In up to 1000 words, compare and contrast different conceptions of the environment.
      The Nuer are nomadic cattle farmers. They see their environment primarily as pasture, cattle provide everything, they are the main food source, are considered a measure of social standing, are used for ritual kinship ties and spirituality, in order to access the ancestors. The Nuer live in the area of the Nile delta, the heavy clay soil found there leads to extreme conditions, in the dry season the earth cracks and provides no grazing and in the wet season the water floods the surface, which is bad for the cattle’s feet. This means that life is dictated by meeting the needs of the herd. As no one area consistently provides the needs of the cattle, a nomadic lifestyle is essential. Due to their domestication of, and almost sole dependence on their cattle, the Nuer are not dependant on their environment directly, but via the needs of the cattle. Horticulture is begrudgingly used only when cattle are scarce. Cows suffer great hardship but as the sole source of social merit, sustenance, and spiritual connection, they are treated accordingly, the calves are needed to perpetuate the herd and thus their needs are well met.
     In the introduction of Evans- Pritchard’s (1961) book on the Nuer, he states that when he shot an animal in order to feed his dependant workers, the tribe felt they had a right to partake in the meat, as the animal was killed on their ground. This raises questions concerning ownership of land? Although no land is owned by the Nuer, they have an inherent right to move about in order to sustain the herd, a freedom borne of necessity. And the rights to animals killed on their ‘patch’?
     Cattle are associated with wealth. The concept of ownership leads to conflict and raids on other villages for cattle. The system within the tribe is an example of delayed return, leading to ownership and the complications a hierarchical society may experience. However, milk is freely and generously shared within the tribe and amongst tribes. A system of common grazing and cooperation exists amongst smaller tribes to ensure co-ordinated safekeeping of their cattle.
     The Yanomami are horticulturalists. They operate a slash and burn technique of cultivation. With domination of, and separation from their environment. The tribe erects a shabono to protect them from the forest which they believe to be feared and avoided. There exists a natural divide of forest and home. Home is safely closed off to the forest and weather- proofed to protect from the rain. The Yanomami clear the area around the compound in order to cultivate. They operate a crop rotation system and every three years the ground is cleared and burnt off. Personhood is given to the Jaguar.
    The San, (also known as The Harmless People) are forest people. They are hunter- gatherers and have a system of immediate return and no concept of ownership. All food is shared, wether it be hunted or gathered. The ethos of no ownership and immediate return means theirs is a society of egalitarianism without hierarchy, although the elders are respected for their knowledge and experience. The mongongo nut is staple in the San diet, these nuts are harvested, stored and transported, for the benefit of all. The equilibrium is maintained within the tribe through shared humour and honesty, any member who gets too big for their boots or becomes arrogant is brought back down to earth by the mockery of the tribe. Meat consists of only 30% of the San diet so they are directly dependent on their environment, in fact Lee (1984) notes, ‘they settle in one spot and eat their way out of it.’ The San treat their environment with respect and never take more than they need.
     The Mbuti are also forest dwellers, they have inhabited the area for thousands of years and see their environment as a safe haven, where they belong. They consider themselves children of the forest, and this feeling is reflected in the celebratory love and trust they treat the forest with. They give personhood to the forest. The Mbuti are another example of an immediate return society with an ethos of sharing and equality. The Mbuti concept is that they are children of the forest, and are treated as such, they are nurtured and sustained in and by their environment with no fear.
[bookmark: _Hlk23516652]     The Bantu and Sudanese tribes see the forest as evil, as it is where the bad spirits dwell. They consider themselves outsiders, separate to the forest. 
[bookmark: _GoBack]     To conclude, we can see that within these tribes there are widely differing concepts of the environment. The Yanomami with their fearful and divisive lifestyle, depend upon their environment and yet despite their environment. The Bantu and Sudanese tribes shutting themselves away and fearing the forest. During a crisis, we see the Yanomami would seek refuge in their shabono and close themselves in to heal and nurture within the tribe by shutting the forest out, whereas the Mbuti access healing and comfort in the embrace of the forest. The Nuer have an indirect relationship with their environment, optimum conditions for the cattle being the priority. In contrast, the Mbuti prefer to be in the forest than anywhere else, have no fear of being there and trust implicitly that they the forest is a safe and happy place and will provide all they need. Indeed, after the death of a revered member of the tribe Njobo states ‘we have been in the village too long, we should have gone back to the forest before, that is where we belong. Now we must go back, far away from the village (a Bantu village) and from the people of the village. It is a bad place.’ Turnbull (1961).
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