extractive
processeséWith respect to the impacts of r
pollutans have been discharged into the hydrological system. This is the result of a
cumulative historic legacy ofabn d o n e d(5\mi ne s 0

Mining is vital to modern society, and will continwnd athe same time is

obvious that mining cannot be condedttwithoutnegativeenvironmentatonsequences
People, cultures, systems, ecosystems, and lifestyles that are linked to parir@aigr m
locations will be affectedIncluded in these affected areas indigenos populations
that have traditional ties to their environme@tven these truthsijow have traditional
conflict resolution methods soughtitderced@
Whatare the traditionalapproache8

There have beemumerous attempts by scholars and practitioners alike to
understand and resolve indigenauming conflict. Traditionally, these efforts have

evaluated the notions oésource curse theory, Western bias, marginalization,

10



stereotyping and power asymmetmpeveloping methods and understanding which
revolve around eaabf these theories has achieved a level of success
Is there a resource curse?

With implications beyond miningiresource curse thedris a popular notion
used to describe th@ight of resairce extraction omdigenous lands AnWhere the
extraction costs for mineral commodity are less than its market price, mining generates
economic rents. For this reason, most economists and policy makers presume that
mining creates wealth and in the preseontributes to economic development in rich
and poor c dRavgand Tétan 200%, 23B)kdowvever, in reality, the results
can be quite different. Simple economic rules developed in modern society do not
necessarily apply to indigenous cultures. LefdB95)discussedhe impact of extractive
activities on American I ndians. AMi ner al
western Indian reservations, raising dgigs of balancing development and
environment. Beginning as early as 1900 with the discovery of oil on Osage land,
nonrenewable resource development has unleashed some of the most environmentally
destructive forms of exploitai ¢431)

Ballardand Bankg2003) ini Resour ce war s: Thes@abdDhr op
that Amining has been central to atcltse evol u
that gives rise to a lack of development, internal tensions, human rights abuses, and
conflict at @9%er nati onal l evel o

The basis for the resourcarse has been discussed in economic, paliind

ethical terms. Economically, it is thought tlasudden increase @xports can lead to

11



economic distortions that resultaiower Gross Domestic ProdugDP). Politically,

the new wealth can lead to relaxed regulation and government contupgtiom an

ethical perspective then, the issue can be discussed as a failure of states to uphold the
rights of indigenous populatioriBallard and Banks 2003Auty (1993) in Sustaining
Development in Mineral Econoes: The Resoure€urse Thesisoined the term
firesourcecursed He noted thatountries with mineral wealth may not only fail to see
benefits, but that they may actually be weo$kein the end.However, it should be noted
thatsome scholars have supported thesv of the resource curse (without thetual

term) for some time, most notaldlyebisch(1950)and Singe(1950)

AA growing number of scholars have repo
mining on the one hand and a host of different indicators of economic development.
Most strikingly, mining economies are found to grow more slowly and have higher levels
ofpovertyand corruption after ¢Dawvistamddilton2085 f or C
233). Itis clear that mining is not always beneficial to developing countries or
indigenous groups, even when they are psachifinancial gin. Cooperative programs
may bedeveloped in earnediytthe formula for success is more complicated than
simply sharing the wealth. Western views of economic prosperity are often at odds with
indigenous lifestyles and can even worsen life for theserumnities.

Davis and Tilton2005) infi T h e r ais ccexgnobe the reasons cited in the
literature that support theistence of a resource cursélhile theirview is more toward
that of developing countries asvhole as opposed to indigenguaopulationssome of

the observations astill applicable to indigenous groups. €elileas they preserdlative

12



to resource curse includ@) declining terms of trade; (2) volatile markets; (3) the Dutch

disease; (4) nate of mining; and (5) use of rents.
The idea ofideclining terms oftrades t at es t hat HAover ti me t

commodities tend to fall relatiie those for manufactured go@d235). fivolatile

marketdar e a contributing factor as fAmarkets

commoditiesare known for their instability(236). fiThe Dutch diseagerefers to a

phenomenon in which sudden minesgalth can contribute to inflation that is difficult to

maintain after the mineral is depleted. This effect on the economy is similar to the effect

that sudden wealth, followed by mining palit, has on indigenous group$hefinature

of miningd is sut that wealth often leaves the country, asgdecially the local

community, to go to other more powerful regions or to multinational companies.

Meanwhile, local inhabitants bear the brunt of the environmental and social

consequences. Finallfyse ofretsbn ot es t hat fAmining rents ca

up in government colufeéengR¥dWhiebécater to
Davis and Tiltordo not argue that mining should be eliminatedhese fragile

comnunities butratherthat careful decisions should be made as to the appropriateness of

mining ineachh ocat i on. AThe appropriate policy ¢

mining in the developing world, but rather where should we encourage it and how can we

ensure that it contributes as (2lch as poss
When mining companies enter a region, they can ngelomake the simpleaim

that all will profit from the mineral development. There are too many case studies that

indicate otherwis@and too many failures for this clairm be taken seriously. Permanent

13



programs and institutions need to be in effect that ensure indigenous groups receive their
fair share with respect to what they want éma/hat theycan use.
Is there aWesternbias?

There is also alaim thatfiWestern iasd plays out in indigenous mining projects.
The processes used by States and mining companies that attempt to incorporate the views
of indigenous people relative to mining are evolving,dtilitremain inadequate for the
needs of indigeheast grwoppgar alilAel devel opm
the strategic significance of mining projects for a broad range of actors. The first has
been the growing recognition of thehig s of I ndi g e fMtheisscombaamuni t i
been the institutionalizen of impact assessment for largeale mining operations (often
the result of considerable pressure), allowing for the incorporation of local communities
as key players in many of these resource developments. The introduction of local
communities as skaholders into the previously binary relationship between states and
corporations has led to the widespread adoption by industry analysts of-Eeguee or
triad st ak ¢Balard ahd Banksn2003e 288B9) This optimistic assessment
suggestprogress, but evidence found in the literature indicates a great need for
improvement. Indigenous groups do not respond like Western groups when simply
offered the chance to engagenggotiation.

The methods by wbh indigenous rights are consideredidmthgovernment and
mining compaies have been shown to fail because theyot give adequate weight to
indigenous needs. In fact, the processes themselves are often the problem as they

emphasize ra#gr than negatthe lack of influencdeld by indigenous communities. One

14



such proceswhich isoften used is termefiSocial Impact AssessmentSIAs attempt to
account for impacts and e6€®8)niiMaki ngmesaodice |
impact assessment count: A negotiati@sed approach for indigenous p p | se&ates 0
that Ain some cases indigenous people have
assessment processes initiated by developers and controlled bygstatiesthat have an
interest in promotinglevelopment (63). Community engagement processes that were
designed to deal with traditional Western conmities are biased by desigimhey are
biased relative tsuch issues as the financial resources needed to participate effectively,
or theylack cultural awareness as to how indigenous people conduct their affairs.
Al ndi genous people have been admitted at a
participateeffet i vely in SI A and so have b@&®n powe
There are a variety of reasons why these processes often fail indigenous people. For
exampl e, the fAti me pdtapprova chordgenerallgis A and f or
excessively short, particularly given that indigenous decisiaking processes may be
protr@3-6d)edo

Processes such as SIA should also account for issues that wilh ifiea the
mine closes and the company leaves the area. One problem noted by resisdtciters
while companies and statefiengive the appearance of attempting to deal with
indigenous lifestyle impact# realityonly shortterm issues are consiéerand no
weight is given to the fact th#tere ardong-term implicationgor indigenous groups
There is a fitendency to focus on the i mpac

over the short tonedium term, which means thatSmay ignore the cumulative and

15



|l onger term i mpacts that a succession of p
(64).

Westernersend to be skeptical that processes designed to be inclusive would
actuay have the opposite I mpact. However, e
structures distribute power in ways that make it difficult for indigenous people to
influence the policy process, a fact that willrb#lected in the outcomes of &0 (65).

A process designed by Westerners would not account for the limited financial
resources required to do susimplethings as hire legal aid. It would not account for
cultural differences such as traditionadys of regotiation. Simplynviting indigenous
groups to the table during a public comment period is not adequate. It is especially not
adequate as these indigenous groups, who have established a relationship with the land
over generations, can make eoag argument that they own the table.

SlAs and other such agreements are not without value. There is however a great
need to continue to improve uptre framework that has been establish&édese
processes fAcan pl ay a mradnmentohplitieatstruetorgst s t o
and of t he i rwihinevisich préjecttassessnegrat amd government decision
making occur, since it can provide indigenous people with access to information, which
is of course an important source of politicah f | wW&5) Previding informatiorio
indigenous people is a way @balancing power.

Berger(1985) in Village Journey and Northe Frontier, Northern Homeland
demonstrated other methods for imypng indigenous involvemente held hearings in

towns and villages throughout the regions in question, bringing inquiries to indigenous
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people rather than expecting thentreovel to distant urban centers. He adséblished
inquiry protocols that stressed informalitycefacilitated indigenous inpugnsured
funding for indigenous participantand made extensive use of indigenous histaniéss
reports Coombs(1989) in Land of Promises: Aborigireand De&elopment in the East

Kimberley used storytelling as a major method of communication when conducting

assessments.

Further,Hamann(2004), i n A Cor por at epadnershipgand r es pon
institutional change: The case of minimpmp ani es i n <keeswsdme sighsner i ¢ a (
of i mprovement i n r ec-ainsoluorsamwhichbusiieBshre ques

objectives are achieved in tandem with those of other stakeha&lepstomized in the
concept of partnership. Trisector partnerships that engage the strengths of corporations
alongside those of civil society and government can, in certain circumstances, yield better
results for communities and for businessthégraet | ve ap@r8pacheso

The failure to design processes thatount for Western bias atithtare
respectful of indigenous groups marginalizes these people. Marginalization should not be
toleratedby thase who seek inclusive relationships.
Are indigenous groups marginalized?

The termfimarginalizatiol refers toexcludingor making circumstances worse
for an individual or group. Many indigenous communities are marginalized as a result of
mining activity. The basic problem is a failure to understand, apprecesgecor give
credence to different ways of life. Clokad Thomag1997)iniLi vi ng | i ves in

ways? Deprivation, marginalization and changilifgstyles in ural Englangb consider
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this problem. They note that those who live rural lifestyles, sinalardigenous groups,

areinappropriatelyencapsulated AfWe address the notion tha

features of rural life which are oftenh ar act eri zed as deprivati or

research should move away from being reliant solely on normative criteria and move

toward an approach which also encompasses theedif e nces o®10)ex peri ence
Stamatopoulo1994) in i Idigenous poplesand the United Nations: Human

rights as a developingydn a mpravides a starting point to consider the underlying

problems that lead to marginalization. First, instenining conflicts, the wrongs

inflicted by mining companies often have the support of the State. State support only

increases the overwhelming power asymmetry experienced by the indigenous groups.

A Ma noyerngents based their policeshn t he assumption that 1ind

cultures and languages would disappear through integration and assimilation by the

domi nant henefore, states Bayvet npt tolerated the assertion of indigenous

identities through language and indigenaostrolled education. Such cultural

intolerance, forced conversion into the religion of the dominant community, pressure to

abandortraditional ceremonies, seizuséindigenous lands, and outright terrorizations

and killings have been the order of thedayf mi | | i ons of the wor |l d¢

(65). Jarding(2004) in i T r isthtarklations involving land and resources in the self

determination e a cortducted atady in the United States to determine which states had

a capacity to deal with natural resources and envirotahesues on tribal lands.

Jardingpd et er mi ned that #Aneither tribes nor sta
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capacity to deal with enviromental issues on reservations, and that when states did
develop such capacity it was often used against BlatMM me r i ¢c a(95) nt er est s 0O
The marginalization ohdigenous populations by mining activity ptagut in a
variety of ways. The marginalization often begwith alack of respect for the ties these
communities haveotthe land thais the subject ofhemi ni ng oper ati ons. i
their deeply rooted philosophy of respect for the earth aridiath things, indigenous
peoples also advance their concept of communal ownership of the land which is quite
di fferent from the concept of private prop
(Stamatopoulou 1994, 7). Bielawski(2004)describes how the Canadian government
has often dealt with the probl em. ATo t hi
denmncement of this dCeatary meadnstleauatydees dilkber t ai nt
certain of their rights, responsibilities, opportunities and profits. The feds believe that to
achieve certainty, aboriginal titte must be extinguished. The extinguishment policy is so
rigidthatitmg ht as wE6).lThelnetionlobextiaguishment is classic
marginalization at play.
Marginalization can resuétither frombeing left out of the process, foom not
understanding the procesBaviesand Young1996)infi Ta ki ng centre stag
Aboriginal strategies for redressingamn g i n a | empghasize tleimpdartance of
communication methodsThey question if indigenous groups can understand
management plans written in nordigenous language.
Even if mining ompanies have good intentions to developcesses that support

indigenous participationhé groups may be marginalized becaihssg do not have the
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understanding and resources to effectively participate. Thefeeisan attempt to
wesernizeindigenous belief systesn Smallacombg2000)describes how intellectual
and cultural property of indigenous people in Australia is often corrupted by Western
values.

Marginalization effects can be complicagatd interdependent. Not only can
marginalization take place as a direct result of mining and State actions, but
marginalization can also take place from within the communities themselves. A
predominant race in the local community may succesgsfedgivemore benefit from a
new mine than a minority raeell receive. Tension results fromhe difficulty in
defining who isapart of the indigenous grou@uch tensioncaused by the mining
project and not the indigenous population, can lead to violenceiahdnrest.

Woman may also be excluded due te thasculine nature of miningydeven
age may play a factor as mining is harsh, physical I@alfard and Banks 2003)Age
marginalization maglsor esul t from economic factors, fb
in income distribution favor young adults, modifying their position and prestiggwis
their el ders and af f ec(niemagonal Insatwteifdri onal soc
Environment and Development and World Business Council for Sustainable
Development 2002, 202)

Marginalizationcan also be seen what is termedidivide and rule with a
companyo0s negotiate withoalyoned partyand leaveothers out of the process.

Indigenous people have rights that should be respected. Marginalization is a

marker that these rights have not been taken into accQuane(2005) in i1 e ights
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of indigenous peopleand the development po ¢ efigrguesdhat while some of these

human rights claims are not yet recognized under international law, gtierpcs

continually evolving [andthat the increasing recognition of several rights, especially the

right to effecive participation, may help to address the sense of marginalization

traditionally experienced by indigenous peoples fronet dev el op rftd2)t pr oc e
Indigenous people should not be marginalizedaus®f being differentand these

differences should not lead to stereotyping.

Are indigenous people stereotyped?

Indigenous people are often misunderstoodsaeckotyed For example,
stereotypes of indigenous people often portray them as being the ultimate
environmentalistsiAll American Indian people possessed what has been called a
metaphysics of nature: all manifest a reverence for the myriad forms and forces of the
natural world specific to their immediate environment; and for all, their rich compbdéxes
rites and ceremonies are expressed in terms which have reference to or utilize the forms
of t he n a(Callicoa 1989w1G#) Hodigver,felven Native American cultures,
whose world views are often seertlas greenest of all, have experienced duanting
and ot her aljAuRetrsond006, 3va)t ur e 0

Indigenous cultures do value land and natowétheir relationship is not always
that of traditional Western emenmentalists. Similaritiebetween the two groups Ve
often caused indigenous groups and environmentalists to unite in their efforts to oppose
mining, but theerelationships have no doubt benefited the environmentalists more than

the indigenous people. This situation has played out among American Indian groups.
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ATr i ba l-including theiruesigance to submitting to certain state and federal
environmentafegulationshas put Indians at odds with environmentalists. This turn of
events emerges as Indians begin placing immediate needs and desires over older cultural
regud ory stereotypes of | ndi alndansaveendvérhe or i g
proper | y 0 é[E belywegej hewegeq careful students of their functional
environments, bound by material and cultural needs and constraints, striving for
maximum sustained yield rather than maximum production, yet unafraid to exploit
moments of periad ¢ a b u (Lewis 199% 439)

This is not to say, however, that indigenous groups and environmental activists
have nothing to offer each other. In fact, a number of cases have resulted in synergistic
gains.B. Clark(2002) ini The i ndi ge nouwementintheUnitednent al m
St a thighdights the importance of environmentalists and indigenous groups working
together to achieve social changéark statestt a t  &digertervironmental movement
has been forced to recognize the importance of the indigenous environmental movement
(IEM) struggle and the benefits that the indigenous social movements have to offer in the
overalle nvi r o n me n (431) AssClark angphabkizeiis clearthat the greatest
synergy can be found on issues of environmental justice. This is particularly evident in
the American Indiami ni ng confl i cts consi dertébels, by Cl &
consisting of different cultures, languages, and histories, the IEM has forged an extensive
grassroots network of more than 200 indigenous environmental justice groups working to

coordinate, suppognd inform each othé(431)
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fiStereotypic images persist to the detriment of Native Americans bebause
i mages r el eg atndmisdireetmoitnod iaa nd psaosctitet y6s respo
Natv e peopl e qLewinnlfd95,i439xSteectypingintentional or not, is one
way in which powerrelations unfold, ad notions of power asymmetgre significant in
indigenousmining conflict.
Is there apower asymmetry

Al t ism that conflicts between unequals are conducted differently from
conflicts b(Ritchelel®db, 28 dhe dynanics mentioned thus far have a
common characteristic that is not only important,tbatneeds tde addressed further in
academigesearch. Theissuepso wer asymmetr y. AMany of th
in rural areas are fundamentally rooted in the nature of power relations in contemporary
society (Cloke andThomas 1997, 227)Adding support, Crawlegnd Sinclaif2003)
state that dAit is our belief that unl ess t
power over some aspects of the relationship with a mingiityp, then organizational
initiatives willreman t o k e n  a n d(370)aFurther,rBallarénsl Bankg2003)
note that @Ain cont r awgriewanceslbverspealfic gsuiessucht h at
as ecological damage as the dominant impetus for local community engagement with
mining projects, we contend that most local communities areafoedtally concerned
with questions of ¢ on(298)oFinallyv ed6 Rahiericrh eocan nl adi
(2005)i1 ¢ o n cthauwhiée sgreements certainly have the potential to enhance
Aboriginal participation in environmental management, a majority do not have this

effect, reflecting the weak negotiating position of many Aboriginal peoples in their
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dealings with mining comparse{629) The literaure is full of references that denote a
markedpower imbalancéetween indigenous communities and mining companies
indicatinga need to understanki$ phenomenon with improved clarity

Defining the concept of power can be difficuneapproach is the use of power
dependency theory. Aln an interaction bet
considered t he s ou(Raueanandl Fiskeh2604,&2)Roehanasd p ower
Fiskebuild upon thesand other definitons o st at e that power Ai s
over allocation of resources (B@)nThsislkelyr t he
a good definition of the power struggle that takes place in indigemousg conflict.

Mining companies excerpt their cooltthrough technical knowledgeften using it to
talk over tle heads of indigenous groups. Furtlieey often havegreater power over the
State wih the promise of financial gain

Mitchell (1995)describesoncepts an@rovidesstructureto the notion of paer
asymmetry. ldasserts hat A as ynmomarge asia eosflidievelops (26).

Mitchell also notes that i1t is not al wa
clear that although some forms of equalization strategy are likely to lead toward conflict
reduction, othex are likely to lead toward conflict escalation. For example, high
symmetric internal cohesion appears to favor tpady efforts at mediation, while high,
equal legal status seems propitious for adjudication, arbitratioregotiatiord
Individual ases need toebconsidered separatelyamd he o6r i ght 6 | evel of

asymmetry has to be achieved before any conflictteduo n i (83).1 i kel y o
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Mitchell highlights the types of asymmetries that catuoc These include legal,
or status asymmetry, resource or capability asymmetries, behavioral or asymmetrics of
tactics, and moral asymmetrieBachof these camplay a role in indigenousining
conflict.

Finally, Mitchell notes that in addition to caun#f/ considering if adjustments t
power will yield a decrease oonflict, one also needs to consider variomsahsions of
power. Mitchell lists seven that typically play key roles. These @recoercive
capacity, (2) interparty cohesion, (3) leadgvansecurity, (4) external dependency, (5)
goal salience, (6) elite entrapment, &Agacceptance

Groups in conflict may try to capitalize on these dimensions by increasing or
decreasingnepar ti cul ar qualities that will furth
strategy of parties in regional conflicts
(38). This divide and conquapproach has been used by mining companies to
selectively negotiate with a particular faction of an indigenous group that it sees as more
likely to help its cause

Most of the academic work in power asymmetry has taken place relative to
political conflicts such as the Palestinisraeli conflict but even this area has room for
further development. Rouhaaad Fiskg2004) ini Per cepti on of power,
conflict intensity in asymmetric intergroup conflict: Arand Jewishict i zens of | s
examine the dynamic that different levels of power or perceived power play in the
tensions between Arabs and Isradiving together in Israel. Theyot e t hat fAr ese

mutual perceptions and other psychological psses in interethnic and international

25



conflict has generally focused on parties who enjoy equal or closgiad gower

r e |l a {4B)oThe situation thegxamine in Isradk clearly different, butesembés
indigenousmining conflict in the relationship of a minoritpajority. As Rouhanand
Fiskenot e, there is a basic misconception con
assumption of many studies is that whatever social psychological dynamicscappéy

party apply to the other party as well. For example, it is assumed that the enemy
perceptions held by one party and the psychological processes that support them are the
mirrorimag e o f t h g50)p This emiscorsaptibe aan seff a chain of events

and assumptions that can impact all attempts to resolve conflict, and in the case of
indigenousmining conflict, can lead to decades of marginalization for the less fadwer
indigenous group.

If a mining company approaches a negotiation with indigenous people as if they
held the same worldiew, a great injustice haareadybeen done to the indigenous group
prior to opening the talks. As noted previously in this paper, processes mustipe set
from the startwhichincorporate the needs of indigenous peofample statements such
a swe fave themthe a me o p p or t u naretindi@tionsahat thevrealith a d 0
power asymmetry thought has not been incorporated into the thinking of the more
powerful party.

Suleiman(2004) inii P | a meoenterdetweenlewishand Palestinian Israelis:

A sociatpsychological p r s p e supporis ¢he rotion that this misconception plays
out in a number of conflict situations. f

encounter groups in Israel has almost entirely disregarded the power dimension of the
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encounter. No serious regawvas given to the fact that the groups participating in such
encounters represent majority and minority groups who differ significantly in their power
and s oci(30) Ssch differanses impact eygortion of therelationship from
simple conversati®to expected outcomes.

Suleimanprovides an example from the Palestiniaraeli conflict that is similar
to theprocesses involved in indigenemsning conflict. She states that the fact that
neaty all conflict resolution initiatives ardesigned, and fured, by the Jewish state lead
to innate bias against the Palestinians.
on setting the boundaries of what was permissible and what was notglelenisthin
the group and has clearly slanted the objectives to meet the expectations and needs of
Jewi sh p g32%) iSpeakingan the same subjédichelovitch (1986) has noted
thatthere may have been blind spots created because these were mostly Jewish efforts.

This can besasily applied to the communitgvolvement projects that are
normally administered by mining companiesgrState representatives that are often
closely allied tahemining companies. If indigenous customs and ways are not taken
into account during an &ttnpt at conflict resolution, thethere is the potential for a
number ofsuch blind spots. IBd spots intude the inability of indigenous people to
attend meetings, a lack of consideration for their language and communication
techniques, or a failure to understand that they live on different time frames. Any of
theseoversightscould have the effect of exaing indigenous people from the process,

and thusnstallinga power advantage.
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One or more of thedeaditionalaspect®f Western bias, power asymmetry,
resairce curse, marginalization, or stereotypingatenreferenced aprimary causgof
indigenos-mining conflict. If attempts ardeingmade to account for these issughy
do the conflictsstill persist? Are the traditional methods simply addressing symptoms of
a larger problemre the true causes of indigenensning conflict really understat?
In examining intractable conflicts in general, some scholars indicate that the true causes
of intractableconflicts arevalues andidentity issues Values and identitiesredeepy-
heldcomponents of the human spirit.
Are values and identitieBnportant?

ALIi ke Justice Potter Stewartods definitdi
researchers and mediators know when they see it, but they are hard pressed to define
pr e c i(Gampbelld998, Abstict) Researchers differ on their definitioh
intractabilityfor a number of reasons. One reason is the difficulty of knowing when
enough is enough, and deiad if a conflict will likely linger for some time into the
future. Another has to do withe impact such a label will have on mediators and actors
alike. A healthier perspective may be to decide that a conflict has been intrdatgble
far, rather than painting hopeéss case witthe use of the term.

