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The Earth Charter is, in essentials, for the purposes of this discussion, a global ethic in the following three respects: first, it is a
set of universal principles which are comprehensive in the sense
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wide consultation and is, in fact, endorsed by many; and she

Second, putting the two together brings out the issues and

can find through the Earth Charter a genuine and real commu-
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the light of critical discussion, and that bringing the two ideas
together helps to create a rounded framework for discussion,

The complementary relationship between the two cannot be
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advocate of the Earth Charter rejects the discourse of global citizenship – perhaps questioning its “political” connotations on

One way of putting this point is to note that global citizenship

the grounds that the Earth Charter is about transformation of

discourse rather more explicitly takes on board the facts of
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globalisation than does the Earth Charter, which can seem
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even question the whole idea of a “global ethic,” and so not
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not be particularly keen to associate this with the Earth Charter
if, for instance, he thought the Earth Charter principles were

Conversely, the global citizen can find in the Earth Charter a

wrong in significant respects; too pluralistic, allowing too much

concrete expression of a global ethic which otherwise might
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seem too abstract and undefined. Furthermore, insofar as she

evant to making decisions; or, too detailed to be the right candi-

feels her global ethic should actually be shared by agents from

date for a global ethic. Responses like these have certainly

all over the world, and not just be an idea in the mind of the

arisen in discussions I have had in university discussion groups.

global citizen herself, then the Earth Charter fits the bill perfectly
since it is, if nothing else, a global ethic which is actually shared,

Given that for various reasons there could be a perception that
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•

they do not go together, one needs to say two things in
response. First, whilst such antagonisms are possible and have
certainly surfaced in my teaching from some students, it is
probable that the outcome of bringing the two together is that
they are mutually reinforcing – each providing what may be
missing, or at least a weaker element in the other. For most people then, if they start with the one and get to think about the
other, the result will be acceptance of the other and through that
acceptance the strengthening of both, partly because one has
access to a wider range of conceptual tools and ideas for articulating either. A full picture of the form and content of a global
ethic is provided. At least from my experience of trying to teach
around these ideas, positive responses are more common than
negative ones – but this, if generalised, is an act of faith since I
have not done or seen sociological confirmation of it!
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