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Abstract  

People cut trees despite the global campaign for ecological duty and wellness. This paper intends to draw out the 

criticisms of philosophy professors on this prevailing socio-ecological phenomenon. Through a qualitative 

method of research via focus group discussion, the philosophy professors articulated that the current socio-

ecological dilemma is attributed to conflict of interests, issues on central importance, and intrusion of 

opportunities. Conflicting interests are manifested in the tensions between binary realities such as survival 

versus ecological responsibility; environmental justice versus economic life; ideal versus pragmatic principles; 

and stewardship versus dominion over natural resources. Issues on central importance were explored in 

anthropocentrism, ecocentrism, and biocentrism. Intrusion of opportunities enticed by the flourishing of 

industrialization and commercialization override the peoples‟ traditional treatment of natural resources. These 

were the critiques‟ grounds in respecting rather than condemning the peoples‟ options and actions. Furthermore, 

they asserted that changing the mindset of the people should not be regarded as purely philosophical but rather a 

multi and interdisciplinary responsibility – implying their adherence to postmodernism whereby philosophy is 

just one among the many contributors of knowledge. 
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INTRODUCTION 

Logging operations continued to proliferate despite 

the global campaign against deforestation and the 

unceasing cry for forest conservation (Hansen & 

Treue, 2008; Innes, 2010; Liu, Li, Ouyang, Tam, & 

Chen, 2008; Villanueva, Dolom, Bugayong, & 

Punzalan, 2005; Wannitikul, 2005). Consequently, 

several researchers continued to exposed the various 

adverse effects of this phenomenal problem such as 

decline of non-timber forest product (Menton, 2003); 

destruction of Mangrove (Din, Saenger, Jules, 

Siegried, & Basco, 2008); biodiversity loss (Ahrends, 

Burgess, Milledge, Bulling, Fisher, Smart, & Lewis, 

2010); combined climate and carbon-cycle effects 

(Bala, Caldeira, Wickett, Phillips, Lobell, Delire, & 

Mirin, 2007) and collateral damage to surrounding 

forests (Foley, Asner, Costa, Coe, DeFries, Gibbs, & 

Snyder, 2007).  

 

Few studies however, revealed that logging activities 

did not actually annihilate the life in the forest like 

those of the butterflies (Willott, Lim, Compton, & 

Sutton, 2000), ants, birds or Lepidoptera (Dunn, 

2004). But, despite such attempts to justify the 

activities of low intensity logging, their evil effects 

were universally recognized. In Davao oriental, 

Philippines, the log owners have recognized the 

endeavors of the churches, government agencies and 

non-government organizations in educating the people 

about global warming and climate change. However, 

the same log owners continued to sell their logs even 

right after the super typhoon Pablo (Bopha) have 

totally devastated their places. They preferred for easy 

and sure money over their ecological duties and 

responsibilities. 

 

Multidisciplinary academicians offered possible 

remedies to the dilemma on forest conservation and 

economic survival. Ecologists suggested for some 

possible scientific interventions that promote 

ecological wellness (du Toit, Walker, & Campbell, 

2004). Economists developed forest conservation 

strategy funds (Reid & Fund, 2010). Sociologists 

worked on peoples‟ awareness of climate change 

(Dunlap, R. E. 2010). Psychologists promoted 

desirable behaviors necessary for sustainable 

development (Schmuck, & Schultz, 2002). Biologists 

coordinated with local people for biological 

conservation (Sheil & Lawrence, 2004).  

 

Indeed, the literature on ecological issues seemed to 

be saturated. But, the philosophical criticisms about 

them remained scarce if not totally absent especially 

in the local setting. Thus, I believe that the philosophy 

professors as academicians can enlighten some 

queries pertaining to this ecological dilemma. In fact, 
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for Norton (2003) and Okereke & Dooley (2010), 

environmental ethicists and other philosophers can 

provide public discourses and critical analyses of 

conditions involving ecological justice and property 

rights. I am confident that this paper bears significant 

contributions to the existing body of literature 

considering the scarcity of philosophical discourses 

and criticisms on ecological matters. I do not intend to 

further saturate the discussions on the effects of 

logging activities. Instead, I aim to provide critical 

analyses on peoples‟ preference for easy money over 

their ecological responsibilities. I hope that through 

this paper I can inspire the readers to take their own 

stands and execute their own well-discerned 

contributions especially to the sustainable 

development of our natural resources, making this 

study a socially, ecologically, morally and 

academically. 