Nonetheless, some researchers hawesmted to define intractability. Burgess

and Burges¢1998)ma ke one such attempt and define i
defy restution.0 They point out thaivhile small, isolated conitts may get resolvedhe

underlying conflictstill persists over time.
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Northrup(1989)d ef i nes i ntractability -sodal na pr c
process between (or among) parties that has three pramargcteristics: (1) it is
resistant to being resolved, (2) it has some confliensifying features not related to the
initial issues in contention, (3) it involves attempts (and/or successes) to harm the other
party, by at least one of the parti¢62).

Campbell(2003)reviews suggestions by many researchers and elects the fairly
optimistic characteri z(84). Heasooflefsamore si st ant
detailed list of factors that can dabute to intractability. Thes@aclude funémental or
deeprooted conflictfundamental viae differences between partiésndamental coitct
about world views, valuesipciples or societal structurdengthof time conflict has
persistedsevere power imbahces between disputing partipstential for coercion or
escalation to violere; rigidity of postions, high level of hostilitystrongly held beliefs or
positions,complexityof issues, interlocking issudsgh-stakes distributional questions,
pecking ader conflicts or oneipmanshipt hr eat s t o partiesd indiv
identities,and/or frames held by disputants.

Hunter(1989)places emphasis on values statinp at Ai n or der t o a
problems, we must begin to dig deeper, searching for the roots of the od@ict
Hunterc ont i nues, fnADespite our beliefs about e
dictum to preserve life regardless of consequences, for example, severely constrains our
actions. Oneds ethical positionraclHlemmds p

cont(@% Hant er 6 s d e sthicalestantes and thus deepild beliefsas
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fundamental to the disentanglement of inahée conflict lends support the notion that
conflicts, including indigenousnining conflict, areoftenvaluesbased.

Hunterstatesfi [hesg deegeated values regarding the type of world that is
both desirable and possible are not generally amenable to debate or to conflict resolution
strategies such as((2ané&adden(1l98Ysnggests thatvwalgest i at i o
basedconflicts aremore difficult to resolveandthat resolution attempts should focus not
on changinghese underlying values, but bnding practical solutions to which all could
agree in spite of the dissimilaalues

Thus values are engrained notions which will be difficult to change. This
difficulty arises due to the relationship between values and identity. The strongly held
values of individuals are part of their id
identity would need to changand that isa tall order.

ALi beral democraciesécannot regard citi

identity because (1) people arequné, seHcreating, and creative individuals, as John
Stuart Mill and Ralph Waldo Emerson famously recognized; and (2) people are also
Aicul t ur eandahe aultures they bear differ depending on their past and present
i dent i f(Gutmar 19%,6s 0O

Identities that often plag role in conflict includeategorizationsuchas
ethnicity, race, gender (thus the phrésar of the sexd, religion, class, kinship,
nationalism and casi€Black 2003, 122)

A Evdioler s . This memorable and provocat.

terrorist enemy was cast by President George W. Bush in a stirring speech to a joint
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session of Congress in September 2001, a few days afteortiiiec attacks of September
116 (Wondolleck, Gray and Todd 2003, 207)

fildentityd is a term used to describe self and others. Identity characterizations
can be direct as i n President Bushos remar
be claimed or denied. One can strive to reach them or fight to repel them. Mining
companiesfor instarce, wage a daily wan the public eydo correctwhat they see as
incorrect identity labels earned mainly through past sloppy environmental camtdols
human rights abusessome environmental activists seek to be seen as partners to
indudry, as opposed to combatantdyil ather such groups are happy togezceived as
adversarial. Tere is little doubt that identities are stgarontributors taonflict, andthat
theyquite often lead tthe intractability ofconflict. Drawing a fine lindetweerfiusd
andfthemo or avoiding such a brealis, to use identityo escalate or extinguish conflicts.

A simple example of how idenigiscan help or hinder conflict resolution is to
consicer a person thought of as ydineighboro or to consideranother person who is
thoughtofas a fAbi got o. Automatically one feels
and to avoid contact with the bigot.

Identities are not always apparent, and they are certainly not always recognized
as a s our c eorexdmple omorfe dispata over waferights, Native Americans
adopted a nolwompromising stance, insisting on their right to the water, when what was
really at stake was their degqWondolletko ensur e

Gray and Todd 2003, 210Yhey were holding on to their identityf identity issues
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such as this one stay hidden, and the discussionsiftstaadon water science,
resolutionwould be difficult to achieve.
Another way in which idetities play aole in conflict is when closelfeld
identities are challenged or threatened, or when theregasthlperceptiorof such
challenge People who work in mines often know no other career option. When a person
says he or she isfniner,0there is a great history of pride and tradition undernisgh
statement. When thainer perceives a threat to this identity he or she is likely to
respond in a fashion that escalates conflict.
Identities are nanally thought to be stagnanttan fad, identities can change
over time. In unresolved conflicts, a close look at identities held by opposing parties
tends to be negative, insulting and disrespectful. As cases bdganetsolvel there is
often ashift toward more inclusive and positiveachcterizations.
AThese moments occur in the contexts of
relationship, as well as the space in which the relationship rethdaglational
cont ai beetrwe et nhmberpdaecsendl identities are inextricably itwéned and
over |l §ohbeGdD 5) AHUMahs i dedaogidally,én response to
our relations, including our actual dialogues, with ot@dieg society that recognizes
individual identity will be a delibative, democratic, society because individual identity
is partly constit u{Gatchand994,@¢)ol | ecti ve di al og
But Taylor notes: fAWe dondét just | earn
to use them for our own purposes. We are of course expected to develop our own

opinions, outlook, stances toward things, and to a considerable degree through solitary
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reflection. But this is not how things work with important issues, like the definition of

our identity. We define our identity always in dialogue with, sometimes in struggle

against, the things our significant others want to see in us. Even after we outg®w som

of these others our parents, for instandeand they disappear from our lives, the

conversation with them con(C.iTaylard34,8383f hi n us
The values people hold influence thigientity. Indigenougpeople do not hold

the same values as Westerneks. indigenous person, iRogue Diamondsstated that

AWe knew nothing of diamonds before they e

today, | wonder about gemstones and this latd.eT pr oposed di amond mi

first, the first on the Barren grounds, the first this far north. We have learned that lavalike

eruptions of something geologists call Ki m

to its minable crust. Weknowaht t hi s | and i s that minabl e

grasp i s the particul ar g(Bielaaveki2004,d8 di amond
Efforts to resolve disputes between indigenous people and mining entitiestw

succeed without true acknowledgment of indigendastitesandr al ues. - fAiSuch

resident cultures sustain beliefs, values and uses of local ecosystems frequently at odds

with those of i ndu@drtzmammand redentmung P0O® 24@)ist r ac t |

not enough to mask development goals in rhetoric that fails to accommodate the values,

culture and knowledge of indigenous populations. Mining estitiust seek true

understandingnd apply this undstanding when they develop projects. Advice to

mining companies can be found in the literature. CraateySinclai(2003)note that

Acorporatmoetf fofrt en aemunci ated wPudibi n a 0Cq
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Rel atfircanmsedB62) kSimpe 0 g r e emthe patlofcompanies will not
lead to true understanding.

Some scholars go beyond providing mining entities with advice on how to relate
to the vdues of indigenous culturdsr thesimple purpose of movingrojects forward.
There are calls that such understanding is a moral imperative and not just a strategy for
corporate development. When discussing processes, Cramde§inclai(2003) in
Al ndi genous human r es oinimgcompapiesalowardsams i n Au
ethical no d edtaietoh at At he d e fdesmable¢ pgrastices wduld bedhosa | | y
that do not rely on the leadership of one or twoviddials. These practices would be
integrated into the systems and structures, outliving individual relations and showing a
capacity for ongoi ndy0)iLargmamahditedeaburg?DO5)a d apt a't
argue fithat it iIs unethical to forfeit the
industrial resources extractido(239). They alsarelateindigenous alture and value to
sustainable devel opment and state that fa
must address the biophysical, organizational and cultural systems within which human
life is embedded and upon which it is dependent. The ethgsstdinable development
oblige the preservation of all these aspects of human (anbuman) life for current and
future generations. Furthermore, it is ethical to engage with indigenous peoples in a
manner consistent with their wishes, cultures and sy&arsurvival as thegletermine
t hes e (289 Fosgh§1992)iniJudgi ng the morality of bu
influence of personal morahpi | o s onpohtieess ,tohat At hi s criterio

categorical imperative that individuals should never be treated only as a means to an end
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but should be treated &¥%1) iThepterdure suggestséhatd s i n
some mining projects should not proceed unless certain moral requirements are met.

Thus valuesnd identitiesare central to the conflicts that emerge between
indigenous and mining entitie¥alues go beyond such notionsrasource cuge theory,
Western bias, marginalization, stereotyping and power asymmetry. In fact, values can be
the caise of these issues. hate dahe valuen both sides of indigenousining
conflict originate?

What is te heritageof indigenousmining value ystens?

The field of moral philosophgethics) has much to say relative to vadystems.
Many of thevalue systemdescribedvithin the philosophy literature are ripe with
debate. Here, the literature will be reviewed to identify value systems which nmeay hav
similarities to indigenousining conflict. General principles in moral philosophy are
considered first, followed by specific concepts from the environmental philosophy
literature. The goal is to begin building a matrix of valu&kis matrix will by no means
becomprehensive, but wibhe used for a more complete understanding of the values of
both groups.

Before proceeding, a special ashould be made relative to the applicability of
Western philosophy to American Indiantlght. 1 Among t he most 1 mport
differences between tribal peoples and Western thinking is the concentration in the West
on the solitary individual o t he e x c | u stheamportant dedisiores argto loeu p é
made by individuals possessing neitherdathor mother, village nor tribe, age nor

g e n d{[@eforia 2004, 1Q) As stated by an American Indian philosopher,
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[u]nfortunately for our people, Europeans also brought their own philosophy, a
philosophy grounded on driramed by religious and economic principles of ownership.
Our people, not knowing about property and ownership (dominion), were considered
uncivilized, savage, and not hum@ferney 2004, 135)

In the most general for, it can be said that some Western philosdelpecially
some environmental philosophg)relatable, while some is nab American Indian
philosophy There should also be a realization that the influence of Western thinking on
American Indiantribesemy have diluted original Ameri ca
speak of American Indian philosophy today, we are probably talking about several
generations of Indian people who have popular notions of what Indian philosophy might
have been or might becomewit n t he Wester n p(Deldi@a2®phi cal
4).

At times, tis projet will seek to understand Americardian thought through
the lens oWestern philosophy. Such concepts as atiin and deontologicéhought,
which will be reviewedare solidly in the arena of Western philosophy. However, other
notions which will emerge are more closely
developing an idea of cultural movement that has primitive at oneféhd spectrum
and modern at the other, great care must be taken to identify tribal societies and Western
thinking as being different in their approach to the world but equal in their conclusions
about t@®m®e worl do

This complication of applying Western thought to American Indian thought, and

the reverse, should not i mpede this resear
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devoted to providing examples of the difference between Western and American Indian
thougtt [because] there is no philosophy of American Indians apart from the concrete
actions of people in a wetlefined physical setting. Indian elders and holy people did a
great deal of speculation but it was regarded as a pastime, reflecting aeregeand
did not substitute for the experience itself. Elders received a hearing and their counsel
was more often than not heeded primarily because people recognized that, if nothing else,
they had a lifetime of experience during which they were predumbave understood
what their variolly) experiences meanto

ANative and Western cultures and thei
knowing and relating to the natural world are finding common ground and a basis for
dialogue [and] the integration dhe lack thereof will determine the direction of
contenporary society inthetwerdy i r st (Cagete 2004, 56D

After all, Al ndians must examine so0me
thinkers and must demonstrate that().their
That being said, hat is really going on in indigenousining conflict?
What is good and what is right?

A review of applicable valudsegins with a basic conflichat exists in moral
philosophythefigood versus théright.0 The good represents actions designed for
overall happiness in the world. Someone acting out of the good would consider
consequences over particular dutidse right is embolic of rules. Someone aciing
of a desire for right dmn would ignore consequences and focus on duties which are

based on contrived canons or tenets.
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In the late 18 century and early fgcentury, ethical theories began to change in
the midst ofa remarkable number of paradighfting affairs in humarhistory- the
Reformation, the Renaissance, the Enlightenment, the French Revolution, the formation
of America and its civil war, and the scie
massive subjective turn in modern culture, a new form of inwardness, in whichme
to think of oursel ve ¢ TadorI®®j28)gs wi th i nner
Tayl or suggests that A[t] he most i mport
bring about this change was Jehm ¢ q u € S R 0 U susecha ina@igurated the e ¢ a
change; ratheréthat his great popularity c
that was in a sense already occurring in the culture. Rousseau frequently presents the
issue of morality as that of our following a voice of magi  wi t(280). n us 0
In the midst of these activities, philos@ph began to rethink their lotgeld
positions, and one consequendehis rethinkingwas the formulation of a line of ethical
theory known asttilitarianism. Utilitarianism is an influential ethical theory even today.
Many philosophers label themselves as utilitarian, and many actions and belief systems in
the modern world are based on this line of thinking. For instance, utilitarianism is
influential in the justification of everything from industrial progress, euthanasia, abortion,
animal experimentation, and even vegetarianism. Ultilitarianism represents a common
intuitive thought that many people have withthe knowledge othe subjet One can
hear utilitarianism expressed by politicians each night on the evening news. The web
sites of corporations are laced hwvittilitarian principles. #en a small child might decide

to defend his actions to his parents based on utilitarian thinkifigle it is intuitive, a
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few special individuals have begiven credit with the original effort to formally place
the theory on paper, support the iddaising itas a basis for ethical action, and solidify
the notionof its placein modern ethics.

A tlitarianism, a theory proposed by David Hume (1-47¥6) but given
definitive formulation by Jeremy Bentham (174832) and John Stuart Mill (1806
1 8 7 IRachéls 2007, 9®eeks the good. The tefmtilityorefersob At hi ngs whi ¢
have value not in themse(Reesed999 BOOAsstatead a me a
by Bentham, A[m]Joralityéis not about pleas
abstract rules. Moralityidsao ut maki ng t he wo (Rachels28607,happy
90). A Hu me tdhied Ongorte autgdeamde, birt digpimtroduce the pdinciple of
utility as the basis of ethicaleho r(Rre@se 1999, 800Mill and Bentham are
considered the foundgof modern utilitarianism, ariBentham actually introduced the
term utilitarianism in 1872800)

Bentham argued #t there is onenoral principlet h e A p r itilitycoi ipTihe so f u
principle requires us to always choose whatever action or social policy would have the
best consequences (Rachels 2007 0)Banthaan(1¢8db)imder ne d 0
Principles of Morals and Legislatiop u t By the: princigie of utility is meant that
principle which approves or disappes of every action whatsoevagcording to the
tendency it appears to have to augnwerdiminish the happiness of the party whose
interest is in questian(Ch. 1, II).

Immediate questions come to the mind of anyone introduced to utilitarianism.

Who decides what consequences are best? How can one accurately predict
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conseqe nces? Who count s Doanimaldhiceunt? ®o goosysternse r y 0 n

count? Do the mentgHimpaired count?

Utilitarianism thought leads naturally to the notions of consequentialism and
welfarism. From a consequentialist perspective, the ends justify the means. From a
welfarism perspective, the individualwat matters. All count as oa&d no one more
than one.

Bentham approached utilitarianism from the perspective of a Hedonist, or one
who is concerned with pleasurB.e n t h a m Naureahaselaced niankind under the
governance of two sovereign mastg@ainandpleasure.lt is for them alone to point out
what we ought to do, as well as to determine what we shalDdahe one hand the
standard of right and wrong, on the other the chain of causes and effects, are fastened to
their throne.They govern us in all we do, in all we sayall we think: every effort we
can make to throw off our subjection, will serve but to demonstrate and confiim it.
words a man may pretend to abjure their empire: but in reality he will remain subject to it
all the while. Theprinciple of utility recognizes this subjection, and assumes it for the
foundation of that system, the object of which is to rear the fabric of felicity by the hands
of reason and of lawSystems which attempt to question it, deal in sounds instead of
sense, in caprice instafreasa, i n dar knes(@h.l,l)hst ead of |

For Bentham, the goal of ethical behavior was the maximization of pleasure. He
further believed thzall pleasures are equal, asdamous fo the phrasejPrejudice

apart, the game of pugdin is of equal value with the arts and sciences of music and
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poetry. If the game of pusipin furnish more pleasure,its mor e val uabl e th
(Bentham 1830)

Bentham had a profound influence on a rising philosopher named John Stuart Mill
who wrote a book titledtilitarianism (1871) Mill promoted utility long after
Bent hamés death and was Milhoenulatedmutditariamsi!| ue nt i
as foll ows: AFirst, he says, we should en
like to see come abolta state of affairs in which all people are as happy and well off as
they can be. Then we should try to bratgput that state of affairs, insofar as this is
possible. Thus, in deciding what to do, we should ask what course of conduct would
promote the greatest amount of happiness for all those who will be affected. Morality
requires that we do whatis bestrfro t h at p o (Rachels 8007, 90)Trusvfor
Mill, the basic goal of utilitarian theory was the maximization of happiness.

Utilitarianism was radical. i d not s p e a korabdumilekibleGod ds w
rules I't was about promoting happiness. Al
beings in this world, and nothing more; and we are perniiteacen required to do
whatever is necessar PQ0to promote that happ

As utilitarianism has been refined through the yeatsastcomeo mean the
maximization of the greatest happiness for the greatest number of p&opletermine
the greatest happiness, a utilitarian calculus is employed, where antastemaple to
determine the sum of individual levels of happiness of a particular action, compared to
another action For utilitarians, fhe action which achieves the higher level of happiness is

the action which should lshosen.
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The principle of tility had a dramatic impact on the idea of individual rights and
liberty. As Mill statesirOnLiberty #fA[ t] he sol e end for which
individually or collectively, in interfering with the liberty of action of any of their
number, is selprotection. The only purpose for which power can be rightfully exercised
over any member of a civilized community, against his will, is to prevent harm to others.

His own good, physical or moral, is not a
bodyandmni nd, t he i ndi (80).drom this, itis easydowseeravisgch o
issues aswghanasia are shored up by the principletiityy and how utility played a

role, and continues to play a role lilmeral thinking.

One objection to utilitarianism surrousthe fact that happiness is considered to
bethegoodi According to the <c¢l| asssure.dlilitagansi | i t ar i
understantdriopldégsuteoi nclude a(oOl) Thent al st
attitude alludes to Hedonismwhich few would support. Manytilitarians reject
Hedonism, and find ways to move around this simplistie/voéthe theory. For
instance, it is said that Ahappiness i s a
we recognize as good, independently and in

The notion of consequealism is also criticized. Do results matter more than
other considerations? Consequentialism often conflicts with the idea of justice and
individual rights. AThe notion of a perso
opposite: It is a noton that places limits on how an individual may be treated, regardless

of the good purposes (I06lat mi ght be accompl
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It is easy to imagine a scenario where lying, or even committing murder of an
innocent, could in the final calculussult ingreater overall happines&or example,
should an individual be selected for harsh medical experimentation for the lodradifit
of humanity? Wat if person A decided to give person B a large sum of mamelyasks
person C to deliver the money. Instead of giving the money to B, C keeps the money,
and B never learns that the money was given, and A never knows C kept the money.
Further, C splits the money with another person, D. In the first irstantyB would
have been happyn ithe secondboth C and D are happy. The principle i ty would
seem to support theft in this scenario, but sut@bcannotbe right for any moral theory.

There are other criticisms of utilityThe calculation involveth decidingwhat
action to take under the principle dflily requires that each individual in the calculus be
counted as one, and none more than one. In so doing, personal relationships and concepts
such as friendshi p an dthat Wiktagianianm undemnmesow o n e d .
per sonal rel ationships seems t @uama2006, cr i t i
108)

Many supporters of utilitarianism have agreed that the classical theory has
problems, bt they have tempted to modifghe theory in such a way as to make it
compati ble with common sense. Aln revisin
features is causing the trouble and to change that feature, leaving the rest of the theory
al o n(Raohels 2007, 110)

Al Ol ne troubl esome aspect of <classical

individual action is to bevaluated by reference to the principle ofiu | (L10)yloa
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person is considering telling a lie, theErson would need to evaluate the ouates of

that particular lie. Howevernather way of looking at the principle dfility, would be

from a broader sense, and determine whadfseiles, overall, would support utyitand

act by those rules.t tould be decided that not telling lies benefits the overallihapsg,

i n t h(g&ll)eThid modification has been termRdle-Utilitarianism, as opposed to

the classical view, ths termed AcUtilitarianism. Rule utilitarianismstateghat we

shouldfollow those rules which would serve to maximize utility
Problems arise wh RuleUtilitarianism ininstances which might beonsicered

exceptions to rules.f there are acceptable exceptions, which there most certainly would

be, therRule-Utilitarianism breaks dowand looks more like AeUtilitarianism.

AccordingtoRache|si[ d] espi t e i t s -Utlitatanigamtisiaw wnstable pe al |,

compromi se between Util (132ari ani sm and comm
As anexample, and directing the discussion more toward the environmental

issues which will play a significant min this overdlproject, the principle oftility can

be used to supporttkei nd tr eat ment of ani mal s. AThe
al one i s made thatani®alsldd sot have aoy(®4). SaintThomas

Aqui nas wrote: AHereby is refuted the err
dumb animals: for by divine providence the

order. Hence it is not wrong for man to make use of them, eithialling them or in
any ot her W)y Aquitasdideet support animal cruelty, but only because
it might encourage crueltyetweerhumans It is clear this line of thought permeates all

of Westerrcivilization and its instrumental use of animals.
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For utilitarians, however, there is a justification separate from Christianity for the
protection of animal s. AOn their vVview, w h
soul, is rational, or any ohe rest. All that matters is whether it is capable of
experiencing happiness and unhappiness, pleasure and pain. If an individual is capable of
suffering, then we have a duty to take that into account when we are deciding what to do,

even if the individal in question is not human. In fact, Bentham argues, whether the

individual I's human or nonhuman is just as
(90). Bent ham goes on t,Cangdheyaréason? noritdnithey quest i
tak?But , Can tYey suffer?9o

As mentioned, utilitarianism is based on a calculus. Goods are added, and that
which produces the most good is the action that shouldkes. In the case of anifea
one could argue that they do not actually feel painthatthey are more like machines.
Therefore, their suffering does not count in a utilitarian calculus. It is eagg toow
issues surrounding the principle dility are open to an abundance of debate. In fact, the
philosophical literature is packed with criticisms and objections to the adequacy of the
theory. ARThese objections are SO numer ous
theory. But the remarkabthing is that many have not. Despite the arguments,
utilitarianism continues to be widely accepi€tiO1)

A modern day example of utility in action is the method by which environmental
pollutersar@ uni s hed. tal marnfis Fcaugation,candraéitariani s m, 0
White (2004)applies acutilitarianism to assigning blame, and thus responsibility for

financial support, to environmental offendefs Mny envionmental harms have been
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addressed in courts and by the public using aitddarian approach. Basically such an
approach draws on (sometimes not consciously) the moral calculus articulated by Jeremy
Bentham and refined by John Stewart Mill. Actitdiianism claims that utility should,
in any particular situation, be maximized. Such an approach is often used for
environmen a | c o(188)eThimfermulation would attribute more financial liability
to the party best able to pay, without attempting to assign blame. Ultility is maximized,
but individual actors are punished in a disproportionate fast8tould the rights of
individuals be so compromisedrhere are certainly problems with this ethicatidion
making process. Is there an alternative?
Often considered to be the opposite of utilitarianiBieontology espouses that
there are strict morautes one should live by, with no exception. For instaacelethat
Aa per son s hnoghtbasuppateddy sorkélowelvedit is difficult to
formulate a theory which would support such a view in all cases. For instance, what
about war? Or does the rule only apply to humans, or to anionadtsplants and even
ecosystemsZTomplicationssuch as these makedifficult to suggesthat there are
particular rules that people should follow in all imagineduinstances Be that as it
may, many great thinkesdill believe in moral rules as a basis for ethical theory. The
Ten Commandments gscribed in the Bible are an example of deontological thinking.
Elizabeth Anscombe stated that nthere
mat t e r(Rashelsa20@/, 119) She used boil i ntipasberbi e s
characteristic of the Hebre@hristian ethic to teach that there are certain things

forbidden whatever consequences threaten, such as: choosing to kill the ifmoaapt
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purpose, however good119) AAnscombe and her husband,
a distinguished philosopher, were thd'20e nt ur y6s foremost phil os
the doctrine that (120pr al rul es are absolute
However, the most famous deontologist of all time, and the only major
philosopher on the subject prior to thé"Z0entury, was Immanuel Kant (172804).
Kant i s well established as one of the gre
to take one eample, that lying is never right, no matter what the circumstances. He did
not appeal to theological considerations; he held, instead, that reason requires we never
| i (&20) Kant, as opposed to focusimgp consequences, focuses on duty. He is not
concerned withmaximizing utility or happiness. éHonlywants to know if an action is
right.
Kant arrived at his conclusion on moral rules by first examining what he termed
hypothetical imperatives. For i@sice, if a person wants to be fresh in the mornhey t
ought to go to bed earlyf, they decide they do not want to be fresh in the morning, they
can then stay up late. A person can relieve themselves of what they ought to do under a
hypothetical impertave by simply altering their desire.
Kant said that ésires are different than moral obligatiomsccording to Kanta
personoughtto not steal irregardless tifeir desires. Thus he believed moral obligations
to be categorthagjalt. ash Kampto t Breegosbimleabecauseoweg ht s 6
have desires, categorical oughts are possible because we have reason. Categorical oughts

are binding on rational ag@nix s simply beca
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Kant arrived at this conclusion based on what he termed the categorical
imperative. InFoundations of the MetaphysicsMbrals (1989) he definesis
categori cal ctonlyaccoading te that magim lfy[whkidh you can at the
same time wil/ t hat I t((12)hTdhis Wwodld rbearctttswhen a uni
a person is deciding whether to take a certain action, he Wwautlto ask himself if he
would be happy with everyone acting in the same manner, and tlkuggrttze action a
universal law If the person accepts that his action wowddabceptable as a universal
law, then the action is acceptablenot, then the a@mon should not be taken.

