



































population explosion occurs when the methods
of regulation break down or as in the case of
human population are suspended through tech-
nology and social artifice. Then a decline or
crash occurs when the population exceeds its
resources or stress sets in. Although an artifi-
cially high human population (or the popula-
tions of other species, if humans so chose) can
be supported by technology and redistribution
of resources, the inevitable while postponed is
nonetheless inevitable. Even the postponement
of the inevitable by technology comes with the
caveat that the more people the world carries the
more care must be taken about what is done with
technology and its by-products (see Flannery
and Conlon 1989). Furthermore, it is interest-
ing to note that while technology and redistribu-
tion may keep the wolf from the door (at least
for the affluent who can afford doors), social
and environmental stress will most likely set in
first and there is little or nothing that technology
can do about that.

To return to Tao for a moment, although Tao
is silent on the issue of population, it is not use-
less in addressing the population problem. The
idea of harmony with nature in Tao implies that
a human population level incompatible with or
overly stressful on the capacity of nature to
provide is contrary to the import of Tao. Recall
the metaphor of the chef cutting with the grain
of the meat and along the bone rather than across
it. The chef is in harmony with her/his resour-
ces. While overpopulation was not an issue for
Tao, disharmony was. Overpopulation is an ex-
ample of disharmony par excellence. It cuts
across the bones of ecological sustainability.

The richness of the relationships between
Tao and Deep Ecology is not exhausted by these
areas of collaboration, but they do give the
flavour of the relationships among Tao, deep en-
vironmental ethics and ecological sustainability.
They go some way towards answering the initial
questions of “What are the relationships among
ecological sustainability, deep environmental
ethics and Tao?’ and ‘What can Tao offer
Western approaches to ecological sus-
tainability?’
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Appendix 1. Deep Ecology contrasted with the dominant paradigm and with Taoism

Dominant
(Western) paradigm

Domination over
Nature

Nature a Resource
Intrinsic Value
confined to humans

Human supremacy

Ample Resources/
Substitutes

Material Economic

a predominant goal

Consumerism

Competitive
lifestyle

Centred/National
focus

Power structure
Hierarchical

High Technology

Deep Ecology (DE)

Harmony
Nature

Natural Environment
Valued for Itself

Biocentric
Egalitarianism

Earth Supplies
Limited

Non-material Goods,
especially Self-
Realization

Doing with Enough/
Recycling

Cooperative
lifeway

Bioregional/
Neighbourhood focus

Non-hierarchical/
Grassroots
Democracy

Appropriate
Technoloogy

Taoism

Elaboration
of DE

Much as for DE;
‘humanism’
rejected

Differs from
DE;
wide impartiality

Supplies ample

Following Growth
Tao-Te

Doing with
Enough (recycling
inappropriate)

Much as DE;
Voluntary
Simplicity

/

Hierarchy
without Power
Structure

Limited
Technology