 

I anchored this study on the converging perspectives 

that changes in the natural world and events in the 

human world were interlocking (Jamieson 2001).  The 

Buddhists thought that reality is interrelated and 

constantly changing.  One found sameness of reality 

pervading in all beings, both the natural and the 

human.  Moreover, the ancient Chinese world view 

was that human life is inextricably bound up with the 

rhythms, processes, and phenomena of the natural 

world.  That is why as long as everything is 

appreciated for what it does and what it shares to 

sustain the cycles of creation, the world will be in 

balance and life will continue (Barreiro, 1992).     

 

In this study, I intended to draw out the critical 

analyses of the philosophy professors on peoples‟ 

preference to engage in logging activities despite the 

ongoing education, programs and policies that 

promote ecological duties and wellness. Specifically, I 

aim to know the perspectives of the philosophy 

professors on this issue, However, it shall be 

acknowledged that this paper does not offer specific 

solutions to the issues undertaken but purely a 

presentation of philosophical discussions from the 

perspectives of different philosophy professors. If 

ever the readers would resolve to act responsibly in 

preserving and conserving our natural resources, such 

shall be considered part of their realization but never a 

solution offered by this paper. 

 

METHOD 
I utilized the descriptive qualitative research method 

via reflection mode technique. I found this method 

appropriate in describing the philosophical views and 

convictions of the study participants.  I believed that 

their thoughts or views on peoples‟ decisions and 

options to cut trees were influenced by their personal 

experiences, direct observations, theoretical studies, 

and critical discernment (Creswell, 1998).  I utilized 

the discourse method in presenting and discussing the 

findings of this study. I provided the study 

participants the chance to recall the philosophies they 

encountered as well as delineate and imagine specific 

events, situation and experiences that would help 

them expound their views and convictions about the 

condition they confront in this study.  This method of 

recalling, delineating and imagining was clearly 

asserted by Casey (2000) in doing qualitative studies.   

 

I conducted this study in universities in Davao City, 

Philippines offering philosophy courses. Davao City 

through its local governance was known for its 

environmental concern.  Indeed, it has been consistent 

with its no-smoking and waste disposal management 

policies.  I used purposive sampling which Tongco 

(2007) asserted as fundamental to qualitative research 

because the type of data collected and explored are 

non-quantifiable yet still considered scientific.  The 

informants were deliberately and intentionally 

searched on the bases of reliability and competence. I 

gathered the information from them through the focus 

group discussion and in-depth interview.  I assumed 

the role of a facilitators and at the same time as a 

participant in the discussion. I sustained an objective 

stance by way of documenting properly the 

expressions through the two types of documentation 

technologies namely, the paper and pen and the 

electronic tape recorders.   

 

In ensuring the trustworthiness of the study, I was 

guided by Kamenye (2008) concepts of credibility, 

transferability, dependability, and confirmability. I 

also followed protocols prescribed by Cresswell, 

(1998) in addressing the ethical issues of this study. I 

documented properly the sharing of my participants in 

order to ensure the veracity of their views. I also 

ensured the anonymity and secrecy of their identities 

in order to obtain their informed consent.  

 

I followed Colton and Covert (2007) in sorting and 

categorizing the information drawn from our 

participants. I coded the recurring themes, compared 

and contrasted responses, and linked up information 

to the unverified criteria.  I used emergent technique 

in interpreting the shared information.  In writing the 

entire discourse, I dwelt much on rhetorical and 

methodological approaches as advised by Creswell 

(1998). I also adhered to the experiential-theoretic 

transition model (Piantanida and Garman, 2009) by 

listening to the experiences or reflection of the 

participants who comprehended internalized, and 

interpreted their thoughts through supporting 

principles and theories.   