Consider the case of the inquiringirderer. Kant wasnce asked what a person
should do if confrored with the following situationlYou see a man run into a house to
hide. Moments later a murderer shows up looking for the arahasks youf you know
where the man wentKant claims that to be consistent with your duty not to lie, you
should honestly tell the murderer where the man is hiding, even if this results in the death
of thatman. For Kant, the prospect of acceptinjeaas a universal rule is farorsethan
the immediate harm that might result to the individual.

There are obvious ways to criticize categorical rukes: instance, Wat if rules
conflict? Arule to care for friends may conflict with the rule to eelre. For this reason

as well as othersnany philosophers believe Kant went too far in stating that rules should

have no exceptions. An easy fix, as pointed out by Raéchals as f ol | ows: A A
Kant 6s basic i dea r eqmulée weds soifosaréaboathatweh en we
would be willing for anyongl28 o accept, wer
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Kant believed that humans were special, and this fagnbakto do with what
ultimately emergedrom Kantian thinkingt he est abl i shment of I ndi
thought human beings occupy a special place in creation. Of course, he was not alone in
thinking this. Itis an old idea: From ancient times, humans have considered themselves
to be assentially diferent from all other creaturesind not just different, but better. In
fact, humans have traditionally thought themselves to be quite fabulous. Kant certainly
dd Ohn his view, hanmanhrbaeisnhgs wloav émakes . e. , di
them valuable 6above all price. 0 Ot her an
they serve h(li36)aKant qrrived atdis gositidn on animals with the
notion that only humans arational and possess a free wilccording to Kant, this
valuable nature of humankind makes them worthy of special treatrhiemans should
never be used as a means to an end.

AThis means, on a super fi cheaeficenceevel , th
toward other persons: We must strive to promote their welfare; we must respect their
rights, awid harming them, and generalBndeavor, so as we can, to further the ends of
ot hélBX o

Thecontradiction to utilitariani® is glaring. Somatilitarians may be perfectly
willing to use ahuman as a means to an etinditend being greater ppiness. However,
to a deontologist there are rules, and these milescede in such a calculubus
canceingt he project 1 f an indivi du aehlitjgshisspeci al
conflict of ethical theories plays out in many ways in modern society. Should we

demolish a housing project to make way for a highway? The highway would tikaefit
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greater good, but demolition of the housing project would violate the rights of the poor
who live there.

Also, inU.S.politics, Democrats are often thought to be more like deontologists,
and Republica;mmore like utilitarians. ignificant to this esearch is the question of
whether the rights of a small group of indigenous people should be violated in order to
develop a mine which will provide a benefit to aglerrnumber of people in society.

As mentioned, this traditional conflict in ethical gng is commonplace. Should
the right or the good receiygimacy? Philosophes have examined each theory on its
merits, criticized or supported each, andde the case for one over the othEhey have
alsotried to develop compromisirtheories using gariety of tactics. The problem is not
solved, but a special fact should be mentioned.

In liberal societies, it is held that individual rights nearly always trump other
considerationsFor Kant, the rightef individuals (humans) must be respectedbef
seeking to maximize utilityn | t has become a commonpl ace ¢t}
|l i beral theory is 6édeontol ogical é; that is
is in contrast to its utilitarian predecessavdy i ¢ h  we r e ;0fhat is,ltheyogiveo g i ¢ a |
priority to the&yngickel®89p2t)er t he righto

It is easy to understand how this conflict found within the philosophical literature
could be having an impact withindigenousmining conflict. What other value systems
may be important in indigenoumining conflict? As stated, the relationship to |amdi
environment ar@rofoundly important to indigenous groupbhe obvious place to look

within the philosophy literature for an improved understanding of land and environment
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based values is the field of environmental ethitisus, a review of the environmental
ethicsliterature is appropriate with an eye toward noels of valuing.
Is it a human-centered world?

A true accounting of environmental value systems is a complex task. This review
will focus on primary categories of environmental vajueesl some of the more popular
notions within the literatureThe besplace to begin this evaluation is with human
centered versusonhumarcentered valuingystems.

Both utilitarianism and deontology are hurm@antered systems. This maysee
counterintuitive as both can be used to support such things as environrpeteadtion
and animal rights However both systems are a method of valuing based on human
preference It is the humans doing the valuing

Humancentered and nonhumaentered ethical systems are termed
fianthropocentrigc andfinonanthropocentrjo respedwely. They represnt two opposing
approaches t diFfbdoiang | etatsitce.h® | ast 30 year
running debate among environmental ethicists about whether anthropocentrism can serve
as an adequate foundation for environmental stidcShane 2007, 170)As conveyed
by Goodpastefl978)ii [ m] oder n mor al phil osophy has t a
principle foil for developing what can fairly be called a hurstaiperspective on value
adobl i gati onébut there is something distres:s
such issuesdistressingly uncritical in the way that decidingefign policy solely in

t er mte mationafih eriest ®@n ¢310).t i cal o
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Philosophers in the environmental ethics literature argue badodhds to
whether an environmental ethic should be based on anthropocentric or
nonanthropocentric values. Thass of theirargumets typically conceris which type
of ethic is morally correcnd which ethic will provide the most environmental
protection.

As described by Sterl{fd994)Ai A cent r al debat e, I f not
in contempaoary environmental ethics is between those who defend an anthropocentric
ethics and thosewhodefel a nonant hr @pcentric ethicso

First, inonathropocentristonholds that humans maintain no specialgel in the
cosmos. A nonant hropocentric argument wou
begging grounds for regarding the members of any living species as superior to the
members of any other. It allows that the members of species differ in a mywagf
but argues that these differences do not provide grounds for thinking that the members of
any one species are supetiothe members of any other. In particular, it denies that the
differences between species provgseunds for thinking that huma are superior to the
members of other species. Of course, the nonanthropocentric perspective recognizes that
humans have distinctive traits which the members of other species lack, like rationality
and moral agency. It just points out that the memtlen®nhuman species also have
distinctive traits that humans lack, like the homing ability of pigeons, the speed of the
cheetah, and the rumingx29ve ability of she

Further, supportersf @ nonanthropocentric view will not tolerate the suggestion

that human traits are more valuable tHaamtraits of other speciest i$ true that humans
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would not be served by trading in the qualities of rationality for sgmedheither would
a beambebetter off by tradingts hibernating ability for rationality.

In contrastfianthropocentrismi s Vielw ¢hat nan is, or must look upon
hi msel f as, t (Reesel999t28)0r asodéfined byaMlcShaig007)
Athe view that the nonhuman worl d has
indirectly serves human intere3{4.70) Protagor as maraisrileeu s | vy
measur e o0 {Reesd 1999,t2BBoth gews, however, can be used topsup
environmental protection

The notions of anthropocentric and nonanthropocentric valuing do have some
practical applicatios . For instance, fADion (1988)
policies that is helpful when examining the way organizations might rdgpon
environmental issuégDawson 2005, 45)
Who counts?

How dopeopledecice who counts in their moral calculations? Whiaingsand
things deserve moral consideration?

Goodpaste(1978)sums the modern perspective A Our par adi g ms

val u

s ai

of

considerability are individual persons and their joys and sorrows. | want to venture the

belief that the universe of moral consideration is more complex than these paradigms
al | B10p Many would see the notion to expameral consideratioto a greater
portion of the natural world as a radical departure from the norm.

The study of environmental ethics is laced with value assessments. How does

value wilderness and animald® the natural world seen as hayiconcerns of its own, or
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is thevalue in the natural world only in relatisimpto its benefit to humanity? Should it
be said that animalsave their own concerns? Ratvalue doplants and ecosystems
deserv@ Whatabaut inanimate objects, such as mimata whichwill playa role in this
study? AWe need to understand betteréthe sco
that can and should receive mordl& nt i on, and t hwhichature of t
moralityégiesdd ¢ w0wp3PA omot eod

A common distintion is that made betwee&mstrumentadanddantrinsicovalue.
I nstrumental valwue is related to usefulnes
valuable iniself and is not necessarilyvallae as a me anButletamd ot her e
Acott 2007, 151)

To begin this discussion, consider the followiigRo | st on wri tes of i
natural value and argues that the teleologgrganisms and indeed species provides a
weal th of objective values within natureés
(nonmoral) set, proposing what ought to be, beyond what is, on the basis of its encoded
i nformati ondéSuc h sa $tgp oo farifovGallicott, whb arguesvhatr , i
although nature may truly be the locus of intrinsic value, humans remain the source of
any value, thus rendering natureds intrins
and act ual é A inctionnvpichprovidestsomethirg bf a synthesis between
these two positions is provided by Lee, éwh
articulated values and mutely enacted values. Only humans (being rational, sentient
beings) may bsaid to be both the sore and écus ofrecognized articulated values,

althaugh other organisms may be tloeds of such values with humans remaining their
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source. Mutely enacted values are, however, objective values within/of nature, based,
again, on oo @¥&é2) Iheabdvatgerer islibmittedas an example
of the complexity of the philosophical disagreement concerning instrumental and intrinsic
value.

Anot her concept i s t Whetsubjectofriiarabr al consi

consideration, or a considerationvaiomand what count, is a significant concern among

many environmental philosophers. AThe que
di fferent rhetorical f or matosqfitibthetbespte r hap s
start with: O6Let wus consider the question

speak, the other endfrom the standpoint not of the agent, but of the patient. What, we
may ask here, is the condition mibral relevance What is the condition of having a
claim to be considered, by rational agentstowhommoralm ci pl es appl y?60
(Goodpaster 1978, 308)

Thinkerssuch as Peter Singeruggest that A[i1]f angbeing
or of experiencing enjoyment or happiness, there is nothing to be taken into account.
This is why the limit of sentience (using the term as a convenient, if not strictly accurate,
shorthand for the capagito suffer orexperience enjoyment or happss) is the only
defensi ble boundary of c(Govodpasteml978,816) t he i nt
Singer, a prominent philosopher whiten considered controversidlas played a
major role in the promotionf@egetarianism based on his celebrated béwoikmnal
Liberation(1975) Singer justifies his stance on moral consideration based on a

utilitarian ethic.
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Kenneth Goodpastét978)takes exception to the notion that sentience is the
measureb mor al consider at ioms. i déernabilCen, db eGonogd e
that A[n]either rationality nor the capaci
necessary (even though thegyrbe sufficient) conditions on moral considerability. And
only our hedonistic and concentric forms of ethical reflection keep us from
acknowledging this fact. Nothing short of the condition of being alive seems to me to be
a plausible and nonarbitrary ¢ t e(B10)oAitliough radical, Goodpaster believhat
a certain level of moral consideration should be extended to anything considered to be
biologically and organically alive.

Goodpast eYetit s clepruhatghere i8 something to take into acgount
somet hing that i s notandwechstelydoéspmurlifyeeairngsas! s e
beneficiaries and capable of haimamely, lifei that the hints provided seem to me to
fall shortofgod r e a(316)ns 0He goes on: ABi ol ogically,
an adaptive characteristic of living organisms that provides them with a better capacity to
anticipate, and to avoid, threats telifThis at least suggests, though of course it does not

prove, that the capacities to suffer and to enjoy are ancillary to something more important

rather than tickets to (3d&nsiderability in

Agar(1997)rebuts A UNnf ortunately, there are ser.i
the concept of I|ife to play such a major r
0sentienced or i ntliartotethicistsa\We have the beginsingsnad r e f a

plausible stories about why the possession of sentience or intentional states might make

an organism morally significant; sentient beings can suffer or experience enjoyment and
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intentional states allow the foation of projects that cawe carried out or frustrated.
A L i doestot seem to be similarly connected to normative condagts)
Goodpaste(1978)realizes the exeme view he holds isot practical, and he
blunts itsimpactby suggesting that the reality being unable to comply with the
ramifications of his theory reliegea person fromits full implementation. It should be
noted that many philosophers beligliat humans have no ethical obligation to
accomplish that which is beyotideirme a n s . AAn agent may, for
obligation to grant regulative considerability to all living things, but be able
psychologically and in terms of his own nutritiangrant operative consideration to a
much smaller class of things (though note that capacities in this regard differ among
persons and c (B8 Hedivides eisthedry irweo)pdrtswhat stould
be donebut is not possible, aimthatshould be done, and is possible.
Another way of expressing the notion of moral consideration is to suggest that all
living things are worthy of such consideration. This concept is knovibiasentrismo
Biocentrism is addressed here becatuptays a significant role ithe environmental
literature. As eme philosophers interpret the biocentric value systefih e bi ocent r i
attempts to derive robust ethical safeguards for the environment from thetaéim
merely being alive (Agarlp97,d47)Howevea biocenirignni f i c a
does not typically take the exact form that Goodpaster articulated in his regulative
considerability. Biocentrism is mooéten defined as a value system whatdims that,

simply, some living things other than humans are morally considertldbould be
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noted that some philosophers do consider biocentrism to be that all living things are
morally considerable.

Like Goodpaster, Paul Taylor supports an expansion of moral considerability as

foll ows: ATayl or concedes that the value
ways of viewing natureHe suggests that i f wewhssept a 0
thateach i ndi vi dutléologicedbg gowia$s mor s eaté@d) center

sees no argument for the increased importance of humans, whether it be by way of claims
about sentience or rationality, or about any other property, that does not depentkon s
speciess p e c i f (Agar 1897,449)0

However, both ATaylor and Goodpaster al
sentient and nonsentient beings when doing so is essential to the continuation of our own
[ i v(&48)0

This is different than the approach taken by Peter Singer, who draws a line in the
biological continuum at approximately the level of the crustacéacording to Singer,
animals less complex thancaustacean do not desem@nsiderability andhose above
this leveldo. He usea similarmethod to determinene acceptability odborton based
on the number of days the fetus has existed.

Thereforewe have two possible definitions of biocentris®ne that suggests we
should award moral considerability, but releases us from such a duty owing to the
practical implications of survival, arttle otheithat suggests we should award moral

consideration based on a line of sentience (which would also fafoviolating the rule
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for survival). Of courseboth definitions expand the circle of consideration well beyond
what a tyical Western mind would allow

Yet another way to award value is based not on the importance of the individual
but on the importancef collections of individualsfiEcocentrism claims value for
entire ecosystemsl An e c o c etredtsmatural sgstems as intrinsically valuable
and/or morally considerable. This ethic is holistic in that it bases moral concern

primarily on features of natur al (Hetinget e ms r

and Throop 1999, 4)
Harley Caherf2003)broadens hi s somewhat i n fiAgainst t

considerabiltyofe o syst ems 0 and notes that there ar e

considerability of an entreecps t em mi ght be argued. First,
intrinsic value of natur al ecosystemséA se
individual creatures that are inevitably h
possibility is a virtue baselp pr oac h . Perhaps what offends
damage an ecosystem for inadequate reasons

excel |(Ela)clen. 6ohe end, he Acontbhemataly t hat ecos

considerable because(lldhey do not have inte
Hettinger and Throofil999)review a common argument against ecocentrism that

has emergedinrecey ar s i n t hei r coeeatislmDefeREhészicgu si ng e

stability and defendingidness & i r st t hey note that fA[t] he

traditional ecocentric ethics are basedpthei es we <cal |l col l ecti vel

s t a b weradevelaped by Frederic Clements and Eugene Odum, among others. They
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tended to view natural systems as integrated, stable wholes that are either at, or moving

towmar d, mat ur e e qhidcbnception ofimatural syatems prévidds h
powerful and semingly objective basis for determining when ecosystems have been

damaged or their value diminished. Integrity, stability, and balance are properties that

have widespread and powerful normative appeal. In an ecocentric ethic that emphasizes

these propems, our duties to natural systems seem to arise from the nature of

ecosystems themselves, rather than from hu

(5).
Recently, this view has been challenged by tivaise want to claim that
ecasystems are in fact not staltdet rather area mixture of individuals who are often

violent and unpredictable.

Callicott counters this argument. He

human communities are neither stafbe typologicali that is, they change over time

and do not come and go as units. Human communities are also composed of

individualistic, selfpromoting, and competitive individuals. Callicott concludes that

biotic communities are no less integrated aadharder to demarcate than are human

communities, and thus that if human communities are sufficiently coherent to generate

obligations to them, tHetngerand Theoopel999,B)ot i ¢
Indigenows people see greater value in nature thmamost Western cultures.

When indigenous people think about land, their thoughts are likely aligned with wild,

untamed land.They may inhabit a portion of this land, but the land which holds spiritual

value is nore often than not, wild landAs has been said earlier, indigenous groups and
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mining companies are different. They are different in a variety of ways, they have
different thoughts and expectations, and they see the world through a digesethis
difference applies to thoughts about wild land. Tason should be explored further
with a look at wilderness thought and its relationship to both the indigenoWgestdrn
mind.
Do diverse views on wilderness amplify indigenauging conflict?

Henry David Th o rirenddnesdies theopueservgtionsobthed i
w o r [Oelschlaeger 1991, 2Ji [ WEnmnebsdas it appears in the Wilderness Act of
19640 i s [afveldeinessg ith coatiast With those areas where man and his works
dominate the landscape, is hereby recognized as an area where the earth and its
community of life are untrammeled by man, where man himself is a visitor who does not
remair® (Chapman 2006, 466)

The impact of mining activityiolates wilderness areasWhile some mining
takes place in populated nenlderness zones, these projects are unlikely to have an
indigenous element, and the mining firmMa&é more concerned with city officials,
residentsandcommunity groups. More often than not, when an indigenous element is
involved,the project is located ior nearwilderness Further,when indigenous people
speak of the protection of their landeyhare, at least in part, concerned about wild areas.
Thus,a proper accounting of views relative to wildernegastfied when examining
indigenousmining conflict.

From the perspective of indigenous groups faced with the prospect of a mining

projed, the greatest insults to their lifestyles often involve damage or alteration to the
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natural world they inhabit. From the perspective of mining groups, their work takes place
in the natural world, and many times the mining activity is the Hustandisturbance

below the surfacef a particular region. Mines must be located based on the loaitio
mineral deposits whosgeology was determined long before man inhabited the.earth

This means thanining often takes place in remote, wilderness areasurin mining

and wildernessannotbe separated.

When indigenous groups and mining entities come face to fabewilderness,
each party bringgsviews, beliefs, and values abohetnatural world andagh of these
has a significant impact on the nagwand development of the indigenauging
relationship. Wilderness views are more complex than might be anticipatdayare
bound to the history of humankindds i nhabi
the modern world.

Callicott (2008)provides insighti@ t he popul ous wuse of the
AFor a | ong ti me, |l assumed that wildernes
simple, unambiguous rel ati orisksognylongerra nat u
For one thing, few languages have an equivalent word. Actually, wilderness is more
analogous to lady, chick, babe, broad, or battle axe than to woman. It puts a spin on a
natural object townless, roadless region consisting of fpre®untain, lake, and river;
or desert, canyon, butte, and arroyo. It colors that region and makes it available for some
uses and precludes others. Historically, the way wilderness colors a region of the world
diametrically changed, then diverged inttclashing hues, and is presently undergoing

yet another transformation in the midst of the sixth great extinction and the rise of the
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flux-of-nature paradigm in postmodern ecology. Furthermore, the term is currently hotly
cont ¢235edo

Wilderness thought has changed over time and according to many scholars,
modern humanity might be surprised to learn that in the distant past human ancestors, not
being aware of any alternative, magt havelookedupon the natural world as alien and
threatening. More likely than not, according to Oelschlaéf#91) early humans did
not distinguish between wilderness and the simple idea of home. That has changed.
A ElJiengeef t he wi | de rismecessarydaosany@rounded undeestanding
of human beingness and articulation of individual identity. We can be what we are
capable of being only if we &) .so have some

Modern thinking about wilderness continues to evolve, and is quite different now
than it was for most of human existence. Further, when considering the length of time
humans have dwelled on the planet, modern views on wildesanesgliite recent
developments. The intuitionist notion that early existence was brutish, and that human
ancestors spent their days in wantha comfort of civilizatiormay beunfounded
AFrom a modern perspecti ve, thacriticalpyror y oppos
empirically sustained, appears between archaic and modern culture and underlies the
claim that secalled primitive people wanted to gain control over land and animals, and
nature more generally. Most if not all evidence contradicts aueading, and indicates
that Paleolithic people lacked a concept either of wilderness to escape or a civilization to

s e e(k6) In fact, when settlers arrived in North America there is scant evidertce tha
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the native populations were attempting to mold the land to fit their needs as opposed to
thousands of years molding themselves to fit the land.

Many thinkers believe that the modern human species, Homo sapiens, has
remained much as it is for a very lomge, andapart from thdifestyle provided by
modern conveniences, Paleolithic man would likely be indistinguishable from the modern
version ineither physicalome nt a | capacity. AThe assumpt.i
were mere children in comparisanus, a later, adult phase of humanity, is dubious. So
is the belief that the modern mind is the culmination of human intellectuality. Indeed,
given the grim realities of twentiettentury history, there is reason to think that we can
learn muchabouthw t o | i ve our I ives from the study
(16).

nRnCl early, the mythology of the Great Hu
responses to the world but mirror the same level of igeziltealbeit one directed to an
unmistakably different view of the worlals modern science. The modernist thinks of
prehistoric humans as believing in myth, as identifying with totemic animals and plants,
and as practicing magic, and therefore as beisgiantific, superstitious ignoramuses or
morons. Such a conclusion simply cannot be defended, since we havdercevhat
our ancest or s Difezente Yes,cleagly thee gantend df their belief
systems was @H.l i ke our owno

Interestingly, there had to be a time in history when humanstieghink of

wildernessas separate from their own existenag opposed to simply believing
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themselves to be a part of the natural world (one ofyjnadlany scholars believe that
time coincided with the birth of agriculture.

It is tempting to think of the dawn of agriculture as a time when man emerged
from the wilderness and became a separate and distinct model of human. But as
Oelschlaeger note§,t he agri cul tur al revolution canno
Rise of Civilization. Those human beings who preceded it made enormous contributions,
including the dev&) opment of | anguageo

Accor ding to some schol ar s ;foragipgtwhyloklifet r an s i
to agriculture has often been associated with or identified as thalksal Fall. In
leaving the Paleolithic world for the Neolithic, humankind likely encountered a host of
woes and travails unknown in its collective experience, noetst of which was work
itselfo (31).

