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A Synopsis with regard to ethical reasoning and communication strategies

Ann-Kathrin NEUREUTHER, Uta ESER, Hannah SEYFANG

Context

This synopsis has been prepared in the course of an ongoing study for the German Federal
Agency of Nature Conservation (Bundesamt fir Naturschutz, BfN). Under the working title
“Prudence, Justice and The Good Life: A typology of ethical reasoning in selected European
National Biodiversity Strategies” we are currently analysing ethical arguments in the German,
Swiss, Austrian and EU biodiversity strategies. In order to be able to expand the scope of
analysis to further countries, we have created this overview of European biodiversity
policies with a special focus on their ethical reasoning and their communication
strategy. Its aim is to provide the basis for a sound and inter-subjective case selection. With
regard to this purpose, this pre-study provides certain basic parameters related to the
strategies relevant for this selection.

Background

In a recent study, we have analysed ethical arguments in the German National Biodiversity
Strategy with regard to its communication for the German Federal Agency of Nature
Conservation. As analytical tool we have used the three categories Prudence, Justice and
The Good Life and pointed out the strengths and shortcomings of each type of argument
(ESER et al. 2011). The major result of this study was that the discourse on biodiversity is
dominated by prudential arguments, which use economic and ecological reasoning. In
contrast to this, inter- and intragenerational justice and the question how we want to live and
what constitutes a good life are underrepresented in the debate. The gist of the argument is
shown in the figure below.
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Figure 1: The typology ‘Prudence, Justice, and The Good Life’

As a follow-up to the first study, the BfN assigned us the task to expand the ethical analysis
on other European strategies. The final report will be available by the end of 2011. While we
currently are analysing Switzerland, Austria and the European Union in more detail, the
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1. What? 2. How? 3. Who?

Document type & ties Sectors, structures & special
focus
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2.3 Specific country characteristics

All good-will is futile if the measures taken with a strategy do not match the challenges on the
ground. At the same time, external conditions such as a country’s history, its specific path of
development, its population, its integration into the global economy etc. are reflected in the
policies it derives. Thus, it is impossible to look at NBSAPs independently from the specific
conditions of the drafting process. Acknowledging that it is unfeasible to address all relevant



Neureuther et al. (2011): European NBSAPs — Ethical Reasoning 8

adoption, like a parliamentary approval, reflecting the increased political attention given to
biodiversity. While endorsement at higher political level is essential for a successful NBSAP,
it does not in itself guarantee that the NBSAP will be successfully implemented (PRIP et al.
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