 

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION 

Perspectives of the Philosophy Professors 

The context of the first discussion with the philosophy 

professors was on the issue of why people preferred to 

cut trees for easy money over their ecological duty 

and wellness. The focus group discussion had paved 

the way for the emergence of themes that give 
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accounts of conflicting positions, a blend of categories 

or options, and suggestions for possible solutions to 

the pressing problems on environment.   

 

The first point raised was on the conflict between 

human rights for survival and social responsibility or 

environmental Care. A participant started the 

discussion by citing the tug of war between opposing 

values, the rights of the people for survival as against 

the rights of those who would be affected by the 

calamities. He pointed out the ill effects of logging 

and at the same time the absence of alternative 

livelihood in the part of the community. People were 

caught in conflict between two pressing options, his 

family and nature.  Thus, if in history people cut trees 

for survival, it is not unthinkable for people of today 

to opt to do the same. Yes, there is the call for social 

justice and environmental care that every citizen 

should heed, but should he not heed first to his child 

crying for food or his children needing education? 

This is accordance to Reyes, Asis, & Datu (2010); 

Schelzig (2005); and Tavanti, (2013) who claimed the 

consequence of our constant fight against poverty 

especially in less developed and developing countries.  

 

The second point raised was on the conflict between 

the ideal and the pragmatic. Man undoubtedly desires 

for stability and for empowerment for him to feed his 

family. So, he prefers for the practical over the ideal. 

Undeniably, surety is the driving force that motivates 

the current society. Easy money is what guarantees 

that children are fed, spouses are kept contented, and 

any other responsibilities are all attended to. Were 

individuals more concerned with the ideal, then the 

necessities that are needed for daily sustenance will 

go unattended, and an individual will fall even deeper 

into a mire of debt and despondency.  

 

The third point raised was on the conflict between 

dominion and stewardship. Ideally, society should 

preserve its resources just as they benefited from it 

practically, but in a world monopolized by the rich, 

this could not often be the case. The west suffers from 

the rut of ecological trouble (Sharma and Pandey, 

2014), with over foresting, deforestation (Van Der 

Werf, et.al 2009), and an alarming lack of fertile land 

(Blanco-Canqui, 2009). The philosophy professors 

believe that this is caused by the west‟s hyper-

industrialization which our country strongly tries to 

emulate. Humans are supposed to be stewards of 

nature. But this belief is often considered as an 

outdated remnant of a tribal animistic culture contrary 

to the western belief that man rules over all creation. 

In the crux of the Christian faith, God created man not 

to dominate creation, but to safeguard and to value it. 

But sadly, such idea was not entertained by powerful 

corporate companies that seek to make a profit out of 

the land.  

 

The fourth point raised was on the conflict between 

the importance of nature and the precedence of man. 

In this ongoing debate, several points of view arose, 

with participant two summing those up: 

“Anthropocentric, means all the other creations have 

value or important only because of our presence. 

Ecocentricism, denotes that ecology is central or is of 

the utmost importance. Biocentrism states that all life 

is sacred. With all of these differing points, one can 

consider the varying implications. If the world is only 

anthropocentrically oriented, then the world is 

meaningless without the humanity. If one adopts an 

ecocentric view, then man should vow down to 

nature. With regards to biocentrism and its belief in 

the sanctity of all life, there is a difficulty to uphold it 

in the face of powerful corporate entities that seek to 

make a profit from degrading what is sacred. And if 

one considers it from the point of view of a starving 

family, then one begins to no longer care about how 

he is attuned to nature but on how to survive against 

starvation. This does not mean that the three differing 

views are meritless, only that they fail to address the 

immediate needs of the less fortunate.  