Paleolithic describeSt he cul tures of the | ate Plioc
or early phase of thet@e Age, which appeared first in Africa and are marked by the
steady development of stone tools and later antler and bone artifacts, engravings on bone
and stone, sculpted figures, and paintings and engravings on the walls of caves-and rock
shelters: usuly divided into three periodd_ower Paleolithicc2,000,000¢200,000
b.c.,Middle Paleolithicc150,000¢40,000 b.c.Upper Paleolithicc40,000 ¢10,000
b.c) ¢Dictionary.com 2009) The Paleolithic is also referred to &g Old Stone Age, as
di fferentiated from the New Stone Age, ofr

was | i ke s ho(Rdberts 1083,18)aut i ous o
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Indigenous societies are often thought to have racad smilarities with
Pal eolithic culture. Il n way of example, i
gathering clan with a species of plant or animal, supports the conjecture that Paleolithic
peopl e believed t hemg@elschleeger198l, 12 one wi th
ATri bal peoples have traditionally been
remnants of a hypothetical earlier stage of culturalgian, andthisse al | ed &épr i mi
s t aqf lmidan development is a necessary preamble to any discussion of human beings
and the meaning of their lives. Indeed, the stereotype of primitive peoples anchors the
whole edifice of western social thought. We need the primitive so that we can dsstingu
Western civilization from it and congratulate ourselves on the progress that we have
ma d @éeloria 2004, 3)
AThe Paleolithic mind |ikely netaring saged
humankind much as a mothssurishes her baby at her breast. Modern aborigines, such
as the Lakot a Si(Oeschlaeger 1991, 16)n btleet worls; e t hi s 0
wilderness was a partner, a source of life, something to respect and chi¢itdrness
was not something to be feared or used simply as a resource
Nonethelesshie Paleolithic did give way to what was to come for most of the
world, although nofora | | of it. AREven very recently,
some part®f the world, though only just. There are still a few people alive who live
with tools not much better than those of prehistoric men, though their numbers are
rapi dl y (Rdbarts 19%3j 18)Foaalled modern, téonal thoughiand the

dawning of civilization was close at hand.
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Following the Paleolithic,aly civilizations advanced at different rates and with
varying degrees of success throughout the waild hes f i ci v iwérétkeat i ons é
outcome of particulamixes of human skills and natural facts which came together and in
each case made possible a new or 36y of | if
It is fair to say thatscivilizations began temerge,so did conflicts in the human
mind that would last until modern day. Humans remained closely tied to the land, but
werealsodiscovering what could be accomplished by applying energy to the
modi fication of their emuehthatdhe fms avilizationsi | t 1 s
had in common except their complete dependence on local agriculture, their achievement
of writing, and their organization of society on a new scale in cities. Even if their
technology was advanced by comparison with dfigheir uncivilized predecessors, they
still all worked with little beyond muscle power, animal and human, to carry out their
material purposes, drheir shape and development were still determined very much by
their setting. Yet they had begun to nibhatk the restraints of geography and had a
growing ability to ploit and overcome th
According to a growing number of scholars the medieval pésiotten
undervalued when discussing tiee of civilization, beindramed as a time of wondering
superstition awaitinge enlightenment to comet the Paleolithic represéd a oneness
with nature thamodern Western thgint all but eliminatedthen medieval timeglayed a
significant rolein the genesis of this transitiofi Al t hough peri odizati on
only the value of convenience, if we are to speak of a medieval period of philosophy, it is

reasonable to define it in terms of its highest point, and that is certairi@ttheeriury
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synthesis of thought achieved by Saihomas Aquinas. Taking this as our anchor we
would then reach back through the centuries to find the preparatory work holding the
center of philosophical attention. Between those two periods we shall fincabenah
for medieval philosophy(Reese 1999, 467)
AThe popul ar caricature | ocates the ori
philosophies of ancient Greece and the rediscovery of their spirit during the Renaissance
and Enlightenment. It passes decorously over the intervening period, deemed to be a
hotbed of superstition. In fact, the notion of a Universe governed by laws accessible to

human reasonthe precondition for scienceemerged in Western Europe largdlyring

the twelfth century, sever al hundBald year s
2008, 816)
Manussos Marangudakig001l) i n AThe medi evalrirsaost,sO 0

examined how medieval developments impacted views on nature. Hedlaim
materialism emerged in the medieval agfe claimsi Rat i onal i sm and ut il
were appropriated by medieval political and economic elites to produce a radical
anthropocet ri ¢ and(4®at eri alisto

Two thinkershada monumental influence on Western thought from the medieval
ages; St. Augustine of Hippo and Saint Tho
Church suggested an ideological justification of the use of the environment without moral
i mpl i c(Marangudaki®2001, 253)

Rel ative to nature, Augustine fAbelieved

of Ot r ao@sede 1999, 5@l de took a marked anthropocentric vieithe
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natur al wor | d. AFor the first time in his
terms. Thus, interpretingthext h c o mmand ment Audgusticewarged al t n
that it does not refer to the killing of animals, since the natural world was created
exclusively to (Mamangudakih200h,@2B2) desi r es o

Western theol ogi ans, s duthertresamofalfyof nas, i
the natural world. For example, Thomas Aquinas argued that since it is only the
reasoning part of the soul that survives the body after death, animals are neither rational,
nor i m@L)ytalAdbso, A[s]ince the deification
rocks, were at the center of pagan beliefs, the Dominican Order, primarily responsible for
the Holy Inquisition operations, identified its enemies by investigating risturaliefs
and sy@B3)ol so

Theviewsderived from thesewo scholarsare nder st andabl e. Al T,
Bi bl eéwas abysmally vague in matters of de
teachings on #atreatment of the environment were ambivalent at best, and Jesus
remained sil@i) on the topico

AThe basic features of modern materi al.
already been establishedn t he West | ong beforeIBescarte
And Athe O6deep structured of these enlight
Augustustonian and Thomist theology. The priority of the imidial over the
community; the rational investigation of nature to discover the hidden truth; and the

rationality of political | ife@28 match the
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Before the medievaleriod, a great philosophical movement had already
transpirel and been forgottene-emergng laterin the Renaissance. In fact, relative to
the study of philosophy and ethics, there is no more significant time than the period of
Greek philosophy.

The perod of Greek philosophy is typically described as running fesaund 600
B.C. to 600 A.D.If the works of Greek philosoptadnot been rentroduced to
Western culture, they mightave fallen waste to history, but instehd rediscovery of
Greek philosphyis widely held to be the keystone of Western civilization. Traditional
scholarship holds that Greek rationalisrereerged during the Renaissance #ed
Enlightenment, but asdicated previouslyrational and scientific thought magry well
have leen under way in medieval timeRegardless,ane of this negates the tremendous
influence of Greek philosophy on the Western world.

Views on wilderness were but one aspect of human thought influenced by the
Greeks, and there were a number of signitithimkers. This examination is limited to
the contributions of Socrates, Plaamd Aristotle toward Western views of wilderness.

fiThe Greek notion of phusis, usually translated as nature (from the Latin patura)
has been decisive both for the earlydvigtof philosophy and for its subsequent
developmerdé In fact, itis oftensaidthia t he Gr ee ks (Flostledirster ed na
philosophers or pr&ocratics as we conventionally call them, the word phusis in this
context means the origin and growthadth u ni v e r s e(Nadaf 2805,t1 0t al i t y O

Socrates, an Athenian, lived from 470 to 400 B.C. At the end of his life he was

executed by his fellow citizens'he early writings of Plato are thought to be based on his
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thinking. All philosophers who came before him are termeeSperatics, an obvious
testament to his influence atwithe paradigm shift which took place as a result of his
work. His habit of posig questions to fellow Athenians as a method of investigation and
learning became known as the Socratic Method. He used the Socratic Method to
determine that he was the wisest man in all of Athens, as he knew he knew nothing,
whereas his fellow citizensbeved themselves to hold vast knowledBeese 1999)

It is widely held that Socrates forced an anthropocentricituWestern thought,
andthis new humaitentered outlook has progsed, largely unchecked, esnce
i [nldistinction from the pr&ocratics, Socrates was a philosopher not of nature but of
humankind, and in this way he gave all later Westet hought a homocentr.i
ma nhe argued eloquently in perhaps the most famous speecffepology thdi
unexani ned | i f e i s Inthie @onetlereisimothing radical gr. o
unprecedented. What is revolutionary is the Socratic conception of the good life as
essentially a reflective attending to and
attention inward, from nature as a connected order of being with which humankind is
intrinsically bound toward human beingness as distinct from the nonhuman ather
turning frommythtoselft o n s c i 0 u(®elschinegat @h, 67)

A student of Socrates, Plato lived from 42848 B.C., and was born into
wealthy family. He founded the Academy after an apparent period as a slave. Plato has
been charged by many scholarsasamivi r onment i n fApmeolaent i ng
ecol ogi cal perspective and t heheworidofeci ati o

sensory experienagoes not really exist; developing a conception on reality (according to
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which the natural world is an illusion) made the idea of naturakpragson conceptually
difficult, if not impossible, thus promoting a philosophical attitude of indifference and a
theory that permitted him to accept and ignore environmental change as inconsequential;
causing there to be scant basis within the anciere ®@é t r adi t i on for bel.
intrinsic(onnoA nstrument al )Carnorelld9® 11816) nat ur e 0

Aristotle (384322 B.C.) was a student of Plagdutor to Alexander, anthe
founder of the Lyceum in Athend.oward the end of his life, he voluntarily went into
exile, and famously said Al gReesse WINF)NS si n
which was a reference to tegecution of Socrates Arisfiotle was the fist philosopher
to have a fairly clear grasp of the many f
(37).

AAristotleds teleology required that th
f o r (Callecott 1989, 184) Although diputed by some, it is normaliccepted that
Aristotle continued the anthropocentric ma
knowledge and thereby control over nature, rather than to maintain harmony with it.
Totemi sméand the mythol ogy of oflereffecti®& eat Hu
although unconsciousémodes of consciousnes
distinction, the Greek mindrising in the context of agricultureziews culture as an
achievement that separates t hdOelsahlaegen ent er
1991, 59)

AAristotleds taxonomical hierarchy (in

theory) resulted in a view of living nature which was, if that is possible, more
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ecologically Béelati ohanambagodbbings again
bi ol ogical theory, accidental and inessent
logical relations within the taxonomical schema rather than, as in ecological theory, by its
working relations with othrethings in its environmentits trophic niche, its thermal and
chemical reqgui (Calicettri989,183)and so ono

Some scholars argue against this condemnation of Aristotle, and claim that he did
haverespedt or t h e n aTheuseceelto uwdenstinding Arisfiétles to see him
as athoroughgang naturalist.Elemental entitiebave natural places and movements;
objects of knowledge are apprehended thrduagyily senses and not just the mind; there
is frequent recourse to biological modelsaoalogies; and even the soul (psyche) is
naturalized.Such approachestendtomake i st ot |l eds wor k amenabl e
thought and deliberati@(Macauley 2006, 188)

These viewsre not literal antend to put words in the mouth of Aristatle
Actually, it may have been that the ancient Greeks would have respected nature if they
had initiated a project to consider it, but the fact of the matter is they didha@ohn
Rist(1997)put s Wetmay id@éntify a paradoxical situation: ancigmbkers evince
little overt concern for the environment, while normally possessimgréaal universe in
which they have the resources for justify such concern, whilee moderns often
exhibit concern for the environment but have few theoretésdurces on whbh such

concern can®e groundedo
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Greek thought fermented for centuries beforergits impact on the Western
mind. When it arrived, its significance was paramount and led to the narmagew
era in human existencdig Renaissance.

The development of the modern miwasmaterializing,and the Paleolithic mind
wasfading into the pasti Moder ni sm consists of several c
which intertwine and interrelate in typical messy fashion. Among these currents of
change are the Renaissance, the Reformation, the Enlightenment, and the democratic,
industre |  and s ci en(Oeldchlaegerrl@¥,69) ut i ons o0

TheRenaissance, meaningleth, refers to a period in Western Europe running
from the 14 to the 18 centuries. The rbirth in question was that of a reaivof Greek
and Roman knowl edge. ARThe Renaissance sta
of northern lItaly, where scholars and a social elite became more interested in the
|l iterature and 1 deas (Sbhermaml991i3gnt Gr eece and

The period was framed by the Humanism movement, which refers to the ability of
human beings to determine truth through rational thought and a rejection of the
superstition of preceding times. Relative to religion, the timeg@evas marked by a
rising dissatisfaction with the established powers, and this murmuring would eventually
lead to the Protestant Reformation.

AAs interest in Classical civilization
practices of medieval civilizationWhile remaining deeply religious, people of the
Renaissance concerned themselves more with the secular, physidaihan medieval

people did (3). The more powerful people saw themselves, the less howers
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nature. The Paleolithic worldew was a distant phenomenon, and the actual waoeld
held by Paleolithic man, that of ometh-nature, was replaced by the notion that ancient
humans were backward and uncivilized.
| n sRenajssaiice humiars ncétainly conveyed something quite different,
i.e.,that man did not merely hawthe ight to use createsubstances but that man had a
Godlike dominion over theaterial worla (Lea 1993, 54) Humanism sparked
individuality, authority was questionedhéthere was no greater earthly authority at the
time than the Catholi€hurch
The Protestant Reformation signaled rebellion against ideas of the dominating
Catholic church in the f6century. i The Roman CananagedtolwoldChur c h
together throughout the Middle Agdsspite internal discord, heretical movements, and
conflicts with secular authorities. In the sixteenth century the Protestant Reformation
split it apart. The Reformation was initiated in 1517 by Mdrtmt her 6 s chal |l eng
of ficial chur ch do ¢Sharmani¥¥91g2d)d papal aut hori
AThe Reformation did not change the ide
changed, however subtly, was perspective: humankindasiogly looked at the world
through economic rather than religious spectacles. Wealth was viewed as virtue, not
vice. Wholesale exploitation of the naturally given ensued, for the Protestant goal was to
capitalize on nature as rapidly and prosperously ass s {Okl$cldaeger 1991, 75)
The Renaissance and TReformatiorhad monumental impacts on the human
wilderness relationship. Prior to the notions generatéitese periodghe Paleolithic

world view wasconcevable. Afterwards, it wadifficult to envision a route back.
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These movements alone do not explain the resultant moderpsetind here was
another wave of influence moving simuléausly to encompass the worldetScientific
Revolution, ad the playes who defined this progression need to be mentioned.

The Scientific Revolution is accepted to be the period roughly from 1500 to 1700.
APerhaps no aspect of Modernism has had a
scieea@and A[o]ne of the most i mportant st
the invention of 1intell ect(Rohdrts1®998B308)They by s
emergence of science,dthe scientific method, isest considered through acterko
embraced and personified tiisriod through discovery and invention.

ATo single out any three or four figure
simplification and partial falsife t i on . However, Galileods ne
| ogic, Descartesd mechanistic reductionism
s t u @glsthlaeger 1991, 76)hese four scientists/pbsophers changed the waithy
exemplifyingwhat is possible through rational thought. Few would argue that their
contributions to society havet been staggeringut what has been | ost ~
believed to be the object of scientific study, and nothing remains irrtybfiing that is
identifiable wilderness. The nature of the ancient wofldolors, sights, and sounds, of
touch and smelhas been replaced by a world devoid of secondartigsahat is,
characteristicassociated with the primary sensory modaliti&snilarly, the idea of
nature as animate and living, where species seek to realize their natural ends, has been

di spl aced by the idea of &7)cold and |ifele
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Galileo Galilei (15641642) published Dialogue on the Two Great Systems of
the World which led to an uproar in traditional thought. Simply put, he suggested that
the Earth travels around the sopposing thevidely heldview thatthe Earth (ad thus
man)was placedt the center of the universe.
AFranci s -RB6RE) wasthé epitbidelof the new renaissance person. He
had an answer to the respective roles of biblically inspired faith and scientifically
grounded reason: science was to restore wihatad put asunder. Bacon figuratively
wore three hatsscientist, philosopher and politiciamnd was thus uniquely positioned
to see the human parade. And he lived in an age of optimism; the English Renaissance
was in full swing. Humankind was ireasingly full of itself, the smell of the
Enlightenment belief in progress was in the air, and awareness of the possibility and
actuality of controll (88)g nature was growin
According to Oelsclaleger and otheBacon promted a radical
anthropocentrism He professed fAthat human beings
including their destiny. He viewed prescientific people as barbarians who lived in a
godforsaken wilderness withoutthebeh i t s o f (84)i Werelwe seartotiomyn 0
the complete disassociation from the Paleolithic mindset, but also a reframing of what
that mindset was.
Many have attacked Bacon for what he initiated. é@mple, feminists such as
Sandra Harding, Evelyn Fox Keller and Caro
Bacon, and the Scientific Revolution to which he contributedlleging that he had

advocated ft hefr a@dckasedds, t11/yOthars, suoh as Vickers,
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have defended him. Vicke(2008) in AFrancis Bacon, feminis
dominionofmt ur e, 0 responds wi tpiringfrjuie]td ttepoler gacy r
of the humamd iqnttetldsectthat his views fAhad nc
connotations ascri@d4éld to ito by the femini

It may be said thahis brilliant man simly overreached in the total redirection
of thought he cultivated. ABaconds Vvision
and problematic. The insight that knowledge is power, that science gives humankind an
unprecedented ability to intervenetilh e nat ur al ly given, is irr.
dream of the mundus alter, a second world where poverty and sickness is vanquished and
where humankind enjoys domi ni(@etschleegegr nat ur
1991, 83)

When examining the impact of Bacon on wilderness, the larger point is not
whether he was right or wrong, bubat thenotions he promoted didkc hange manods
perspective. He did suggest that humans were not part of nature, but Jeparéte

AOne interpretation of Badeshmdogicabhi | osop
transformatiorof the wilderness is an improvement, an almost automatic enhancement of
civili@®d lifeo

Western views oWwildernessand the separation of humans from nature, owe
more to Rene Descartes (159650) tharto any otherpersonT o Descartes, fina
separate and apart, to bdGotfreymthiosx 3h®d and

He fAproposed t he mdhatasptiealssoluteglesugaosticnsriaat i s m
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mi ndéand matteréare distinct,6 -tlahuddemgitiat t he
the moder ni s (Oelsctdaeger 1891,86) at ur e 0

He awarded no intrinsic \Delswemdstee smat ur e
important effect on the idea of wilderness was the view that animals were no more than
machi(@epB8An unfortunate consequenceéhas bee
thinkers that the rejection of Cartesian metaphysics may lead to the reinstatement of
occult and myst (GodadySmith V©s315ahissuedhatinas e 0
plagued the relatiehip of indigenous groups with &8tern society.

Finally, Isaac Newton (1642 72 7 ) , born in the year of (
famous for the discovery of gravity, and the publicatioRmfcipia Mathematica
ANewéminght be understood as marking a cl eal
from the Middle Ages to modernity, for he brought that great wave of intellectual ferment
now known as the scientifi c(Oelsshiaegerdi®i,on t o
89). The world would not be the same after
achievements to supply a quantitative model of the regular motion of the putative
material particles. Tee f amo us ¢ Imadevispossible torepreseatn 6
phenomena not only mat gCallcatt1989,180but al so me

AThe intell ectual el egance and predicti
philosophyr e s u lintit bedodning virtually institutionalized in the nascent European
scientific community. Its actual and potential application to practical matters, to
problems of engineering and tinkering, also made it a popular, working picture of nature,

gladyandrondl y embr aced by all Europ@&lpns parti
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AThat i s why it is fair to say that the
seventeenth centuries really did amount to a revolutitimonght. After it, educated men
gradually came to cease to be satisfied wi
a w gRoberts 1993, 310)Howeverthe grandest period of shifgrperspective was yet
to come, lhe Enlightenment.

The 18" century Enlightenment project attempted to conquer such notions and
social circumstances as ignorance, superstition and tyranny. It was a new way of
thinking and conceivingf the world. It was reasoning. Science had made tpaps
with discoveries as basic as gravity, and concepts thought obvious today, such as
scientific method were derived. The notions of social status and the divinity of kings
were rethought and replaced with the individual. In general, the rising belief
liberalism empowered people to challenge previous concepts.

The Enlightenment had a great impact on ethics, and Kant, Bentham and Mill
were important players. Other philosophers such as Locke and dsomayed
significant roles. Both utilitariaem and deontology are products of the Enlightenim
Utilitarianism especiallyvas considered radical thought at the time. Macln(/284)
states that f@Aon moral quest i orosietyisrsimgye ner al
that men behave irrationally; and the recipe for social improvements is that hence
forward men s hou(l83) Imetheaworlspeopld begamtaduéstyon

long-held assumptiamabout the worldalthoughanswers were still being worked out.
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Utilitarianism and deontology should be understood as arising from this new
individualism. Een though its goal was to maximize pleasure for all of society,
utilitarianismwas based on indidual pleasures and the fact that all should count as one.

AEnl i ghtenment understood radical anthr
obviously true. Thus we arrive at a paradox: in the name of liberating humans from
metaphysical bonds, the Enlightenmehained human existence in natural and physical
b o n @vmmangudakis 2001, 260)

AOf all Enl i ght enment-90) nmosteukcessfally Adam Sm
recognized and blended the diverse elements of Modernism aésto@ehensive cultural
paradigm, epitomized by his monumental warke Wealth of NatiodgOelschlaeger
1991,91) Smi t h articulated the virtues of the f

The notion of arall-knowing and fairacting market, combined with new respect
for individuality, gave |license to dominat
nature- the streams and forests, the plants and animals, the land wsslftransformed
into material resourematterin-motion, a means to some other efithe Wealth of
Nationsr e pr esents the realization of Merlinés
with the facility of natural science and industrial technology, be transformed into a
Heaven d®). eart ho

The Enlightenment project was the final great paradigm shift that led to
modernistic thiking, and its fundamental tenetee rarely challenged, especially

common thought in the modern dasst Little has changed relative to populous
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wilderness views held by the predominance of those in contemporary society from these
initial foundations described above.
What aboutJudeoChristian thought?

Interwovenin the progression of modernisssformulated above is the
development of the Judédhristian ethic, and few paradigms in world history have had a
greater impact on wilderness views. David(#393) i n fAThe environmen
implications of pst Renaissac e Chr i st i a @hridtignityévohed gues t hat
profoundly after the Renaissance and the Reformamowith attendant intellectual
changes encouragea exploitative attitude towards the natural environmésta
at t e mpdamsnstitatdowipost Reaissance Christianity gave moral impetugi®
emergenceafiew attitudes andawnew undesstafidmg of pam's t y 0
proprietary relation with thereated ordeér(50).

Relative to indigenous communy r i ght s ,hisheswaworaldandt es A t ]
religious posture, typical of themodern European man in his colonizing activitigas
felt profoundly by other cultures that became subjethiése activities. The differenae
attitudes towards natuesd huma n 6 p rwaspmaniféstly @vident durirthe
expansion of Western European dominance thesterritories inhabited by indigenous
and less technologicalgdvanced peopleg50-51).

As described bgmith(2004) A Nati ve people had divers
conversion process of the Europeans. Not surprisingly, some people, in fact whole tribes,
eventually adopted the ways of Christianity. Other tribal peoplesecto seek a balance

between Christianity and their traditional religion. For others, the suppression of their
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religions forced them to turn to new forms of worship which were neither their tribal
traditional pr &e®i ces nor Christiano

Consider the significance in which Oelschlaeger describes the dawning of
religious thought r e hahwas radical in bothtHebeewand v i r o n m
early Christian thought was its profound anthropocentrismtarabandonment of a
cyclical for a linear conception of tirkeJ u d@hnstianity in combination introduced an
unprecedented direction to human intercourse with the earth, for nature was conceived as
val uel ess u fQelschlaeheul®H ,B8)z e d 0

Lynn White Jr. published a famous paper
historic root of the current ecological crisis originates in the Book of Genesis. Genesis
statescod gave control and netusmakenyanio durimage, t h t o
in our likeness, and let them rule over the fish of the sea and the birds of the air, over the
|l ivestock, over all the earth, and over al
(Marangudakis @01, 243) Whi t eds phe siateoithe ernwimoremgrtt o n
with its predominant disregard fdine intrinsic value ohature, ignited a debate in the
philosophical literature that continues today.

For instance, AJohn eepgoitiveattitedéstofale ar gue d
West originate |l ess in bi(Marmsen006,847 ur ces t h
Origin aside, few would argue that mainstreamete@hristian religion hasotadopted
an anthropocentric i e w. Al Ir] tt hhast ftah e |byi kclliecaa l i mper

did in fact play a significant role in promoting an active and manipulative engagement
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with the natur al worl d, par t(8)cThé moddmy dur i n
wilderness view was fully formed.