 

The fifth point raised was on the intrusion of 

opportunities – the dark cloud of industrialization and 

commercialization. The present society is run by the 

cogwheels of industry considered as a herald of 

progress and development. Participant one had this to 

say about the growing rise of banana plantations: 

“The demand for bananas as an international 

commodity, have resulted in the eventual 

deforestation of once lush mountainsides. Participant 

four added: “Industrialization is very rapid, so, the 

supply for raw materials needs to be fast. The profits, 

likewise, are quick, and the means of living become 

easy. It is this promise of an easier life which 

convinces most individuals to allow the large 

companies to take over and bring down the forests. 

The lucrative temptation of money forces the tribes to 

let go of ancestral land in order for them to simply 

feed their hungry bellies. Along with the surge of 

industry comes the inevitable commercialization of all 

items. When every product becomes salable, then 

nothing is considered sacred any longer, and all things 

are viable for the highest bidder.  

 

The sixth point raised was on the socio-cultural angle 

– Filipino attitudes in the light of calamity, 

sustainability, and progress. The root cause of logging 

and the eventual deforestation of mountains could not 

all be blamed on the corporate industries that sought 

to make a profit. The people themselves contributed to 

the phenomenon. One participant described the 

Filipino culture: “It becomes common for the 

Filipinos to only care about what benefits them in the 

long run, setting aside whatever possible drawbacks 

that an instant means to progress and gratification 

may curtail in the end”. This is strongly reflected in 

the attitudes of most grant-farmers. They planted 
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coconut trees and got some forty or more pesos per 

tree, with the tress becoming their de facto property. 

But according to the long-time residents of the land, 

these grant-farmers just kept on receiving and 

receiving, but not all of them actually planted, or, if 

they did, the whole of the land was not used for 

planting.” 

 

The seventh point raised was on the socio-economic 

dilemma – a life for a life. The problem is a double-

edged sword that if solved only in one way (i. e. the 

total ban of tree cutting, alternative methods to tree 

cutting) will only result in greater troubles for the 

people. It is more than nature which is at stake when 

the livelihood of a person, and subsequently, the 

stability and future of a family is at stake. It is almost 

impossible to convince people to give up what they 

believe to be a highly profitable venture. If logging 

means steady income that feeds their families and 

provides them with the means to survive, then unless 

otherwise, more profitable alternatives are found, 

people will always opt for what fills their bellies. 

 

The last point raised was on the socio-political fault – 

why people live on the edge: the dilemma of choice 

versus survival. One of the most commonly blamed 

bodies for the usurpation of natural resources is the 

large corporations that usher modernization to 

backwoods areas. The people who are lured into 

believing in the promises of large companies are 

underhanded in their payments, or otherwise fooled 

into believing that they are on the receiving end of a 

good deal, when in fact they are not. Participant one 

said: “those who benefited directly from logging, 

usurpation of resources, corporate plantations, etc. are 

those people who are in a position of power - the big-

gun politicians, multi-millionaires, and even foreign 

investors.” But, we cannot fully deride them. It would 

seem that we are doomed with and without them. So, 

the only remaining solution is for the corporate bodies 

and the people at large to profit from tree cutting 

without abusing nature to the point of depletion.  

 

On Their Personal Stands as Philosophy 

Professors 

The context of the second part of the discussion was 

on the personal stands of the philosophy professors on 

cutting of trees for easy money over ecological duty 

and wellness. While it can be assumed that everyone 

would opt for the preservation of nature as of prime 

importance, even philosophers disagree.  

 

Some philosophy professors attested that the act is 

wholly condemnable and must not be perpetuated. 

They affirmed the view of Moolakkattu, (2010) that as 

philosophers they must take a moral high-ground and 

make a position that is right and acceptable. However, 

other philosophy professors argued that everything is 

a fair game, provided that one has reason enough for 

the actions. Even the philosophies of the past did not 

deal in absolutes. They considered the benefit of the 

masses, that the people should always come first. This 

sounds relative to the utilitarian principle of John 

Stuart Mill (Bentham, J. & Mill, J.S., 2004) which 

states that actions are right to the degree that they tend 

to promote the greatest good for the greatest number 

of people.  

 

A number of the participants asserted on the perceived 

intrinsic value of all life which merits enough for its 

preservation.  Participant two stated: “we, the people 

should not cut trees, because they have intrinsic value. 

The long term should prevail than the short one”. 

These stand reflected what Sagoff (2007) described as 

our benevolence towards our natural environment 

which he explained as an act of respecting things in 

order to allow them to become what they are, or, in 

the context of this study, to respect their intrinsic 

value. Bannon (2013) described the intrinsic value as 

a drive to accept one‟s duties to respect nature which 

can be fully realized through the practice of the virtue 

of compassion. 

 

Some philosophy professors however were less 

single-minded, with the idea that one should respect 

the decisions of others. A participant said: “what 

happens if your student asks „Sir, cutting of trees is 

our only means of living, what should we do without 

this?” The participant answered: “you cannot really 

impose, if the imposition itself means a family has to 

starve, or a child has to forgo education, or a man has 

to die without medical attention.” Participant nine 

summed it up saying: “we have to be grounded on the 

limitation of philosophy. We may have the best ideas, 

but at the end of the day, each one is entitled to make 

their own decision.” Truth is indeed relative because 

whatever serves the best interests of a people cannot 

be labeled as entirely wrong. Relativism as described 

by de Sa (2010) is a faultless disagreement of many 

and contrasting judgments without faulting anyone. 

The theory of contextualism (DeRose, 2009) 

reinforces such idea because truthfulness and falsity 

actually vary according to the context in which they 

happened. A participant said: “I realize that 

philosophy is just one of the possible paths, a voice 

among many other voices. It cannot boast of offering 

quick, easy and best solution as queen of all sciences.”  

Some philosophy professors adhered to the 

idea of a middle ground, a mixture or convergence of 

perspectives. They attested that a mixture of 

anthropocentrism, ecocentrism, and biocentrism is 

necessary in order to strike up a balance. Lecaros 

(2013) claimed that there is a need to reflect on the 

convergence between the eco-ethics of our home 

planet and bioethics of life.  In line with this issue, 

participant two shared: “we really should not 

concentrate on any of these perspectives because they 

have both the constructive and destructive point of 

views.”   
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In a more fair perspective, many philosophy 

professors who opted for a theory of convergence also 

chose the responsible and equitable usage of natural 

resources over non-practice of tree cutting. This is 

similar to what Hayward (2007) described as 

ecological justice, a framework that tries to 

comprehend the issue involving emission and 

subsistence. As participant two puts it: “actually, we 

really cannot avoid cutting some trees because we 

need them for a lot of things. Rather, let us not cut 

trees beyond what we need.” Tàbara, J. D., & Pahl-

Wostl, C. (2007) contended that sustainable 

development means preserving the productive 

capability of the environment, which requires that 

people should consent to the governance needed to 

maintain sustainability.  Nature is not helpless as to be 

unable to take care of herself and sustain life (Stone, 

2009) provided, as participant eight had said: “if only 

humans knew how to treat nature properly, to take 

only what they needed to survive, then nature can 

easily sustain itself.”  

 

On Their Possible Actions as Philosophy 

Professors 

The context of the last discussion was on what the 

philosophy professors can possibly contribute to 

address the ecological problems. Among the proposed 

solutions was the promotion of the idea of „Deep 

Ecology‟, which proposes that all beings should be at 

one with nature. A participant made known his deep-

seated love for nature with the following words: 

I love nature and every morning I wake up 

and sit outside in a yoga posture looking at 

environment around and I look at flowers. I 

am fond of a certain kind of flower early 

spreads its petals to the sun. Then, when I 

closed my eyes, I still have it in mind, and 

when I see or learn on how a plant behaves, 

my mind behaves in almost the same way a 

plant does. My point is, I learn from them.’ 

(P6) And it is through learning that change 

is facilitated, or so many of the philosophers 

who have been queried believe (P6).  

 

The points raised above resounded with the concept of 

Barnhill & Gottlieb (2010) on deep ecology which 

exemplified that humans are not actually separate 

from nature. This means that there is no ontological 

gap between human and the natural world. 