Finally, Oelschlaege1991)summarizes the development of wilderness views in
Western thought, as follows, AThe separat:i
long ago with the Neolithic turn and the advent of civilization in Sumeria and Egypt. The
PreSocratics intensified thseparation by making nature an object of intellectual study;
the paragons of Athens reanimated the natural world, conceiving of nature as organic and
selfmoving, yet they divorced the essence of our humanity (psyche) from nature- Judeo
Christianity boh desacralized naturesince only God was divineand raised humans
above 1it, thinking the world Gododos gift to
and industrial revolutions were the ulti ma
science the biological and physical world was conceptualized as a machine that could be
understood simply as so many atoms of matteno t i (86)h 0

Today however there are indications that some in the worlgsesléng something
different, different than strict modernism, but different than Paleolithic as well. There are
glimmers within academics and the sciences that point to the seeds of new paradigms.
Callicott(1989)note s t hat Alt may prove to be true t
science, particularly ecology and the life sciences, but also physics and cosmology, is
contributing to the development of a new Western world view remarkably similar in
some ways (but onlynisome) to that more or less common to American Indian cultures.
Science in the twentieth century has retreated from its traditional mechanistic and

materialistic biases; indeed, twentiethntury science has been, in just this respect,

84



Ar ev ol uPdpuaan\Wastero culture still lags behind. Europeans and Euro

Americans remain, for the most part, nominally Christian and unregrettably materialistic

and mechanistic, but the new biocentric an
emerge. And therejfurther, every reason to expect that eventually it will fully flower

in the form of a wholly new popular culture. Present interest in environmental pollution,
endangered species, popularized ecology, and American Indian environmental attitudes

and vales are all harbingers of this emerging consciousr{&8g)

Is there aperspectiveoutside of modernisri

AModernism, though it ruled the worl d,
(Oelschlaeger 1991, 96)There have been numerous challenges to modernism, none of
which have served to halt its continued progression, edlyeas it relates tthe
wildernessvziewpoint However, these movements and thinkers have had an impact on
perspectives, policy and moral consideration.

One of the first voices to oppose the modernistic movement, and thus see it in the
light of its power to shift paradigms, was Benedict Spino88Z1637). Oelschlaeger
(1991)st ates, A[t]he foremost philosophical ¢
From the Cartesiahlewtonian perspective knowledge was power, the ability to dominate
the natural world.For Spinoza knowledge was enlightenment, and understanding of the
true relations between human beings and nature. Spinoza argued that since humankind
was bound with the order of nature, human happiness depended on recognizing this
r el a(tld2)o $pimoza accepted the importance of knowledge, but rejected its use to

further an anthropocentric stance.
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AWhil e Spinoza s ev-hristianyconceptiort of God,hee s t h e
goes further than holding aligtous idea responsible for the anthropocentric attitude.
Instead, he seeks to explain why god came to be posited as a transcendent creator,
separate from nature, and as the archetypical human being. He argues that this came

about in order to justify #aview that all natural phenomenon had been created for

usé. As a result of this belief, Spinoza ar
wor shiping God, 6so that God might | ove hi
course of nature fohte s ati sfaction of his blind cupid

Although he lived prior to the movemepinoza was one of the first
philosophers to use the tools embracednguthe Enlightenmertb promote a world
view that foundntrinsic value n the rest of the natural world.

Another great movement inppsitonwas dri ven by the Romant
instead of thinking. And concrete emotion rather than abstract conception, were the
essence of the Ro ma(@dlschtaegarda®t, @jfiteRemarti¢c nat ur
Movementwas primarily an arts and literature movement in Europe in the |8teri?
early 18 centuriesthavas i n response to the Enlightenr
Romanticism as the sfiiof subjectivityd (Reese 1999, 657)

ARoderick Nash believes that the Romant
paradoxically, in the cities, where artists and gentlemen experienced nostalgic
remembrances of other times gdces when human life was bonded more closely to
n at {Qelschlaeger 1991, 110Nash offers a useful summary of the Romangaidf

wilderness, arguing that regard to nature Romantics preferred the wileéjeBting the
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meticulously ordered gardens at Versailles, so attractive to the Enlightenment mind, they
turned to theélOynkempt foresto
Arguably the greatest thinker of the Romantic era was-Jaeguefousseau
1712177 8) . ARousseauds concept of the natur
of the social conditions in which most of humanity lived. The masses, though freed from
the tyranny of the manor, now obeyed a new lord; the secular staté, pvbtected,
above all else, the rights of property. Human beings are born free, yet everywhere they
are in chains, echo his famous words. Rousseau believed that the state, science, and other
elements of culture, including property and law, had corrugpiethuman estate; the true
path to happiness and wling lay in finding the way back to a natural existence. This
notion is often associated with that complex of ideas knovprasitivism,0 essentially
the thesis that culture and happiness are s@hgrelated; thus the concept of the noble
savage was engendered. In almost absolute contrast with Hobbes, Bacon, and Smith,
Rousseau saw the savd@léal)l i fe as a virtuous
Rouwsseau beliexManwent astray with the advent of agriculture and the concept
of private property.Reinforcing this interpretation é&tousseau, Vanderheidé002)
statesi [ f Rouwsseauhe origin of society which coincides wh the origin of private
property-i s t he origin of inequali@%/) and the mi
Therefore, Rousseau was a proponent of the virtues of the primitive lifestyles lived by
Paleolithichumans. He saw the rise of Western individuality as problematic
There were others who did not accept modernisi@nry David Thoreau (1817

1862)was a writer, naturalist and philosopher. His crowning achievement was the
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publication ofWalden in which he described his communion with nature in New
Engl and near Wal den Pond. According to Oe
that today all thought of the wilderness flowdhfalder® s  w(@e&lsehdeeger 1991,
171)

AThoreauds idea of wilderness is rooted
firsthand meetings in nature. Not only did he live in the wilderness alongside Walden
Pond for more than two years, but he ranged widely and frequemtiyNew England
and journeyed on occ as(l3nHetwas alvalkemahcdhhea nd Mi
felt thatwalking through the wilderness could lead to a new understanding of his place in
the world.

Thoreaudid not advocate strictantrmodern view. He simply believed there
was something missing from the modern world that could be found through a closer
relationship with nature. AThoreau i s not
seekingakindof ogni ti ve balance, an o6l ndian wisdo
a world of scientific quantities and regenerates human consesaignth the cognizable
wor IThéoreauds goal éis to rekindle a primiti
Indian) awaeness (130).
AfHe becomes a man of -cbmadtwithmwildwdtusedwotm, a p
the Great Mother. His genius is not that he turned his back on civilizaliooreau is no
hermit, no misantlape- but that he informs the reality of organic process and the vital

importance of understanding that humankind, too, is part of this larger, enframing realm
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life within nature. Thoreau is a natural classicist who argues that humankind is wild
naturegrown selfc o n s c(L7@)u s O

Another thinker of the Romantic age was John Muir (18381 4 ) . AMui r i
father of the American conservation (now preservation) movement; his influence is most
visibly manifest in the activities of the Sierra Club, direct contributions to the creation of
no fewer than six of Americads premier nat
i n  Cc ons@#)y Bhere is agraptation to claim Muir is simply arthodern.
AMuir was atavistic, a specimen as exotic
York City, a throwbat/@® to the Paleolithic

Muir was ecocentric. AMuirérecogni zed
transcended al l b (&77)n Whereds mhoreaw @as driyen boifima e | f 0
relational place for humans and nature, Mglieved humans were simply another entity
within nature, to be valued in equal fashi
6it i s somewh at travelers, inthamiagstie skimd eyes, butbkends
harmoniously with its companiongits, and many a charming flower leans confidently
upon it for protection and shadeéli ke most
has few friends, and the blind question, 0
guess that first of all it ight be made for its&dd (196).

AMuir br eaks AMewtohianipdraglignCamd adwarses a nval idea of
natureasan-organism that in many ways resembles earlier ideas of nature that rose in

critical response to Modernism. In striving to achieve an empathetic relation with nature,
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and in viewing it as alive, itfWiuththeds i dea
Paleolithic minad (174)

Another lire of thinkingwhich has been quite influentia defining various
views toward the environment®xep Ecology.Many scholars and others have pointed
out a sharp similarity between American Indians and the thinking behind deep ecology.
The ideas consided thus far are part of Western philosophy. It is not always appropriate
to use Western philosophy to describe American Indian thought. Deep ecology, although
tied to the West, is not a formal Western philosophical theory; it is more of a movement.
What is deep eology?

Deep ecologyasconceived by Arne Naess in 1938d describeth 1973 in his
originalpaper fiThe shal | owrargeetologyhwev edreecenpt,s , 100 ni gs
characterized more as a polgienovement than a wetlefined and articulated
environmental philosophyN a e ma&od work wa€cology, Community and Lifestyle
(1973) Other philosophers known for their work in deep ecology include: George
Sessions, Bill Devall, Alan Drengson, Richard Sylvan, Warwick Fox, Freya Mathews,
Andrew McLaughlin, and David Rothenberg.
stressed that he more interested in deep ecology as a political and social movement

t han as a(Kath Light@arsd &katheybérg 2000, .ix)

of

AAccording to Naess, the aim of support

a slightreform of our present societyut a substantial reorientation of our whole
ci vi | i(ix.aDeepeaology calls on humanity to changefsion of self in the

world, ot t o | es s en qaatherid slevataime valua of anemals, plants

90



and even notiving systems such as rivers and mountains which ropkecsystems. A
deep ecology implieaction, calls for activism, rejects particular Western notions, and
|l eads to pol i cgpecomdythosindt simply a position iritiee
discipline of environmental ethics, although it is often perceived to be. Deep ecology is
not one of many different environment al et
view, and that may be the souwddts depth. The advocates of deep ecology claim that
the most important task is to understand the world in the right way; given the correct
understanding, the ethical choices will be obvioNgess argues that environmental
disagreements are largelyethesult of different perceptions of reality. The developers of
a forest see the forest differently than those who wish to preserve it. The difference
between the antagonists is one rather of ontology than ethics. To solwerlekal
environmental proleims, then, requires not the development of a new ethical theory but a
newworldvi ew, a new philosophy of the relatior
(xiv).

Deep ecology wants for the formation of aatotiew or worldview where
humans understand on an emotional and scientific basis their place in the world, and then
act in accordance with this wondi e w. nThe total view, then,
description of reality, an understanding of therld that merges objective empirical
observations (scientific description) and personal values. More specifically, a deep
ecological total view would address the human relationship to théumman natural
world and connect this normative understandingr ect |l 'y t o action; an

view should be the basis ofxjall deci sions
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Individuality plays an important role in deep ecology. Naess believes that each
personshould develop their own philosophy based on the concepts of deep ecology.
AEach individual must develop his or her o
each personal ecosophy, begins with the in
probably ae, different from the values of other individuals working on their own
ecophil osophiEckalz2000024a | Vvi ewsoO

Naesderived his own worldiew which he termeé@EcosophyT.0 Described by
Katz, Ecosophyt includesthree fundamental elements:ligentification withthe
nonhuman natural world, #)e preerment value of Selfealization, and 33relational
hol i st i c Althaugheohkse goints align withhuch of normative deep ecology,

Naess maintains that his worltew in EcosophyT is simply an expression of his own
journey of understanding himself in the world. Naess does not hold up his own
derivation of deep ecology, Ecosophyas the gold standé&r He does however support
such a standard in anottferm, the Platform.

A N a arsl fGeorge] Sessions derivée tPlatform of Deep Ecology, now the
most widely known exposition of t hkatzcentr a
Light and Rothenberg 2000, 198B4. Naess does not considee Platform to be the
underpinnings of a defined ethical theofather le wants individuals to accept the
underlying principles found in the Platforamd go on to develadgeir own ecosophies
based on these principles. He is willing to accept a diversity of philosophies as long as

the foundations of deep ecologh(e Pl at f or m) are present. I
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who solidly reject one or more of these points showldbe viewed as supporters of deep
e c ol Ngegs®003, 264)
Elements which Naess has included in his project, then, are thought to be
fundamental to a reform environmentalism, a rte&oretical way of thinkingvhich
leaves open an abundance of individual expression in the formulation of philosophy and
action, but which draws a line in the sand with regard to particulasipless which
camot be excluded from a moral wongw which seriously aims at the deep.
Naess was fully aware of the neat categories offered in environmental ethics, and
rejected that stratification in the development of deep ecoloigf.ae s s 6 ref |l ect i ©

need to overcome identification with the narrow ego, and to achieve iderdifigéth

| arger realities, might wusefully be applie
avoiding our natural tendencytoa |l | i nt o wh ahearrogargéaf humbams c al | e
withTi s mesmalddy that has gravely afflicted participantsinrecere c ol ogi cal di

(J. Clark 2000, 8)

AfDeep ecology implies fAthat we must al w
them to their | arger context. I't means pa
thought, and noting the connections between all its aspects. It means recognizing that
ideas are always in a process of development, and that this development has more than
one poss@Bbl e patho

The rubrics in The Pl atform are fAmeant

great majority of supporters accept, i mpl.

93



(Naess 2003, 264)The Platform, as origitig posited by Naess and Sessions on a
camping trip in 1984 is presented héfatz, Light and Rothenberg 2000; x)

1. The flourishing of human and ndruman life on Earth has intrinsic value. The
value of norhuman life fams is independent of the usefulness these may have
for narrow human purposes.

2. Richness and diversity of life forms are values in themselves and contribute to the
flourishing of human and nenuman life on Earth.

3. Humans have no right to reduce this riclenasd diversity except to satisfy vital
needs.

4. Present human interference with the #imeman world is excessive, and the
situation is rapidly worsening.

5. The flourishing of human life and cultures is compatible with a substantial
decrease of the human pogtibn. The flourishing of nehuman life requires
such a decrease.

6. Significant change of life for the better requires change in policies. These affect
basic economic, technological, and ideological structures.

7. The ideological change is mainly that of egpating life quality (dwelling in
situations of intrinsic value) rather than adhering to a high standard of living.
There will be a profound awareness between the difference between big and great.

8. Those who subscribe to the foregoing points have agaildn directly or
indirectly to participate in the attempt to implement the necessary changes.

Katz abbreviates the elementsbfé¢ Pl at f or m as f ol |l ows:
the respect and intrinsic valuation of all forms of life, an attitude oimterference with
natural processes and systemdeamphasi®n the primary significance of human life
and institutions, the restructuring of human society to be in harmony with natural
processes, and a reexamination of the ends of human life, replaeiogaseless pursuit
of materi al abundance with 4&i)hei ghtened

Barnhill and Gottlieb(2001)further describéhe qualities of deegcology as
usually charaerized by most of the followingi An emphasi s on the i
nature (biocentrism or ecocentrism); a tendency to value all things in nature equally

(biocentric egalitarianism); a focus on wholes, e.g., ecosystems, spedies earth
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itself, rather than simply individual organisms (holism); an affirmation that humans are
notsear ate from nature ( thdiveeendumars andthe matoralt ol o g |
world); an emphasis on interrelationships; an identificatioheself with the natural

world; an intuitive and sensuous communion with the Earth; a spiritual orientation that

sees nature as sacred; a tendency to look to other cultures (especially Asian and

indigenous) as sources of insight; a humility toward natanesgards to our place in the

natural world, our knowledge of it, and our ability to manipulate nature in ansifie

way (fAnature knows best 0dndaceebmstiomoice of dl e
wilderness and huntey at her er(6)soci et i es o

William GodfreySmith statesideep ecol ogyéhas an unfort
di scuss ev e nApx2003,R52) Fartinstanoec ne differentiation within
biocentrism and ecocentrism, is offered.

AA significant amobenttafeddeml ézmitt pyni D
Thisconcerns he expansi on oaésoctatecewittstaditional egotfsal i s el f 0
Western philosophical and political traditions,lsucas | i ber al BEemf 0t bhat
extends beyond the bounds of the individua
the individual , (Husighleyw2009,B5 huBanchapirdiegsbi z e d
to a worldview in which individuals are a part of their larger environment, as opposed to
standing apart.

Perhaps the most important outconoéshis Selfrealization once obtained, are
the subsquent actions one is compelled to take as a result of this warlé w . A O] nc

our potential deep ecologists get their understanding of Shktf tigey will commit
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0 b e a uattionis Jand]@onviolent acts of environmental protectidiumphrey 2000,
99).
Many of the critics of deep ecology, including Plumwood, Sylvan and Salleh,
have taken aim at this concept of Seldlization because they claim it has a foundation
of liberal, individualistic, anthropocentric thini n g . A[L]i1 beralism, de
intentions of its founding fathers, is implicated in material circumstances that are socially
unjust and ec ol (Bajeh2080, 119) This Eeral foundation, ymgnod
believe, is inconsistent with a proper environmental view that takes seriously the value of
the nonhuman worl d. AThe choice these two
either as Same or as Different, is ultimately an anthropocentric one, sirasetodiue
exclusively on either sameness with or difference from human implicitly construes the
human as the center and pivot of valeither as the positive (same) or as the negative
(di fferent) sour c e(Plonfwooda0bD0yeg) and recognitio
But according to Katz: #Ain the deep eco
consideration of moral value that is extended, it is our identificatbem empathyour
commonality of intereststhat is extendedWe extend ourselves; we see ourselves more
and more connected to (EKaz200028 of the natu
Or as Andrew Brennan says: However much metaphysical nonsense may be
thought to be involved in kthis, there is certainly one good thing to be said for such a
metaphysics. It does overcome the old problem of how to find value outside of the
valuing subject. For by building in the s

divide between the sedind the other, we have a simple solution to the problem of value
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in nature. Provided | am valuable, then so is my extended self, the natural world. A
wrong to it (Hsmphreyk00® 85 t o me 0

Shallow ecologys in contrast to deep ecology. It is overly simplistic to suggest
that shallow ecology is simply all views that are not deep ecology. Shallow ecology
tends to align with more Westernized views of humans as supreme, and nature as
resource. ii® Aevetoping Bmd tivingehy & total view is perhaps, the
essential characteristic of deep ecology as it is positively differentiated from a
shall owéenvironmentali sm. Shall ow environ
because it does not seek to woul a total view. The limitation of the shallow
movement is not due @weak or unethical philosophgince it is often based on
systemic utilitarian thinking and extensiveoeomic cosbenefit analysis but due to a
lack of explicit concern with ultimste aims, goals, and norms. Shallow environmentalism
is characterized by decisions and policies that reflect merely partial understandings of
reality and the man place in the natural woyddaccording to KatzLight and
Rothenberdxii) .

To adequately define shallow, its comparison to the notion of resourcism is
useful. Resourcism is fAJu]l]nquestionably t
Western history, reflecting the intense homocentrism oéd@hristianity and the
al chemy of (Odlschleegenlo , A860elschlaeger defines resourcism, and
thus shallow ecology, as containing the following elements: 1) natural systems are no
more than collectios of parts; 2) Homo sapiens is related externally to the ecomachine;

3) the ecomachine can be engineered to produce desired outcomes and prevent undesired
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consequences; 3) the market objectively determines the worth and value of all things,
cultural and atural; 4) the national and per capita income accounts are the ideal measure
of societal welbeing; 5) progress can be determined according to the utilitarian formula
of the greatest good for the greatest nun(B&r).

The notions in human time which have contributed to thought&tureand
wildernessare compkx and intermingled. T@se ideas also hapégayeda monumental
role in indigenousmining conflict. Howevermines do not last forever. Over years or
decades, their resources are deplatatithe mining company moves on. Is it possible
for the mining company to simply rebuild wildernedssuch a réuilding acceptable to
indigenous groups?

Once damaged, canature be restored?

Thoreau stated that Athe keeping of bee
It is like directing the sunbeams. All nations, from the remotest antiquity, have thus
fi nger e(hgpmar2006,e163)

Al E] col ogical restoration i s based on t
mime well, is one of the higher functions of human society. For instance, Eskimo hunters
mime the strategies of a wolf pack to survive the harshnesmsr. In spring, the Ute
Mount ain Bear Dance represents the miming

By law, ance a mining project is complete, the area impacted byihe must be
restoredo a condition which closely mirrors its original state. The ngnindustry

typically frames this notioas,i Mi ni ng i nevi t Mddérnymindsreclaimr bs | a
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the surface during and after mining is complete¢,t ur ni ng t he | and ¢t o
(Minineral Information Institute 2009)

Mi ne reclamation is an anthropocentric
needs restoration, not nature. The very act of restoration is an act of man over nature
rather than an effort in good fainmish t o ser
205).

The antlnopocentrism of restoration caot be dered becaus# is humans doing
the restoration, it the morality of restoration is atiher matter and can be, aoiftenis,
guestioned in the phil osophallcestbratibni t er at ur e
activities are prompted by a promiscuous anthropocentrism and represtgra
instance of ahubristt e c hnol ogi cal fi xéthe practice of
represent a misguided faith in the hegemony and infallibility of timeam poweto
contr ol t he Theautcameaslthatwestordtiah.isdmpossible, if restoration is
intended to r est o(Ghapman®006, 464)Huwnans btdrallyr al v al u
rebuild landscapes andlderness as part of an ultimate natdaninating project to
repair land disturbed by mining activities.

It is difficult to determine what restoration should look like. Is the aim to hide the
factthata mi ne was pr e soeigindl aesthige appeal or placeaahimalse 6 s
and plants which were removed?

Nonet hel ess, there is a need to repair
impossible to estimate how many former mining sites exist around the world or how

many of these carry envirorantal risks. For one thing, there is no clear way to define a
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former mine site. Using a fairly inclusive definition, it has been estimated that in the US
there are more than 500,000 abandoned hard rock mine sites. Certainly not all of them
presentenvd n me nt al (Ipterrmtohaklmstiude for Environment and
Development and World Business Council for Sustainable Development 2002, 246)
This fact alone reveals the importance of mine reclamation, and tet unged to
consider all aspectsd the topic,including the philosophbal underpinnings
To the Western mind, ime reclamation seenasreasonable balance of interests
thelogic of whichis often very convincing, antie discussions around reclamation are
laced with positive rhetoric and intentions. After all, what is lost if a segment of land is
mined, and then restored. Who has been harmed? There has simply been a temporary
inconvenience born by the community, for alihicompensation is given in many forms,
including a revitalized landscapdter the project. Yehere are dissenters to be found
within the environmental literature who have articulated arguments that harm is being
done, not only to wilderness, but teetilea of wilderness.
Al't is therefore the duty of the pragma
involved in debates with practitioners about what the value of restoration is in human
terms, rather than to keep the discussion restricted to a piisfadéde among philosophers
over whether rest or(egdt2003400)r e i s really nat
It is common for mining entities, as well as regulators, to showrpEf
recl ai med mine si tfermasi The putpasé af theepicturesnsdo fiaf t e
prove that the negative impacts of mining can be abatedhatid some cases the land

can even be improved by the addition of ponds, removal of invasive plant species, or the
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introduction of @ endangered animah sample of the caption beside one such picture
readsfi R-establishment of rangeland after reclamation provides forage for wild grazing
animals, including these antpl®on a North Dakota mine sitBeer, elk, and antelope
are an important part of th@endscape in the West, and mine reclamation offers an
excellent opportunity to enrich the rangeland habitat and help sustain a healthy
population of these native anima(®linineral Information Institute 2009).

From this @scription, a notiorould be easily formethat the mine is actually
benefiting the communityIn fact, as part of closure agreementany sites havagreed
to invest capital to reestablishdangered species, even if thrgginal loss was not part of
the mining project. This is a compelling argumedto wev er , Arest or ati on
opted by corporate sponsors who fund restoration as part of their public relations
activities while pursui fQBrieh@d®6 64ucti ve prac

Consider thistatement i | a&ct, [m]ining can sometimes boost some aspects of
biodiversity. This can happen through the creation of new habitats or even from
disturbance. Abandoned mineshatfts, for example, serve as sarsctoaneny of North
Americads | argest populations of bats. Sa
many varieties of wildlife. Many of these benefits may have been random or accidental,
but some companies are now making concerted efforts to enhalpitats, which may
help to enhance biodiversity. Others have taken steps to protect certain species during
the mining process. Viceroy Gold Corporation of British Columbia, for instance, helped
The Nature Conservancy create a 1,50086@ Desert Tooise reserve as a mitigation

measure for Californiads third | argest gol
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identify habitat needs critical for the survival of species of concern, to protect them
during their operations, and to enhance them wheg&sible, there could be many
mor e bi odi ver s f{lntegatienal ngtiteite for Esvirooment arsl 0
Development and World Business Council for Sustainable Development 2002, 261)
However, his practicaland very utilitarian argumeffor mine restoration d@enot
satisfy everyone In fact, evenf it could be proven that mine reclamatiorakes a net
positive contribution to the environment, there would be-aritulated objections.
Leading these objé&ions waild be Robert Elliot{2003)as o ut | i neat urne .AdkaKk i
ElI'li ott considers a restored | andscape
show both that there is a rational, coherent ethical systeohwhbpports decisive
objections to the restoration thesis, and that that system is not lacking in normative
appeal. The system | have in mind will make valuation depend, in part, on the presence
of properties which cannot survive the disruptiestoratim  p r o(282).s s 0
Elliott does not accept the claim that a restored landscape is of equal value to the
original, even if the rgtoration is worleclass. H is skeptical of the motivations of those
performirg the restoration. He believes the whole concept to be afwaxpidingreal
concern for the environment. Al n the actu
because of shared conservationist principles, but as a way of undermining the arguments
of conservationists. Such proposals are in fact effective in defeating environmentalist
protest. They are also notoriously ineffective in putting right, or indeed even seeming to

put right, the particular wr ¢38lg that has b
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His fundamental objectionistha a r est or ed n aHewmpates ar e a
such a project to a forged work of art, notthgt no one would acceptich asculpture or
painting as possessing the samkie as the original, even if the two were exact in every
det ai | . AThus we might claim that what th
we accept a fake or a forgery instead of the real thing. If the claim can be made good
then perhaps an agigate response to restoration proposals is to point out that they merely
fake nature: that they offer us something that is less than what was taken away. Certainly
there is a weight of opinion to the effect that, in art at least, fakes lack a valuespdsses
by the n383I thingbo

What is different in these smalled fakes? Elliott believefor instance, that the
met hod of the natur al ar e.aSumportopgethisevew,s hel ps
Adhn Muirds remarks about Hetch Hetchy Vall
valley as a place where he could have direct contact with primeval nature; he valued it
not just because it was a place of great beauty, but because it was also thpastooid
that had not been shaped by human b#Bdiot 2003, 384) This comparison to a
forged work of art falls short of a complete argument. After all, a restored landscape
does have some value in aesthepipeml. Further, a forged work of art lacks
inventiveness and ingenuity, whereas a restored landscape has no such similarity.