 

The philosophy professors were also unified in their 

stand that changing the mindset of people through 

education is among their primary means to elicit 

change. As one participant pointed out that in his 

perspective, there should be a change in the 

understanding of the human person in all these things 

around.” As philosophy professors, they can possibly 

capture and somehow inject into the curriculum the 

teachings that may change the mindset of the person, 

rather than, stay into the traditional anthropocentric 

perspective.” However, Kegan & Lahey (2009) firmly 

believe that it is hard to bring change in oneself or in 

others due to several barriers. 

 

The participants unanimously agreed that education is 

not enough to truly elicit change on issues concerning 

conservation (Brewer, 2001). People need to put into 

action what they have learned. Best and Holmes 

(2010) concept of turning knowledge into action 

captures the whole idea of why education is not 

enough. Participant number 3 stated: “even if people 

are educated if there are no resources, then there will 

be no way to find alternative options to sustain their 

livelihoods”. Invariably, the politics of a country 

should influence the outcome of any movement. 

Participant 3 believed that politics can be a double-

edged sword that either helps or wrecks any moment. 

In the words of Gailmard (2010), politics can mitigate 

or solve some problems but may also intensify the 

others as well. In order to avoid its pitfalls, it must 

complement with education so that while people are 

being educated, the government also provides for their 

alternative livelihood. Specifically, Knoke et.al (2009) 

pointed out the need to provide the tropical farmers 

with sustainable land-use system in order to address 

their subsistence needs and educate them on how to 

prevent the tropical forest from the danger of 

extinction. 

 

IMPLICATION TOP PRACTICE 

Transforming the mindset of the people about nature 

from a traditionally anthropocentric perspective to a 

deeper understanding of deep ecology is a 

multidisciplinary and interdisciplinary concern. Thus, 

all sectors need to join their hands together in 

addressing the perennial ecological problems (Gorke, 

2013; Nassauer, 2013; Vale, 2013). The academic 

institutions can do their share by .integrating deep 

ecology in their curricular offerings. This will provide 

opportunities for all professors in the academe to 

design strategies that may effectively influence the 

consciousness of the students to authentically value, 

respect and protect the well-being of nature.  

 

The philosophy professors, though have allegedly 

ceased to be very influential and dominant 

contributors of knowledge as they were traditionally 

treated, may still play a significant role in influencing 

the minds of the people. The ethicists in particular 

may follow their predecessors who utilized their skills 

in logical organization of ideas in convincing people 

about the value of nature and their moral 

responsibilities and accountabilities to promote 

respect of it (Cafaro, 2013; Goralnik, Millenbah, 

Nelson, & Thorp, 2012; Meyer, 2013). Furthermore, it 

is about time for philosophy professors and ecologists 

to get out of their classrooms and emerge themselves 

in areas where there are more ecological concerns. 

Many Academic institutions today practice 

community immersion of faculties hoping to strike a 
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balance between theory and practice in their endeavor 

to provide quality teaching-learning processes 

(Gialamas, 2012; Kuntz & Petrovic, 2012). Likewise, 

the philosophy professors and ecologists may also 

undergo immersion in communities where there are 

concrete scenarios of ecological problems. They may 

serve as community organizers and/or 

environmentalists who will influence the local 

residents in practicing deep ecology in their dealings 

with nature. They are potential community leaders far 

better than those community volunteers who are 

devoid with deep ecological knowledge.  

 

However, philosophy professors cannot get out of 

their classrooms for outright practice of community 

immersion. The need to be equipped with proper 

training to undertake such tasks considering the fact 

that their formation is very academic in nature. They 

need to acquire the skills that are necessary for them 

to effectively concretize their deep knowledge in 

actual situations. They also need to be skillful in 

dealing with people in the grassroots. Hence, the 

academe may consider not only the integration of 

deep ecology in their curricula but also the immersion 

program of their faculty in communities where there 

are grater calling for the actualization of deep 

ecology. The program may also include the 

immersion of faculty in government agencies and 

non-government organizations serving as advocates of 

ecological well-being. 
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