An i mportant caveat, of which ElIliott i
what 1 s natur al i's Beaassdislkepnsef avel naé8r
certainl @88lphot Eybodd, A[w]hile not rejectin

and admitting that such projects can have posithygacts [stated] hat Oor est or at i ¢
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mi snomerhusmamceétervention can only resul't
nature (O'Brien 2006, 64) It is not clear if Elliott would expand his stance to claim that
mining should not tee place.

Eric Katz(2003) i n fAThe big | i e:t urkuynammlrseos ttaarke
exception to the notion of ecological restoration, and does so emphatically.
AKat zéunli ke Elliott, sdemigds) oy positive

According to Katz, A[t] he message i s an
recognize the harm we have caused in the natural environment and that we possess the
means and the will to correct these harms. These policies also make us feel good; the
prosect of restoration relieves thé&WOyuilt we
He sees restoration as an anthropocentric project that only demonstrates the human desire
to master and dominate themat al wor | d. Katz even takes e
argument which portrays restoration as similar to art forgery, for he believes exact
duplication by tle human hand is impossibteusmakingthe argumensuperfluous.

Kat z goes on teoreated matural envitoranent that is theheed
result of a restoration project is nothing
(392) In other words, restoration creates a relic, something thashgihgly, but not
completely, resembles what was. He states
anthropocentric. They are creadtier human use, human purpedbey serve a function
for huni@@d | ifeo

Katznotes that A[t] he processes of the na

interference a(B9%) @Onbda therstrangest arguments e support of
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restoration is the notion that humansdao basis to determimenatis natural because
nothing isreally natural. Restoration is simply a continuation of what is taking place on a
grander scale.

Bill McKibben (2006)wrote a book entitledhe End of Natwwhere he claimed
At hat at the center of the environmental ¢
destroyed. Particularly as the result of lasgale climate changes produced by human
industry (that is, global warming caused by the burninipsdil fuels on the one hand,
and damage to the ozone layer by chlorofluorocarbons on the other), he suggested we
have now entered a stage where no square inch on Earth can any longer be considered
natural. Because of human intervention, everythingenatorld is different from what it
naturally would be, and so everything in the world has in a certain sense become an
ar t i(Vogeat 20@2, 2224).

Complicating this notion, and relative to the parties of thisacrese h, fi Ai t ken
reporting a tension in demarcation that is reinforced by the growing evidence that before
the arrival of the Europeans, the Americas
and the Puritan encounter wintdionwithl der nessé
domesticity, subtle, but nonet lfGhdgpmans a pr o
2006, 470)

Even Katz(2003)is aware of this issue, notirtigat certain thingsan be more
natur al t Wpeadmitthhaetr st.he ficloncept s adnotonatur al
absolutes; they exist along a spectrum, where various gradations of both concepts can be

di s ce(395h)edo
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ACarolyn Merchant refers to ecological
the analysis of ecosystems is not aimed at nature domination, but at fostering symbiosis
between humans and nbnu m a (©'8réen 200663).

It is not clear how these philosophers justify their notions in a modern world that
relies on such activities as mining and agriculture, and what practical impact their
thinking could have.

AProponents of restor at fbothrepairingdamaghe pr a
done to ecosystems by humans and creating an avenuestabéish respectful and
cooperative humae nvi r onment rel ationshipséWi |l Iliam
contributor to philosophical discussions of ecological restorationgsegg s €t hat t he
concept fosters a reintegration of humans with their larger biospheric communities in a
way that blurs the line between nature and culture. Likening ecological restoration to
6agricul tur e cepwalizeeitagan stempid&wuiel ¢d® nl andscapes
means of atoning for human transformations of ecosystems and environmental abuse
gener(@s). | yo

Several philosophers criticize the nature/culture dualism. As summarized by
Wiliam OO B(20D6g n ipr eservationi sts, such as Eric
expressed concern about the blurring of what they see as a necessary conceptual
separation of nature and culture. By blurring that lineytargue, ecological restoration
legitimizes further human intervention into nature. Restoration thus not only gives

license to continued ecological transformations, since we believe that we can always
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restore them later, but also distracts from whaf #e= as the more important work of
wil derness (6g)r eservati ono
Andrew Light(2003)d ef ends t he concept of restor at
Restoration and the Culturedfat ur e: a Pragmati c Approach. 0
environmental philosophers have failed to understand the theoretical and practical
importance of ecological restoration. | believe this failure is primarily due to the
mistaken impression that ecologl restoration is only an attempt to restore nature itself,
rather than an effort to restore an important part of the human relationship with
nonhuman natutg(398) ORestoration makes sense because on tiwdewt results in
many advantages over mere preservation of ecosystems that have been substantially
damaged b@00humanso
Li ght n ot sullimatefrgumenKisthabibans canot restore nature

andthus,fihumans have no obligation to @vhat they cam o t (482). &till, Light

believesthai even i f we were to grant Katz his po
nature, we may stillhave moralb | i gati ons t o (402)y to restore
Light points out that Katzisanatuceu | t ur e dual i st . AThi s

and culture ar e 462 dighghowevdrjbriota gasurecallturei r el y 0
dualist, rather hes simply suggesting thatumans ara part of natureandthat humans

Ahave a relationship with nature that exis
way that our actions t owa jwi haveaatralatioashipan r ec

with nature even i(#06we are separate from i
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The above literature outlines the heritagéhefmany value systems which likely
play a role in indigenoumining conflict. An indigenousmining conflict case will now
be considered in which many of these values maynpeacting the thought processes of

the disputants.
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3. The Case

Is there a suitable case?

Mediaaccounts of indigenousining conflict were reviewed in the search of a
conflict which was dynamic (allowing for a multivariate analysis), which related to
environmental values, where contacts could be established, and which had actors who
were willing toparticipate in the research. A conflict which had largely enaled| for
which real resolution was questionable, was found at the Picuris Pueblo in New Mexico.
The Pueblo was the site of a dispute over a mica mining project involving the Picuris and
the Oglebay Norton mining company.

The field work involved in this project consisted ofgite interviews at the
Pueblo with members of the Picuris (Picurisl, Picuris2, and Picuris3), anth{&ame
and telephonic interviews with former employees ofrtber defunct Oglebay Norton
mining company (Minerl and Miner2). Relationships were established that enabled
access to key leaders, members (in the case of the Pueblo) and employees within the two
groups. Lobbyists in Washington, DC (MinerLobbyist and #stwbbyist), which
represented both groups, respectively, were also interviewed. Finally, a geologist

(Geologist) hired by the Picuris Pueblo to manage restoration was interviewed.

109



The interviews were conducted with an emphasis on thoughts on envircenmdent
relevance to resource extractionhis research complied with the George Mason
University human subjects research requirements.

The study consisted of one trip to the Picuris Pueblo and one trip to Cleveland,

Ohio to visit an Oglebay Norton emplaeOther interviews were either conducted by
telephone or faceo-face in Washington, DC (in the case of the lobbyists).

As this project examines values, a method of interviewing known as
Aunstructur edo w@GD6)desopbesaiystudtured inRviewing | |
techniques as fda clear plan that you keep
a minimum of contr ol(211 Vkeerdedpebhimphlsyge®f r espons
interaction is to get people to talk and opgn The goal was to understand the values of
each participant, and free communication was thought to be the best method.

The interviews were conducted with a set of questions, but theansegtere not
followed precisely, and subjects were given as much time as they wanted to answer
guestions and elaborate. Also, new questions were asked based on statements made by
each participant. AWhen you walowthuntam know
beingséyou just cané6t K43t wunstructured in

The following questions or prompts are examples of those used in the interviews:

Tell me about your people or your company. Talk with about the natural resources in
this area. Why are land and resources important? How should these resources be used?
What conflicts have resulted as a result of these resources? What attempts have been

made to resolve these conflicts? Have attertaptesolve conflict been successful in
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your eyes? How should these conflicts be resolved? What is the true cause of these
conflicts? What is this really about? Who are the stakeholders? Who or what have
rights that should be considered? Whose righdsmost important? What are your
thoughts on nature, animals, wilderness in this region? How do nature, animals,
wilderness relate to the conflicts you have witnessed? What do you think about mining?
What do you think about mining companies and threinagement, and employees? Talk
to me about respect. Who is deserving of respect? Give me an example of appropriate
and inappropriate respect relative to the extraction of resources in this area. What else
would you like to tell me?

Tape recordingsfonterviews were made and transcripts were produced. The
tapes were destroyed after the transcripts were completed.
Who are thePicuris?

fiPicuris Pueblo is nestled in a setting of setweauty in what is known as the
hidden valley of the Sangre de §d Mountains of Northern New Mexicdt is located
just 60 miles north of Santa Fe, and 24 miles southeast of Taos on sceniZ Bout®
[The fitranquil village rests along the banks of the Rio Pueblo River, which nourishes the
evergreens, cottonwoodgagses and flowers that blanket [the]lley and surrounding
mountaing (Picuris Pueblo 2007)

However, the land of the Picuris and their lifestyle is not wilderness in totality.
Modern residences, churches, and schools@aeby. The pueblo maintains a hotel in

Santa Fe. They raise domesticated bison, sell thggrgpand run a museum.h&y

111



have a website. Modern life is evident, but the original ties to land and wilderness remain
entrenched.

The industrial mineralmica (contained in a clay), traditionally used by the Picuris
for pottery and sacred ceremonies, was the subject of the dispute. For the Picuris, the
mica was both spiritual, and added value to the pottery due to a luminescent quality.

According to Miclael Adler and Herbert DicK.999) i n the PiuAds ef aceo
Pueblo hrough Timet he Pi curi s Puebl o fihas continual
materially over the p@st niihlel enmciuum sofi ndhad
ol dest, continually occufpAdlerdndBiektld99, ment s i
The community idocatedat an elevation of 7,300 feet, and the native language is known
as Ti wa. The Pueblo is |l ocated near the R
part of the Pueblo world for nearly a millennium of human occupation, social changes,
regional migratios , and envi r on mM.Alle 1999 206)t ur bati onso

The Picuris is a small pueblo with approximately 300 residents, and it is also an
ancient community. AThe origingnfedtéhdrenam
people of Picuris call themselves and their ancestors whedsttis ancient place
0 p e 0 lgenally trénslated fromthenorthen Ti wa as 06t Edlenandnt ai n
Dick 1999, 1)

AThe dimitdancddwse pottery made at Picuri s
related Apachean pottery and is probably one of the many influences resulting from

centuries of contact bet ween@naohetldyesedst er n
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for this pottery, which is permanently tied to Picuris identity, is at the center of the
mining conflict.

AThough debates s ur reradatdroughtihe Sduthelasti®or o n a
153941 reached Taos Pueobnl otéh att hGorreo niasd onbos i gnrdk
Picurisélt was CastaffodeauSo&aaxpeditibrbbeolighttthle firdt
Europeans to Picuris, an event that Schrodders cr i bes as bathincol d r ece
climate and id@.human relationsé

The following excerpt describes this ev
presentday EspanolaCastafio de Soseas told of a pueblo farther north and decided to
visit these people. He went up the Rio Grande to about preéagitelarde and then
turned northeast. On entering the mountains, he encountered snow a yard deep, his
horses barely able to make headway through it. After much difficulty he reached the Rio
Pueblo valley in the mountains and in it, on January 13, T#¢ame to the tallest
puebl o recorded by a Spaniard. There stoo
according to his estimates. No one came o0
who was passing from@ne houseblock to ano

AThe rebellious reputation of the Picur
Puebl o uprising in the history (9fThis he Sout
uprising even reclaimed some of their ancestral land, but the victory wad shorte d . nlor
1693, Picuris joined several other pueblos in surrendering their independence to the

Spani sh g@Gvernmento
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Various conflicts c &8antidcentnkssaw&declitei me .
in the population of Picuris and the continued acculturation of the resident population.
New churches were built, and significant efforts were put into proselytizing the Picuries.
Though the efforts were effective in convertingmy in the dwindling community to
Christianity, archaeological excavation at Picuris also documents the continued
construction and use of KkK6.vas for native r
Who is Oglebay Norton?

Ogebay Norton o wn eflhggédtfldeteof bullacargeesor theU . S .
Great Lakes. Great lakes transportation and iron ore mining have been the primary foc
of the business throughousie hi st or yébut the company expan
sands, at other minerals during the 2@ e n t (Gunding Universe 2009)

AfOgl ebay Nortonds history can be traced
an iron ore brokerage. The principles, Henry Blakeslee Tuttle and Isaad, ke
al so investors of Cleveland I ron Mining Co

Hewitt managed the very first shipment of iron ore from Lake Superior to Cleveland,

Ohio, in 1852¢éln tHeemtanriyn,g rmaryy defs ttthe ilmc
began to form strategic alliances to survi
merged with the Benwood I ron WorkséBanker
invested in this West Virginia company. o0

Tuttle and Bentwood families formed Tuttle, Oglebay and Company. After the death of
the senior Tuttle at the time in 1889, fEa

Tuttl eséOne year | ater, E-aonriecte@Gléveldndhy | oi ne
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bankerDavidZ. Norton to form Ogl ebay-1950orton & (
Oglebay, Norton & Co. had developed an unusual and complicated corporate structure.

Over the course of the early®6entury, the firm had taken substantial, but not full,
positonsinavaet y of companies, and then managed
1957, a number of these managed companies were merged to form Oglebay Norton.

(Funding Universe 2009)

On November 1975, nAO0Ogl eg&hpwnwhhbohastbeen 6s f | e
called Athe most famous shipwreck in Great
year, the freighter Edmund Fitzgerald split in two and sank in Lake Superior. This
catastrophe, in which all 29 hands were lost, was later mairzed in a popular song by
Gor don L({Funding Urdverse@009)

After a |l ong history, the company filed
collapse, Oglebay Norton found its second lease on life in bankrupicy And
company President and CEO Michael Lundin is confident the opportunity won't be
squanderedl(Rock Products 2005)

However,n 20072 pr ess r el eCGasneuseddns & $tens, & e d : A
wholly-owned subsidiary of Careuse Group, and Oglebay NortGompanytoday
announced that they have received approval from the Federal Trade Commission (FTC)
under the HarScottRodino Antitrust Improvements Act of 1976, as amended, with
respect to Carmeuse's pendaggjuisition of @lebay Norton.No further regulatory

approvals are required and, as previously announced, shareholders of Oglebay Norton
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voted to approve the merger agreement at a special meetingrehslders on November
9, 200 (Thomas NelNews 2008)
How did the conflict transpire?

The details of the conflict between the Picuris and Oglebay Norton are fairly
simple to document. The values which underlie the genesis of the conflict are far more
complex and they make up the bulk of thaper.

To begin, it is necessary to outline the events as they transpired. After reading
this narrative, few would argue that this episode in indigenaangg conflict is an
example of mutual cooperation and understanding leading to a positive outcatie fo
parties.

Oglebay Norton purchased the mica mine, which is situated on the traditional
lands of the Picuris, from Franklin Minerals. Franklin Minerals elected not to participate
in this study. When Oglebay Norton obtained the mime conflict wvas set in motion.

An Oglebay Norton employee described the initial situation:

Back in 1999, we purchased the facility from Franklin Miner&l& operated it

for all of 2005. During that time we had a fairly contentious relationship with the

Picuris. Wetried to work with them on several occasions to address their

concerns. We had a management group out there that wasn't real sympathetic and

was a little bit belligerent to, not just the Picuris, but other folks, as-\wethe of

our regulatory relatiorsps. So, the primary conflict was that the US Hill Mine

was on property that the Picuris claimed through aboriginal title, that contained

some sacred micaceous clay deposits that they use in their pottery making, and

that we were unlawfully trespassing their property and that the aboriginal title
to that property had never been properly extinguighiderl 2008)

To the apparent surprise of Oglebay Norton, ownership of the mine had not been

clearly established:
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The way abriginal title has been extinguished, in the past, is either through an act
of Congress, or a treaty that establishes the base ownership of the US government,
then the US government can convey title to successors, which we thought we

were at the time we light it. That is usually the case, out West, but in this

instance, there was no record, act of Congress, or treaty with the Picuris, that
extinguished that aboriginal title. [Name removed], counsel for the Pueblo,

figured that out and made a very plalsitase for why their title was never
extinguished and why they should have the land back. So, that's how the whole
thing startedMinerl 2008)

The entrenchment of the conflict was apparent:

Theyte concerned with the landats ié close proximity to where they live,

where we operate in 21 locations in different states. We have tens of thousands of
acres all over the country. So I think they probably have a much more

microf ocus t han we do, concewetakedapoutt hat s pe
before, in our extraction process we clear timber and we leave a big hole but it's

not a polluting process. So we didn't really view that as an environmental

catastrophe, as the Picuris viewe(Minerl 2008)

Theirs was for profit, for money. Everyone's competing now, who can make the
most money, who has the most money. That's what it was, where we just use that
land for what we need. Money wasn't the question or the answer to anything,
that's just how wesed it(Picuris2 2008)

First of all they think they can stomp all over us in this day and age. Even going
back to history, they put us in these reservations and they kind of enclosed us,
we're not free anymore. The othieing is, like | said, they keep us out of there.

They force us. Since the 1872 Mining Law Act where the first settlers, they

found the mine and they went ahead to do it. They don't understand the aspects of
nature, and what we have. What the nativagelthergPicuris2 2008)

Somemining companyemployees understood that there was a problem, and that
it related to a lack of engagement:

Yes. |l don't remember the yearséso if
editorialize and correct it. But, we at Oglebay, whenever the experts took over

the special minerals operation to manage... and |, at that time, was director of
technical services and regulatory affairs for Oglebay, and very quickly realized,
once we thatrwe had &wrg serious public relations issue. We had a

very serious misunderstanding, in my judgment, of the culture and of the desires

of the Picuris Pueblo. And what had appeared te am&l this is not Oglebay's

position; it's my personal positie was that there had been a very serious lapse in
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communication from years of work with the Picuris, meeting, | believe, Franklin
Industrial Minerals on the property before. And to me, there had really just been
a complete lack of understanding andcklaf interest in proactively engaging
members of the Pueblo to form some sort of a plan on how they could safely
access the property in question for their pottery (ig@serl 2008)

The Picuris did not feel that either comgdrad worked well with them, and the
lack of communication and engagement with the Picuris is evident:

Well, when the miners first started coming around here, we just thought they were
poking around and they would go away. This was probably in the mifiie

when | was a little boy. We didn't really know what they were poking around for.
As | got older, they said they were starting to mine some mica. Mica to us, again,
is some natural resource that we use in our ceremonies and stuff like that. We
didn't know what they were marketing mica for. We were asking ourselves,
60What are they g od Togs, weodidutbavenanyt dbllartvdilue mi ¢
i n it becausallelatéditokoer spirituaitg and qur livelihdod. As
years went bywe slowly found out that the mica was embedded within our clay
pits. | mean there is clay all around the Sangre de Cristo Mountains but at that
particular place where they were mining the m&prime clay area where we

d o treally have to go througihe process of making it workable clay. You

could just sort of dig it out, bring it home and bring a pot and it would turn into a
beautiful goldish sparkling pot or pottery. This is when we started getting
concerned about our clay pits, which was propabthe late or early nineties and
eighties when the mine was starting to develop. Then we found out that they were
marketing the mica abroad. They were using it in wallboards, sparkling paint,
cosmetics and stuff like that. Even windshields, | gubsy, used it inhere so

when vyou giwoshattenand stuif like thad Mihe same time they were
destroying the pits. We could no longer find the prime clay when we went up
there and then the miners wemndansddinge r ea
up here trying to get the clay and doing this spirituéitWe are shy people so

we c otjudt gorower there and do our ceremonies because they were watching
over our shoulders. We were afraid that this is the way the dominant society is
They watch over you and they ask you these questions. Then all of a sudden, you
go into a bookstore somewhere and there it is. Anerg the one that benefit
dollarwisewh i | e t he Nat itheeefiténpheng.i Andabessdesdhatn 6
w erélosing our rights to gather clay. It became a really devastating

psychological and emotional stress for the tribal government, the potters and
traditional council. Because they were saying that we are losing our rights to
gather clay. Howareweggh o hand down dbeeahandecadi t i on
down for centuries to the younger generation because of the niifiowgis3

2008)?
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Oglebay Norton had little experience, as a company, with indigenous groups:

[Thiswas]theontind genous tr i bae¢had.oNethdve neighbarsh at w
that are unhappy, at times, at some of the facilities where we blast. Truck traffic.

In the east we have a lot of operations in the Shenandoah Valley area, and it's
congested. We have apeayation now in DC, we have folks that are moving out

there and they don't want a mine next door. So, we have upset neighbors from
thatperspet i ve, b u sagafe clean @geérdtign, And wedeave holes in

the ground that are not pleasant toki@t(Minerl 2008)

Minimal efforts were made to engage the Pueblo:

Well, the initial strategy was to try to understand their perspective. The prior

ma n a g e met seem td bedhatdnterested in what their perspectivé Was

seemed to be, kind of, combative from thegetat leastvhen we took them

o Vv er . tknow withbtheid attempts were up to that point and | know for a fact

that the Picuris could be difficult, so maybe Franklin tried the same approach and
justreact d a poi nt wéektiwas friittuldoycontinuedthre fight.

But, the basic problem was,wehacht ent r i g h tssanassetofthei s mi n
company. We paid 30 million dollars for it that we owed to Franklin and we had

to utilize theseesources to make them profitable and manage our assets to benefit

our shareholders. The Picuris view was that this was their ancestral land, that the
micaceous clay they collected on it was very specialas part of their culture

and their heritagand spirituality- and that we were destroying it. So, our

attempts to balance the interests involved were to approach the Picuris and ask

them if they would locate the micaceous clay deposits. We would stay away from

them and disrupt our mining pathpgeeserve them, and give them easement and

access rights to come and go. They had a key to the gate; they could come in the
back gate. This didn't work. It didn't seem like it was ehdogthe Picuris.

They waell usavmeii the deposits wereguess they were no longer secret

at that poinknowSwher & whegdvedzedch,, we co
accommodate their need to accegMinerl 2008)

But consider, in contrast, the Picuris view of their abilithéwe access to their
ceremonial mining sites:

There were times when people wentinthere gat her cl| ay, and t
allowed up in the area. They had it gated off, and there was the big mining trucks.
Peop e wer e up t hegetan(Picarie2®008e coul dnod

Actually, I think going back, there was a place they said this is where we get our
clay. Theystaed it of f tBothertush A few moothsllatenttiat place
was disturbed. It got piled with all theak (Picuris2 2008)
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Efforts continued, but to no avail:

Well, we tried to talk to them about what they really needed. We tried to explain

to them wherewe werd hat we have a business; we ¢
c atnuét give people lancdhtat woul d be i mpossi bl e; so
Weré not responsible for what the US government did 100 years ago, or, as it

turns out in the lawsuit, maybe not whattlley d 100 year st ago. W
take responsibityf or t hat , mure talkingabout Afecanway we 0

Americanrepafai ons bei ng maalcertain anmuhboftimethal her e 6
passes, in proximity to people today. Sower e trying sto bal anc
something that @ were concerned about. Weo thwantour neighbors angry at

u s . s not goodbusiness to do that regardless afdhil implications of it.

| & jést not good business to have everybody angry aalythe time, on all

fronts. So, we really tried to balance the needs, ladaheir needs of access to

the deposits, and our needs to operate a bugiMissrl 2008)

The conflict escalated with public protests:

Doing the protest up there at the mine. They're up there for four hours, they
stopped. Therewastai g | i ne of ttletgethreughisbthdat we di d
stopped their work for at least four ho@iPscuris2 2008)

In someways, such as when they had the protest up there, there were other people
from other tribes as well as people from around the communiftes.Spanish,

the people in the Pojoaque Valley that like their waldrey all put their foot in

there their two @nts. That helped us oyPicuris2 2008)

A court case was also undertaken by the Picuris, but in the end it was dismissed
because a settlement was reached between the two parties. The legal details of the case
are extensiveand will not be covered in this research. However, the following is a

comment relative to the legal battle:

They hired an attorneyéwho is a good | a
the aboriginal title had never been extinguished for that prggket the US
government nevertook®l t o it , t hetcenveyttletpthe hey coul

mineral rights what happens to the mineral right® the successors who right

the minerals to us. When we researched it, we determined that, quite pdssibly,
argument could be correct. It could be interpreted so that a court would view it as
a reasonable argument. So, regardless of how the outcome went, we would be
tied up in this litigious situation for years, where we may not want to make capital
invedments, we may not want to do certain thifigsnerl 2008)
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In the end, Oglebay Norton elected to abandon the mine and return the land to the
Picuris. The mine was not profitable, it was embroiled in a legal and public melatio
battle, and the company was entering bankruptcy proceedings.

When a mine is closed, states require reclamation of the site, and these
reclamation activities cost money. It is clear that Oglebay Norton did not abandon the
site out of a desire to retuthe land to the Picuris. The company capitalized on an
opportunity to rid itselbf a nonprofitable mine without the need to pay for reclamation:

The business was not profitable, it was difficult to operate, plus the mine was 30

miles away from the paessing plant. It was expensive to transport the minerals

to the plant. And, the New Mexico regulatory environment was not conducive to
business, really. It was pretty difficult to work witklinerl 2008)

| d knowbthatit was a tipping point. | think the business decision to close the
mine probably would have occurred regardless oPibaris, but it certainly
di dhelp(Minerl 2008)

The two parties made an agreement. If the land etasned to the Picuris, the
Picuris would pay for the reclamatioithe price for reclamation is extensive, and it is
apparent that the tribe is experiencing stress due to their financial obligation for
reclamation. They must complete the reclamatiorrdeioto gain full title to the land
from the State. But at the same time, a sense of relief is palpable among the tribal

members, because they will have full title to their land once again after the reclamation is

finished:
No. | § jost good that we gthhat mine back.tl s hows a | ot of peo
s mal | , refightihg fawwhat we think is right. If we can do it, anybody else

can. It just takes a lot of wofRicuris2 2008)
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To begin a deeper evaluation of thanflict, a method must be recruited to help
organize and evaluate the underlying thinking of each party. Frame analysis is such a

method
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4. Methodology

What is frame analysis?

AA multicul tur aihcluem cwiedg 11 andpeo®unfdén @s p e«
disagreements, which offers us the opportunity to defend our view before morally serious
people with whom we disagree and therebydeom our differences. In thisay, we
can make a virtue out of the necessitf our mor al (Gumas B84 2R)e ment s 0

Indigenousmining conflict is the result of differencelifferences in beliefs and
differences in values. Held values have a heritage, but values can change over time and
with circumstancee The val ues peopl e ofohelsituatipnonay t o A ma
be different than the values they enlist to deal with a different situation. A person may
engage conservative values when thinking about small business proteut®relying
on liberal values when considering the importance of a national forest. A mapping of the
held values bany one individuabr groupwould be a comiex task, limited byoththe
ability of the individual to adequately express his value system tesearcher and the
ability of the researcher to gragge meaning of the value syste@ne scheméo
organize arevaluation ofvalues and their associatbdritage is the use of frame analysis.

Frame analysis will both organize this complex issue, aoige terminology to discuss

the types of values discovered.
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Frame theoryframing, frame analysis or framing effects, as it is alternately
labeled, is difficult to define with precision. The literature has yet to agree on a unified
definition orgrandi e o r vy . AThe heightened interest I
popul ar | iteratureéconceals a |l ack of conc
exactly {Nelsom®xdeyand €lawson 1997, 22)hefollowing are
examples of attempts at a definition:

Frames are principles of selection, emphasis, and presentation composed of little
tacit theories about what existghat happens, and what matté@stlin 1980)

A central organizing idea or story line that provides meaning to an unfolding strip
of eventsweaving a conception among thé@amson and Modigliani 1987)

Frames are abstractions, perceptions, interpretations of a situéhieg.cannot
be seen, but they are the way wand others see the world, define what is
important, organize information, et®avis and Lewicki 2003, 200)

It is commonplace to confuse frames with worlews. Whereas a worldiew is
one type of frame, a frame is not necessarily a woeldl. Frames can encloséherthe
entire cognitive process or a portion of the cognitive process, eitdera particular
circumstancer underall circumstancesFor instance, a knock on the door in the middle
of the nightcould elicit a fear frame in a person who is not expecting a visitar
comfortframe in a persowaiting forthe safe arrival of a loved on&his is much
different than a world view posssed by a Republican or Democrat.

Frames can ab changdasedn the acquisition of new dattijereforeframes

can bedynamic, living constructsn addition tobeing a world view. ADewulf et al.

(2009)noteiJ ust as individuals hold multiple fr
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new data are introduced, interactants may also shift their framing of what is going on
during i @8eractiono

This use of frarmg is appropriately classified as discourse analysezording to
van Dijk (1998) discourse analysis can be approached in a variety of ways including
i d i s cgoamnmagmarrative analysis, argumentation studies, conversation analysis, the
ethnography of communication, pragmatics, the psychology of text processing, and
critical di 6El47)p Disceurse amalysj hsydsscribedl by Brown and Yule
(1983)ii s, necessarily, the analysis of | angu.
the description of linguistic forms independent of the purposes of functions which those
forms are designed to serve in human affairs. While some linguists may concentrate on
determining the formal properties of a language, the discourse analyst is committed to an
investigation of wha@titTothisend khis anglysia wikeani s used
examination of how language described the values of parties in a conflict. These values
were stated directly, or were emergent from other descriptive language.

Discaurse analysis can be dividedio t wo br oad categori es.
language serves in the expressioh cont ent O tiassactioeaf e r ahad fto a s
function involved in expressing social relations and petsona t t i t udes o is r e
Ai nt er &% The tymeafldidcourse analysis which most adequately describes this
project is that of interactional. A conflict itself involves the relationships between two or
more parties, and values are an expression of perattitudes.

Before progressindurther, it is important tostate what this project is nott i$ not

aformal philosophy paper. It is not an attempt to take sid#seitherthe indigenous or
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the mining entitiesn a partizlar indigenousnining conflict or in indigenousamining
conflict as a wholelt is not an attempt to align a particular frame with a particular actor
or tocriticize the framend the actor It is not an attempt to support one value system
over another.

This project is amttempt to identify value frames held by parties in a conflict. To
understané@nd labethe frames,values will be aligned witkhe philosophical concepts
thought to be the most likely heritage of each identified vakeme alignments will be
exactand ohers will be lesso, and nne of the analysis is meant to place a participant
Ai n aAnlabels whit result from the analysis ateie tothe perceivedstance
taken by a subject, based on statements made, on a particular time and day. If ttis type
analysis wer¢o beapplied to a conflict with the intent of resolving the conflict, subjects
would be given the opportunity to confirm, refute, or add meaning to the fames that each
embodied through their statements. When discussing a particulaftypene known as
cognitive frames (addressed lat®gwulf et al.(2009)st at e t hat @At he cogn
to frames focuses on surface evidence that reveals underlying structures of the
participantls® mgargtnii ¢ii parst s6 Tcomments i n t he
information about the ¢dynitive frames tha

It shouldalsobe noted that this is a project within environmental ethics, and the
environmental ethics literature is often biased toward those who have strong feelings
about environmental protection. In other words, most environmental philosophers care
about the environment and are engaged in projects which hapstitp environmenta

integrity. The method each philosopher uses for his justification can vary, iaradahg
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this line offipoint and counter poiathat indigenousnd mining entitiesvill be
categorized and assigned to a particular frame. A similar project could lzasil
performed within other disciplines. For example, a researcher might take astiimer
socioeconomic framepgersonality framedegal frames, political frames or cultural
frames This project fits squarely into environmental value frames.
With these caveats in mind, a project designed to evaluate the environmental
value systems of each player is justifiegd] W] her eas the | iterature
numerous accounts of differing systems which can or ought to guide our relationship with
naure, little is known about which aspects of these systems have actually been accepted
by those who have the ability to affect land. In other words, even if the philosophers
have by and large rejected a purely anthropocentric, utilitarian approach ® @attut i s
not philosophers that {(BaterdndtAcott 2007, 1588 manage
Also, it should be mentioned thidie indigenous relationshipith nature is
widely heraldedandat the same timmdustries agaged in resource extraction also
claim profound ties to the environmenh fact, t is fair to say that both parties claim to
bethe bearers of environmentalyvare value systemd.his endeavoaskswhat kind of
environmentalist is each actdWhatvaluesunderliethe claims? Where did these values
come from? ldw do the vlues held by each side conflict?oW can the identified
conflicting values be resolv@dWhat does philosophy say about the entire matrix which
will evolve in the couse of thisproject? Finally, it will ask if there is a concefor

conceptsvhich could e used to inform a patbrward.
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As environmental philosophér. Bai rd Callicott states,
through our senses, is first filtered, structured, arghged by the conceptual framework
or cognitive set we bring to it, prior, not necessarily to all experience, but to any
articul at @elschlgeger 109,286 0

Frame theory is one method of dispute resolution receiving ever increasing
attention. Frames are an attempt to understand underlying assumptions and experiences
that lead to communicating ideas, or thinking about ideas. They are the heritage of a
messager thought.i Wo r k o rand frameanghears be found throughout the social
and cognitive sciences, as well as various subfields within political science. Indeed,
scholars of social movements, bargaining behavior, foreign policy decision making, jury
decikion making, media effects, political psychology, public opinion and voting,
campaigns, and many ot h@ruskman2@1,P26)e concept

One area where more research is needed relative to environowenitak isin
the analysis of value frames. Itis clear that many environmental conflicts, particularly in
the environmental policy arena, are the result of differing values or moral attitudes
toward such issues as land use, industrial developmentesgeeservation, and resource
conservation.

A substantial amount of academic work in framing has been accomplished in the
fields of psychology, politics, and media research by such scholars as Tversky,
Kahneman, Nelson, Druckman, Barkand Brewer. The primaigoal in these fields has
been to understand how public or individual opinion can be shaped by the way a message

is delivered. For instance, how much impact do the media have on public opinion by
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alternate methods of message fireg? A number of studies have demonstrated that
opinioncan be impacted by framing, atitht there are many complications relative to
making ovefreaching assumptions to this power of persuasion. An underlying
controversy involves whether frames are dingmother way of discussing persuasion, or
whether something more complex is involved in framing. This body of work is
applicable to conflict resotion becausét is important inunderstanohg how people

come toarrive at a particular stronglyeld belef.

James Druckma(R001) in thefilmplications of framing effects for citizen
competence offers an excellent summary of important concepts in framing. He refers to
framing as théframing effectd Framing effect can be broken down into tvaoeas of
research. The first squivalency framing effectThis method examines the impact of
presenting similar issues positive or negative light bgvaluatingheresulting
preference. Participants showed a preferémiceptions framed in a positiveght

The second type of framing effectamphasigraming effect. Emphasis framing
evaluates the impact of emphasizing particular subsets of possible considerations. For
example, placing emphasis tirejob creation that would result from a new mining
project would likely lead to greater support than emphasagenvironmental impact.

Druckman also notes that scholars typically align with one of two distinct uses of
frames. The first iframes in coomunicationwhich refers to the language of those

delivering a message. The secdnames of thoughtefers to an individués

understanding of a gi v eicatiosaftenyplaytan important i Fr a m

role in shapin@28rames in thoughto
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Druckman in his researctevaluatesacommonlye | d bel i ef that
effects imply that citizens base their political preferences on arbitrary information, and
(2) elites often use framingtomap ul at e ci t i(226nBrdckmamu dgment s o
concludes that framing effects seem to work at times, and not at other times, but there is
strong evidence that citizens, overall, behave in a competent fagh@nconsidering
issues presented.

Druckmandés work is significant in under
a means of conflict resolution. Resolving conflict by focusing on message delivery as a
means taleceive or influence covertly is not lagiate, bufocusng on message
delivery could howeverhelp parties prevent unwanted signal delivery to opposing
parties.

Druckmands work could | eave oneydfo wond
expressing other phenomeauadto questiorif framingis indeed a real issue unto itself.
Nelson Oxley and Clawsor(1997)provide a convincing argumentiiifoward a
psychology of famingd that indicates that framing is a distinct mechanism explained by
psychol ogi cal effects. AThe danger in neg
that we cannot be sure that there is anything truly unique about this phenomenon; that
framing cannot beubsumed under some other generally understood concept, such as
p er s u @3a3) dheyargue that persuasion is a method of introducing new
information to a person that then changes beliefs and attitittegever, framing effects
Afoperate by activating information already

me mo (295) In other words, and as Nelsddxley and Clawsodemonstrate with an
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algebraic equation, new information is not added, but the weighting of existing
information is changed.

This suggstion by Nelson, Oxley and Clawsamould seem to indicate that the
degree to which a person is influenced by framing would be dependent oneshiat |
their memory. One could extracom this that persons with largstockpiles of
cognitive information would be more likely to b#luenced, while those with smaller
stockpileswould be lessikely to be influenced. Brker(2005) in fiValues, frames and

persuasion in presidential nominatieanmpaignéc onduct a test t hat

n

framing does not &3B8) ¢ledoncladed thavrang efletssarequ al | vy

Acontingent wupon (1) the degree to which
accessible constructs that correspond to the cues inherent in the message frame and (2)
the degree to which audience members are able to recognize those cuasitaatiyh
appl y (37rMm ¢eifarther concludes that those with greater cognitive sophistication,
and thus those with higher levels of education, are more likely to respond to value frames
b e c a u s e@e nbdt ikelyto sae the connections between value priorities, ideology,
and par t(388 amssgivas prédence to Nelsddxley and Clawsor(1997)who
suggest that changes in weighting of information, as opposed to new information, are the
key to framing.

Thework of Druckman, Nelson and Barkiedicates that framing effects are
more conplicated than simple persuasiontafming is a matter of adding vgit to pre
existngn ot i ons i n ioaeasgdscogmiive dockpilasnace more likely to

receive cues from message framing that lead to the formation of opinions for or against a
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subject. The work of these social psychologists and media exttsttea number of
guestions regarding the use of framing in conflict resolution, but importantly it should be
noted that this research has more to offer the field than sinyptg to understand how
individualscan be persuaded to think differently abaytarticular conflict issue. Itis

more important to understand the applicability of communication frames and their impact
on frames in thought than to try and use communication frames as a method of
intentionally altering thought.

One application oframing would be to focus on clear commuiima of real
intentions aimed avoidng conflict escalation. This is in sharp contrast to considering
methods thaseek tanfluence while at the same time masking true int&ame scholars
support this thougf in stating that resolution attempts should focus not on chatigisg
underlying values, but dinding practical solutions to which all could agree in spite of
the dissimilar valuesin summary, communication frames can impact thought frames
and thaightframes are influencedydevel of cognitive capabilitytherefore individual
characteristics of disputing partiagea legitimate area of inquiry.

What work has been done in the framing of values?

The research considered thus far opens the ddughlighting values and moral

beliefs in framing effects research. Val

u

i mportant role than attit udShenandikdwardsr cogni

2005, 796)
As noted in the previous section, framing is not simply persuasion, but a process

of adding weight to existing cognitive information that already exists in memory. There
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is evidence that people tendt onlyto cue offwhat is in cognitive rmory, but thatitey

cue offthose things that rest higher up and that are more easily accessible in cognitive
memory. Val ues and morals hold such a pos
fiMoral heuristics and moratdmingd by Sunsteir(2004) It i s noted that
and political domain, people also rely on simple rules of thumb that often work well but

t hat someti mes misfireémuch of everyday mo
generally mak s e(b559% &unstein notes that people have a tendency to take the

route of least resistance when framing thoughts, and moral rules theatigren

cognition are often quickly applied as opposeth&rigorous research that would

ot herwise be needed. Anot her way of putt]i
chronically accessible constructs tend to have low activation thresholds and are therefore
relatively easy to retrieve from memory when pimeby e xt €henandt cues o
Edwards 2005, 796)

Adding further support, Sheand Edward¢2005)n ot e t hat At he t emp
accessibility of ideas and concepts induced by media &anag be tempered by chronic
differences among individual dispositions, schemata, and other individual ¢Gt063
Shen states thaalues areamong these individual factors that would be of signifieanc
when a personcaesses memory AVal ues tend to be stable
they may predispose people to take certain positions on social and politicat igdites
often couch their positions (®& many of tod

There have been several studies that attempt to determine the importance of

values in framing effects. The work has not extended into conflict, but it is clear that an
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understanding of what value frames and &ow they are formed is necessary prior to
understanding how they conflicBrewer(2002) iniFr ami ng, val ue words,
explanations of their issugimionso examined the impact that exposure to value frames

has orthe thoughts of individualsHe exposed groups of people to media articles that

described the subject of gay rights in terms of eitherlggua morality. He also

exami ned fAt hexppsorestsa valiuelfrante ynaytaleosehcourage citizens to
consider interpretations of the value that are not contained within the-frame

interpretations that may even contradict the one providedeby th r (80d)e Further,

hetested the result of exposipgrticipants to both frames. Heund that participants

were likely to cast their thoughts in terms of the value frame they received. However,

this did not mean they always agreed with the frame, buthtbgtused the particular

value to support or attack arfcular position. Further, @ et er mi ned t hat fe:
the morality frame interfered with the impact of the equality frame, suggesting that the
presence of alternative frames can damfpeaminge f f 303) sThis supports the

notion that persons tend to frame thoughts with values that lie on the surface of cognition,
even if they disagree.

Brewer and Grosg005), infival ue s, f r a mihoughtsanated thati t i z en
Apoliticians and pol i ti coaffamaissuesmiesnsd of t en
values (e.g. equality, compassio®29 nhhat ar
thepaper, they tested the effect of exposing study participants to particular value frames
via reading newspaper articles on school vouchers. This work by Baed&rosss

one of the first toié framing tovalues and they providedefinition of a value frame to
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be Ana particular sort of frame that dr aws
carries an evaluative implication: it presents one position on an issue as being right (and
ohers as wrong) by I inking (93h)aTheirgtodyi t i on t «
indicated that exposure to value frames led participants to use the suggested value frame
in describing their thoughts dhe issue, and that exposure to the value frames led them
to express fewer other thoughts on the issue. Thesresearch suggests that exposure
to value frames influence a persondés opini
credence to the thking that people tend to halt their evaluation once they arrive at the
values high in cognition, form an opinion, and are unlikely to query their minds further.
ABecause of their | imited cognitive capaci
searchor all relevant information in making decisions or judgments. Instead, most
people truncate the search or retrieval process as soon as enough relevant information is
available to render a judgment, ba(Shemg dec
and Edwards 2005, 796)

Bar k er @805)aleadidescribedalso has implication®f values and
framing effects.The experiment he conducted was meant to determine guetance of
value frames in a presidential nominating campaign where traditional partisan signals
were not available. He examined the impact on voters considering John McCain versus
George W. Bush in the 2000 Republican nomination battle. Both candigbgtesled to
Republicans on face value. He notes that Republicans tend to have greater individualistic
values than do Democrats who tend to be more egalitarian. He was able to determine that

the value language used by McCain was more individualisticthamused by Bush.
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The result of the election favoring Bush, however, is the result of only highly educated
voters having the cognitive sophistication to make the connection between the message
and the value cue. A more sophisticated electorate may&éevgnized McCain as more
appealing to Republican values.

Shenand Edward$2005)examined how the use of value frames impacted a
persond6s Vviews o0n tamdedwarsssypoinesinel thavgetsdna r e .
who hold strong individualistic values would be anglfare, whereas those who hold
strong humanitarian values would bejvelfare. Shemnd Edwardsneasured core
values within each individual, exposed them to media relative to welfare reform, and
dete mi ned that there was strong support for
explained by the social cognitive theory of accessibility, which can be viewed as the
activation potential of constructsévalues
which may vary their impact on judgment. Generally speaking, values that are important
and frequently used are chronically accessible. Chronic accessibility, in turn, means a
heightened level of activation potential and, when primed by stimuli, tendisyto p
pervasive and powerful roles in shaping the interpretation of relevant information and
subsequent803udgment o

It is clear that valuesiaynot only play an important role in the consideration of
framing effects, buthatthey may play a primary role. Framing effects result from
messages being interpreted from often used cognitive constructs. Values, in terms of

rules and judgments, are some of the most often accessed cognitive constructs. Framing
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effects are clearly influenced by core valu8s.howis value framing important to
environmental conflict ieolution?
How has framing been usedithin environmental conflict resolution?
AEnvironment al conflicts amgteactual or
environment, natural resources, public lands, or all three. They usually involve multiple
parties who are engaged in a decisionmaking process and disagree about issues traceable
to an action or policy t hdBmerbon &talp20@3eint i al
Numerous methods have been used to categorize the disputes, but one common method is
to consider them as upstream, midam, or downstreamUpstream refers to policy level
disputes, midstream refeto issues involving permitting and project approval, and
downstream refers to regulatory compliance and enforceniéete is a potential to
examine framing effects all of these classificatior(&merson, et al. 2003)
A relatively modest body of literature exists that fe=ien framing as a method
of environmental conflictesolution but it suggests that there is not only potential for
further research, but that it can be a successful mathbé resolution of confliatself.
Wondolleck Gray and Bryarf2003) in AiUs versus them: How identities and
characterizations influencewflict,0 considerthe role identity frames play in conflict.
AHow i ndividual s v sisaentral toenasscenflietss feom theldcalot h e r
to the international, identities and characterizations are expressed in the language parties
use to describe themselves and others. They play a pivotal role in the emergence,
evolution, and intractabilityar e s ol vabi | (207 It is €éasydoounderstand t o

how identity labels given to self or others can influence conflict. Wondoleaky and
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Bryand et er mi ned t hat Adi s pliytoegesolvabilitygdvidemeeae f r or
dramatic shift in identity and characterization frab@97). Thisbeing the case,
environmental conflict resolutigpractitioners may benefit from trying to influence or
alter such frames. It shoutdsobe noted that persons who hold particular values may
also hold similar identity frames.
Values and identities are ovarching frames that play a role in conflicttafing
effects can also be applied to more discreet topics such as risk perception (2B[0i8jt
in AiRisk perception frames in environmental decisiakimgp researches these
phenomena in several environmentaeatudiese | | i ot t cl ai ms that ap
frame risk in terms of expected values, whereas lay publics focus more on variability and

extreme outcomeséprofessionals employ meth

publics relyéon kEeaépronfeasdoenpserienas on
whereas | ay publics focus on social system
|l ay publics often employ absol 5 Inoeeal e s,

case study that was analyzed, residents fAd

emi ssi dinsmduathrdy hel d t hat?218) e differeackinwa s ac c
frame perception heiis that the residents saw dirty air as a loss, in that it was not clean

air. However, stakeholder groups began to change their focus from a desire for perfectly
clean air, to a desire to simply improve t
indudry pollution was reframed to a focus on pollution prevention, thereby shifting from

a |l oss frame(i8p a gain frameo
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An example of framing research done on an even moreedistopic was
performed ly Petersorf2003)in his work titlediiSocial control frames: Opportunities or
constraint® Peterson considedh ow peopl eds views on governt
impacedthe dynamics of conflict in which theyereinvolved. Sle discussafour
frames: hierarchist, egalitarian, individualist, and fatalist. Hierarchists respect authority,
support environmental regulation and argue for control by technical expejadtarians
see nature as fragile, push to equancioeconomic classemsd prefer that groups or
communities exert control. Individualists push for weak environmental restraints, see
nature as benign and push for no control outside of individual choice. Fatalists believe
they cannot control anythingnd tend to play an insignificarole in determining
control. Peterson determined that a perso
conflict management option will be most su
value social control framese likely to support conflict management options that
encourage coll aboration and faci(23¥)t ate bro
Whatwork has been done relative to values and environmental gonfesolutior??

Framing effects can be applied to environmental conflict resoluti@number
of ways. These can be overarching issues, dissubgieties or practical matters. In any
case, research has indicated that distinct patterns eneaijee to certai frames and
conflict outcomes.Evidence presented thus far in this papegssts that (1iraming is a
legitimate method of understanding how people arrive at opinions, attitudes and stances,
and is more than simple persuasion, (2} freaming effects are most likely to result from

cues delivered to cognitive constrsithat are frequently assess@] thatvalues are
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some of the more primary constructs, andifd}framing hageen successful in the field
environmental conflict resation.

It stands to reason that conflict resolution through value frames may make a
significant contribution t@nvironmental conflict resolutionHowever, it is first
necessary to evaluabew values have been used in environmental conflict resolution
without framing terminology What work has been done on values andrenmental
conflict resolutionparticularly in the field oenvironmental ethics

Pastin(1986) in The Hard Problems of Managemetdites thagxtracting,
knowing, categorizing, revealing or Afr ami
opposed to simply focusing on their interests) in conflicts will be helpful eséming
and understandinigkely actions,stances, views, and strategiésirther, Caton Campbell
(1998) in his dissertation titledExploringthe characteristics of intractable
environmental dsputes) identified eleven characteristics of intractability which he used
to surveyl90 membersfadhe Environmental and Public Policy Sector of 8uxiety of
Professionals in Dispute Resolutionlediscovered thai mor al di f ferences |
parties was the characteristic that mediators judged to be most impotia@aicontext of
t he di(Abptradt)e s 0

Little work has been accomplished in the useatiie framing as a method of
environmental conflict resolutionOne way to explore this is to examine how the field of
environmental ethickas been applied environmental conflict resolutionEthical

theories are closely tied to morals and values. The field of environmental ethics has
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reached the deepest in trying to understand how values infleascenmental conflict
but eventhis body of literature isveak.

One of the few workdjResolving environmental disputes: Litigation, mediation,
and the courting of ethicabmmunitydo by Peter Kahr§1993) suggests thahe ug of
environmental values ienvironmental conflict resolutios worthy of further
investigation. Kaha work is largely devoted to explaining the positive and negative
benefits of both mediation and litigation, and suggests that both have shortcomings.
After an analysis of the state of both, he goes on to explain how ethics can compensate
for the shortcommgs of either technique. Very little emphasis is placed on ideas from
environmental ethics literature except for mention of homocentric and biocentric ethics in
the formulation of examples to illustrate his larger points. The work is predominantly
from the view of moral psychology.

The next work builds on Kahndéos desire t
conflict resolution by suggesting that education in ethics is a solutigil. ebching
environmental ethics as a method of conflieimagemeritby Varner, Gilbertz and
Petersor{1996) a positive outlook for the wsof environmental ethics in environmental
conflict resolution is offered This study examined the effects of teaching environmental
ethics to a grop of individuals engaged in nanining environmental disputes.

Participants were interviewed before and after the teaching sessions to determine how
their attitudes changed toward themselves and the others in the disputes. The results
indicated that theew education helped participants to more precisely classify their own

views. Further, some evidence of reframing (although the terminology was not used) of
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individual views occurred. bkt importantly, conflict reolution seemed to be assisted
sincedisputants stopped referring to each othefiasl,0 and simply began to view each

ot her fias thoughtful individuals with posi
continuing27)o di sagreeo

The work of Varner, Gilbertz and Petersamd d support to Barkerod
earlier that concludes that those individuals itkater cognitive sophistication and
higher levels of education are more likely to respond to value frames.

The next work goes well beyortide works of KahpandVarner, Gilbertz and
Petersonpand is likely the premiexork on the use of valuas environmental conflict
resolution. Carolyn Merchan{1990)authored a paper titlg@gEnvironmental ethics and
political conflict: A view from Californiad Merchant did an excellent jaif providing a
taxonomic evaluation of three majcategories of ethical theoryegocentric,
homocentric and ecocentric. Egocentric ethics was described largely as the ethic
nomally attributed to industry. Such an ethical view is individualistic and requires
business to maximize profit. Secondly, the homocentric ethic was attributed to situations
where government intervention played a role. Homocentric ethics such agartilitar
ethics focus on the good of the many or societyrgela_astly, Merchant describetie
ecocentic ethic under which she claimedtivists most often functionThe ecocentric
ethic has been extended fratnictly anthropocentric, humasentered etlais to an ethic
that finds plants, animals and ecosystems as worthy of consideration (as an aside, this is
anexample of frame extension in philosophy). Although fram@mgiinology is not used

by Merchantthis is clearly an instance that could have dalipon framing theory.
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Further, it demonstrates that framing,ues andenvironmental conflict resolutiotan
intersect neatly.
What work has been done in value framing and environmental conflesalutior?

Thus far the following bodies of literaturave been considere(®) the roots of
frame theory as predominately applied to social psychology and media studies, (2) the
research that has incorporated framing effects and values (value frames), (3) the research
that has incorporated framing effects amyironmental conflict resolutiomnd (4)
studies that have applied values (particularly environmental values as informed through
environmental ethics) tenvironmental conflict resolutionA progressive flow of
literature should then provide examples of research that incorporate framing, values and
environmental conflict resolutigryet sich a body of literature has yet to develop.
Where should frameheay research go from are?

Researchrs have identified a number of areas where further research can
strengthen théeld of frame theory:(1) The field is not well defined. Druckm&B001)
st at es s headed isiawhifgirtg theory isameworkto organize the wide variety
of framing effect results. This is particularly important because of the fragmented nature
of the |literatureémuch research proceeds w
related work. The result is a series of tartigdly connected findings about how and
when different types of framing effects work. The problem with this approach is that it
leaves unclear which limits apply when and just how robust different limits are under
varyi ng ¢246) dewulf eoah(8009)note that glethora of dénitions for

these concepts hageneratedonsiderable conceptualo nf usi onéamong rese
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who are defining, using and operatidrslgt hes e conceptséthis crit
because the extant research on frames and frampngsents a smorgasbord of
approaches that differ conceptually, ontologicaltyl methodologically from each other.
Until appropriate distinctionare made mong them, the confusion illuminated by these
critiques willp e r 156t 0

(2) The literature is not connected. Even literature that employs framing
terminology suffers frm clear definitional conceptand there are many examples of
|l iterature that have been published withou
andStephen Duffi(2004)published a work titledi Th e envi iewsofddmt al v
Locke and theMa o r i Peopl e tbdtseMNes aanother glariagrexiample.

The following is an excergt r o m Du f f iThefiraditionad \Wdstern
viewpoint has been labeled as a form of shallow environmentalism, allowing few rights
for anything other than moan life. In contrast, indigenous peoples are seen as
representing all things. Thus the claim i
deeper than those of Western views. John Locke is often placed at the center of this
tradition that is associatewith indifference to the environment. Yet, a comparison of the
fundamental beliefs that drive the environmental ethics of the Maori people with those of
John Locke reveals surprising similarities. It may well be the case that any adoption by
theWestdb anot her cul t uordi#iéulsgivenithatiheravareusb mhanyp e t o
foundational beliefs that are alien to the West, but which are required nevertheless to
drive such an ethic. Howevdf we can find similarities between various views, such as

those of the Maori and Locke, we may have a
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beliefs and hence less reluctance to adopt them if they will benefit the environment. Our
efforts could then perhaps be directed toward putting environmental ethics irttogprac
rather than fighting over which doctrine is the correctdB81).
Duffin uses the term Aviewso to describ
misses the opportunity to contribute to framing &tere, and he failed to benefit from
previous work in the field.
(3) There is a need to fill the void that exists in the literature relative to the
potential intersection of framing, values and environmental conflict resolutiois.
paperis intended taontribute to this categoryi We need a t heoreti cal
research program that seeks to articulate not only differences but commonalities in
individual s6 environmental views and value
respectcanemeg e, sensi (Kaham1993i 2438 wi deno
What method of framing is best suited for this research?
The above review of framing demonstrates the complexity of the sulb)ewtulf
et al.(2009) in a grand attempt to more clearly define frame analjaigeprovided an
excellent map of frame theory fiDisentangling approaches to framing in conffiot
negdiation researchA metaparadigmatic perspegt. dhey attempt to bring order to
framing for both researchers and conflict mediatdisis research project will rely
heavily on the work oDewulf et al.
Dewulf et al.(2009)differentiate betweeficognitiveframe® andfinteractionab
framing fiCognitive framesare those based on knowledge structures, while

interactional frames are based on the method used to determine meaning in interactions.
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AWe differenti at e rantetastienal paradigncirofrgmingteseareh; a n d
that is, we distinguish betweérf r ames as knowl edge structure
representations) and ones that center on how parties negotiate meaning in interactions
(framing as interactional econstructims)o (156).
ACognitive frames are memory structures
incoming perceptual information by fitting it into pe&isting categories about reality.
Situations are framed byatching perceptual inputs with an available repertoire of
frames. From this perspective, frames are considered relatively static entities that extend
indefini t®dhy in timeo
In contrast, interaction&l r a mi megotiated andi produced in the ongoing
interaction through meteommunication that indicates how the situation should be
under ¢1600 & d 6 t h leerinteradiignatdnstructionist stanaen framing
assumes that conflict is neither a state of the world nor a state of mind, but a phenomenon
that resides in the so¢lblal i nteraction amo
AThe difference b estcandeunderstbod intenms of thgrp r o a ¢
root metaphors. Cognitive frame theory portrays people as information processors or lay
scientists who use frames as heuristic devices in the gathering and processing of
information. Interactional framing theory pi@ys people as conversationalists o lay
rhetoricians who interact in varying and recurring constellations whit®nsetructing
t he meaning @&) their worl dsbo
Al n t h e appoagm mdaningiscloat ed fAbet wieach t he ear s

individual and ultimately depends on their private understandings and interpretations of
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information communicated and processed. In contrast, in interactionahdrémaory,
meaning i s | ocat eofpeopelmedtultineateln depehds onrtheils e s 0
reactions to or supplement gi631640s t o each o
Dewulf et al.go on to further divide their approach to distingsweerthe
types of thing thatfiget framed They state that three categories of things are the
subject of framing(1) issues(2) identities and relationships; a(®) interaction process
(165)
filssue framesefer to the meanings attached to agenda items, events or problems
in the relevant domain or contextdentity and relationship frameefer to the meanings
about oneself and oneds Pmwdessframessfertothg s wi t h
interpet ati ons that disputant s(l68ssign to their
Crossing the two categories, tfieature of framesa nd what fogets fr ar
allowedDewulf et al. to develop six categories of framescdgnitive issue frameg)
cognitive identity and relationship frame3 cognitive process framg4) interactional
issue framing5) interactional identity and relationship framing) andprocess framing
(166). Note that the use of thermfiframe® andfiframing differentiate between static
and dynamic states.
AThe different approaches should not be
use one you cannot use another), but instead as different feasbghlight diverse
aspects of tllé6)same situationo

Definitions, from Dewulf et al(167-175), for each frame type are provided here:
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Cognitivelssue FFames Cognitive representations of the substantive issues in a
conflict or negotiation.This view of frames considers them to be relatively static
structures or categories that reside in

Cognitive Identity and Relationshigrames Cognitive representations of issues
held about self, others and relationships.

Cognitive Process FramesCognitive representations of interaction processes.
provides individuals with a behavioral script.

Interactional Issue Framing Focuse®nhow parties negotiate the meanings of
issues in social interaction. Issues are not objective, but are discussion topics.

Interactional Identity and Relationship Framing Addresses how parties work
out definitions of their identities and relationssiby negotiating them in social
interaction.

Interactional Process Framing Constructs the meaning of the ongoing
communication process. Itinvolves cueing and reacting to each sthidvatt takes
more than one person to alter process framiligs type of framing enters on
communication.

It should be noted that Dewulf et al
subjects in a dispute or mediation. This research will also count such relations to be
between humans and nature.[ He divisionsamong humans botlfact and mirror
divisions between the social and natural worlds. Reducing the experiences of human

exceptionalism must entail reducing not only the exceptional experiences of humans as a
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species among other species but also the excepexperiences of privileged humans
among ot h ¢A Petersom2006s 39.3)

To add context, we can return to the five traditional methods ofvirgol
indigenousmining conflict:resource curse theory, Westerad) marginalization,
stereotyping and power asymmetry. Each of these traditional methnd® related to
the Dewulfet al. framing scheme.

The notion offresource curgeresults from plans which have gone awry. Mining
companies often believe thaetwealth they will share with indigenous groups will lead
to an improved way of life for the indigenous communities. In their thinking, there is a
script which will play out for the benefit of all: a mine will open, it will produce profits, it
will produce jobs for the community, the profits will be shared, the community and the
mining company will be bettesff. Of course this script does not always materialize as
planned. This is acognitive process frame.

The notion thafistereotyping counters dbrts to resolve indigenotmsining
conflictalsocoul d be evaluated using frames. nCo
form of stereotypes or what negotiation researchers call characterization frames.
Characterization frames are positive, negative otrakdepictions of other disputants
and their attitudes. Disputants rely on characterization frames as shorthand ways of
describing people and making judgments about them. Thus, characterization frames also
contain explicit or implied expectationsabbub w ot her s ¢Dewuli etédl. be hav e
2009,168) Hold ng t hat i ndi lperkoveorththey arphardoser e f

environmentalists, for example, would be considered characterization frames. These
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framesfall squarely in the Dewulét al. schema agnitive identity and relationship
frames

fWestern biadandfimarginalizatio® could be described as the result of a
cognitive process frameThese frames provide people with behavioral scripts depending
onthe perceived reality of specific circumstances. For instance, a mining company likely
has a preconceived notion as to how a negotiation process should look and feel. After
all, they have likely negotiated with Western communities, unemg environrantal
groups. These scripts, unaltered, will lead to significant problems when dealing with
indigenous groups that do not follow the script. Indigenous people, for instance, may be
linked to ephemeral factors which only allow negotiations during a pkatiseason of
the year.

fiPowerrelation® also may be placed in the Dewetfal. matrix il ndi vi dual s
al so generate frames about their relations
power frames, they convey structures of expectations about statusxample, whether
they are sperior to or inferior to others. Power frames differ in terms of the source of
the status differences, for example, perceived power stems from expertise, resources,
member ship in coal it i beaw plianceoon polver fragmes sy mp at
contributes to the intractability of conflic{169). Power frames are an example of
cognitive identity and relationship frames

The traditional methods, represented as cognitamdss, help paint a picture of a
problem. The use of interactional frames could represent a soldtiwough dialogue, a

strategy for reframing inaccurate and hurtful notiondabe developedInteractional

150



identity and relationship framingpuld beused to help miners understand that the
stereotypes they have acquired about indigenous groups are misinformed.
A Me d i arelyoon reféaming as a technique fording common ground among
disputants by removing toxic language attgring the way that meages are conveyed
and social accounts of tleenflict are construct@d156).

Dewulfetal.askfiex pl oring how di sputants with
can interactively cawonstruct sufficient ovéap in their sense making to reach agreement
about their dispute. Some researchers have argued that shared meaning is not essential
for taking coordinated actionébut that equ
argued that reframing of issuescentral to finding common ground in
negotiationséfurther research could contri
interactional aspects oequirements of this proces&l83). Will this research suppt

the notions of Dewulf et al.?
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5. Frame Analysis

Whatvalue systems played a role in the conflict?
Frameanay si s was empl oy dlets tt 0o fvalegeewhich f y Aben
played a role in the Picuri®glebay conflict. The identified values are not
comprehensive, buaitherserve as a beginning in the understandin@dfat is really
happeningin this indigenousnining conflict. i Beyond t he values we Kk
further, frames might also be understood to encompasdefault, or deep background,
values that we do not acknowledge, as well asistdfest, class interest, and a host of
ot her factors, most of which shdMe our act
Peterson 2006,83).
Do the good and the right play a role in the conflict?
An examination of the good and the right, with the PieQrigebay conflict in
mind, raises a number of questions. Have the Picuris and the miners behaved out of a
sense of good sense ofight, or a combination of both?
It is fair to suggest that utilitarian thought greatly influences the mbem@use
theyfeel their products benefit the greater good. Consider tleiolg statement from
Oglebay Norton representatsre

So, | think thebroader interest of society in having access to ample resources is
going to have to be balanced against that. | don't think every fringe organization

152



can come along and declare something spiritual, put a flag in the geouhd,is

of f | i mist ¢ h e sicl&adytghirag iodhade to be balanced because in
the end, everybody, regardless of what your economic interests are or what yo
religi ous i regoingtekavesdo cahabitate oy decragasing land

(Miner1 2008)

But, the basic problem was,wehacht ent r i g h tssanassetofthei s mi n
company. We paid 30 million dollars for it that we owed to Franklin and we had

to utilize these resources to make them profitable and manage our assets to benefit

our shareholder@inerl 2008)

Should one vice be heard more than others; no, | don't think they sk{Miteer2
2008)

One miner mentioned rights when he was asked about appropriate methods of
resolving conflict:
You try to identify whtaitoresacdar @.artydesn.r
evaluation as to who has superior rights or who has superior obligations, and
potentially you would end up with a balancing there, to see how you can
maximize oroptimizee ach partyoés part i(MiocetLabbyistr i ght s
2008)
But these remarks and their reference to a balancing (or calculus) seem nearer to
utilitarian thought than ta call for the acknowledgemeutt particular human rights, no
matter what the consequence.
Theminers a@e not alone in theimtuitive call to utilitarian principles in justifying
industrial endeavorA quick scan of the websites of corporate America yield similar
calls:
MeadWestvaco Sustainability Pag@urs is a focused, ongoing commitment to
make resposible business decisions that benefit our peapiesociety and our
environmen{MeadWestvaco 2009)
Monsanto Products Pagén addition, our biotechnology products have provided

specific benefits to farmerd)e environment and societylatge(Monsanto
2009)
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AMany Amer i can dilsth awn g wuigitayan indvidualém as
resource forexpressirgn d t hi nki ng (A Petetson 2006,884) | i ves o
Now consider what the Picuris have to séere, in commonplace language, is
witnessed the conflict, whether conscious or not, between the right and the good.

The Picuris made several statements relative to rights, oe &btfse of their
perceived rights:

| think a lot of rights come because of history. Natives are the first ones here, we

did stomp on these grounds way before they came across the ocean and start
claiming land as their@icuris2 2008)

There were times when people went in there to gather clay, and they weren't
allowed up in the area. They had it gated off, and there was the big mining trucks.
People were up there, and we couldn't géPinuris22008)

First of all they think they can stomp all over us in this day and age. Even going
back to history, they put us in these reservations and they kind of enclosed us,
we're not free anymore. The other thing is, like | said, they keep us outef ther
They force us. Since the 1872 Mining Law Act where the first settlers, they

found the mine and they went ahead to do it. They don't understand the aspects of
nature, and what we have. What the natives have {Rengris22008)

Or consider this exchange, where deontological rules (no exceptions) come into
pl ay. The puebl o member was asked: Als th
done this so that you both coul dsjuseot t he |
acceptabl e?0 He replied:

Yeah, it's not acceptabldust stop what they're doigicuris2 2008)

And there is mention of the Aright, o as

No. It's just good that we got that mine back. It shows a lo¢@ble that we're

small, but we're fighting for what we think is right. If we can do it, anybody else
can. It just takes a lot of wofRicuris2 2008)
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It is clear the Picuris have a strong alignment with deontological tignkinile
the miners have a strong alignmenthwitilitarian thinking. Thereauld of course be
exceptioms where the reverse is true, g exceptions are likely more in favafrthe
miners using deontolodgian the Picuris using utility. For instancensider this excerpt
fromOgl ebay Nortonds Environment al theda | t h an
utility are evident:
The consequences of failure to adhere t
the Company and the individuals involved,aswe t he Companyds wao
and the communitgin which we operate and liy®glebay 2007)
In general terms, the Picuris give primacy to deontology, and the miners give
primacy to utilitarianism, when framing their wondew.
It is not uncommon for business to be associated with utilitarian thinking.
Premeaux2004)conducted a study to determine what ethical theories managers used in
their decisioamaking. He described hisstudyi The maj or phi l osophi ca
utilized are basically three kinds of moral theories. Utilitarian theories propose that
individuals should evaluate behavior in terms of its social consequences. Theories of
rights emphasize the entitlementsrafividuals. Finally, theories of justice focus on the
di stributional ef f(2&Q tThe owefwheiming magomtysof or pol i ¢
business manageirs the studyused utilitarian principlesThere were only scant
examples of managers using the other options.
Likewise, it is not uncommon for indigenous groups to be assdaoadtk
deontological thinkingAzenobar2008)consideredhe use of a Golden Rule principle

within an African indigenous group.[ T] he Gol den Rul e principl ¢

155



with | mmanuel

Kant 6s Uni ver s alGrauradWork i

ty

for the Metaphysics of MoratndLectures on Ethigsvhere he proposes a new approach

to ethics and morality, by attempting to establish the supreme principle of foundation of

moralityo (236).

Utilitarianism and deontology are walefined moral philosophies. Wéther
mindful or not of the formal theoriepgopleintuitively apply these principles of good

and right under a number of circumstances. These are notions which reside in their

minds, whichare calleeu p o n

wants and desired. t hel

They are, aBewulf et al would labelthem cogniive issue framesepresentations of the

substantive issues in a conflict or negotiatidimese franes are presented in Table 1.

wh en n e ehgiresduatibroandfaftutate theiro

ps them unde rThey aresthticihatidna. t

Table 1: CONFLICTING VALUES; THE GOOD AND THE RIGHT

Cognitive Issue Frames

The Picuris

Oglebay-Norton

Deontology (The Right)

Utilitarianism (The Good)

Do anthropocentrism anshonanthropocentrism play a role in the conflict?

In general, it seems the Picuris align with a nonanthropocentric frame and the

miners align with an anthropocentric fram@onsider the following quotes:

But we have a more dualistic view of thing3ur sprituality is somewhere else

and the land is here to be exploited or extra@téiderl 2008)
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Why destroy the natural resource$fat is going against our belief with Mother
Earth and the Great SpWerbelieveéildirock afres. wh a't
We worship the starsWe worship the clayWe worship all that is around us

(Picuris3 2008)

It's about providing back to nature, respecting everythiaerything the Indias
believe in wador a purpose not for selfimprovement, but for a community, is
number one; two, to respect Mother Earth; and three, to syRicerisl 2008)

Dewulf et al. would consider a static, cognitive notion about a relationship
(in this case a relationship to nature) to lm®gnitive identify and relationship
frame The Picuris give crezhce to the notion that not all the world is human
centered, wheredsiman interests take profound primacy in the view of Oglebay.
These static thoughts are a lens through which all else is viewed, and they play a
importantrole in thedifferences which generatenflict. Theseframes are

presented in Table 2.

Table 2: CONFLICTING VALUES; HUMAN CENTERED THOUGHT
Cognitive Identify and Relationship Frame
Picuris Oglebay-Norton
Nonanthropocentric Anthropocentric

Do instrumental and intrinsic valuing play a role in the conflict?

Thevaluing schemes terméthstrumentad andfintrinsico match the valuing
systems of Oglebalorton and the Picuris, respectivelyhe miners clearly view
resources, and therefore natdrem an instrumental standpoint

You had the situation in the westddnited States where companies in the
mineral industry base their livelihood, their shareholgiersestment, their
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investments, on a mineral titldnd you have to preserve and protect that title
(Miner2 2008)

The Picuris clearly attach more value to a resource, anddmasgure, than would
be expected from someoné&avvalued nature instrumentally:

| & jdst a respect for Mother EarthiVe cut a tree for traditional purposes, we ask

Mother Earth for forgivenesfor this tree that you have plantédl.e ré going to

take it and use it for whatever purpose it is fdfe feed it and give it cornmeal
and stuff. We give Mother Earth cornmeal in asking for tfiscuris3 2008)

Theindigenous fA[r]eabtugl i sebapedcbhym the |
what has been received from nature. The world operates on a constant flowaridjive
take relationships Hunting rituals are performed before, during, and after traditional
Natve hunting to acknowledge the transfor mat
that of the human. The Native hunter and community know well that this is a gift from
Natureandtae game spirits widtsometimeiptheafdutlepe O6pai d

humans in the universal cycle of death, birth, and reb{Bkloria 2004, 55)

Dewulf et al. would categorize instrumental and instrinsic valuing processes as a
way of viewing otherspr ascognitiveidentityandrelationshipframes These frames are

presented in Table 3.

Table 3: CONFLICTING VALUES; VALUING
Cognitive and Identityand RelationshipFrames
Picuris Oglebay-Norton
Intrinsic Instrumental
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