Compare and Contrast Different Conceptions of the Environment
The environment will always play a crucial role in any person’s life regardless of where they live. This omnipresent thing that is environment will also be interpreted and understood in different ways depending on what group you look at. I will examine the environmental perceptions of the Mbuti, Ju’/hoansi and Trobriand Islanders.
The Ju/’hoansi of the Dobe region in the Kalahari Desert live a life of hunting and gathering, moving with the seasonal rains to different water holes. The Ju/’hoansi have an extensive knowledge on the biota that surrounds them, cataloguing 250 animal species and over 100 plant species in their minds, allowing them to collect as much as 50 pounds worth of food from a single good trip (Peters-Golden, 1994, pp. 99-100). This extensive knowledge allows them to have a varied diet in all seasons of the year and wherever they may be residing. It may not be a familial connection like the Mbuti to their forest home, which will be described later, the Ju/’hoansi are connected to their environment through their extensive knowledge of its weather patterns, game, plants and geography. The Ju/’hoansi have a loose concept of ownership, with little attachment to material culture, and the attachment they do have is divided up through the elders. What need and understanding of material culture is outlined when Peters-Golden (1994) explains that the elders are seen as the ones who have who have ownership over the worlds natural resources; she goes on to say how the elders aren’t so much owners as they are stewards of the land with the band as a whole living without the need for personal ownership. This lack of personal ownership and great understanding of the species around them show a close connection with the land, with a respect for its abundance as to not take too much.
The Mbuti are a wider group of hunter-gatherers who live in the jungles of the Congo. A very intimate relationship has been formed between the Mbuti inhabitants and the environment they live in; a quote from the Forest People, by Colin Turnbull, describes the intimacy perfectly “The forest is our home; when we leave the forest, or the forest dies, we shall die. We are the people of the forest” (Turnbull, 1961, p. 260). Evidently from those words, spoken by one of the Pygmies he was staying with, the connection the Mbuti have to the forest is made clear: without the forest and the protection, resources and shelter it provides, they would die. Even when one of their own kin dies, as Turnbull explains they see “the death as a ‘big thing’ and that it was a ‘matter for the forest’” (Turnbull, 1961, p. 50). Even in death of neighbours, family or friends they see that their life is a part of the forest, much more bound to nature and the environment than most Euro-American viewpoint. The Mbuti can be considered hunter-gatherers for the most part, although modernity is catching up (Turnbull, 1961, p. 32), some groups still stick to the traditional lifestyle and shun the negro village near the camp Turnbull stays at; their reason for shunning modernity can be seen by their name for themselves “Children of the Forest” (Turnbull, 1961, p. 128). All these points illustrate a great degree of intimacy with the forest the Mbuti inhabit, and it is an endearing closeness as well when compared to some other perspectives which can be considered cold or uncaring. A similarity between the Mbuti and the Jo/’hoansi is their concept of responsibility, which is briefly described as “Pygmies dislike and avoid personal authority, though they are by no means devoid of a sense of responsibility. It is rather that they think of responsibility as communal” (Turnbull, 1961, p. 125). This idea of communal responsibility could be attributed to their conception of every Mbuti being a child of the forest, and as a result they are all in the same social standing with no one being higher than another through anything but demonstrated practical experience. The Mbuti may have a more intimate relationship with the land they live on than the Ju/’hoansi, but they both have similar conceptions of ownership of land and the diffusion of responsibility to elders and the wider group.
The next group are the Trobriand Islanders of Papua New Guinea, who live a more horticultural life than the Mbuti and Ju/’hoansi. Bronislaw Malinowski studied the Islanders and noted on their horticultural practices that “In gardening, for instance, the natives produce much more than they actually require, and in any average year they harvest perhaps twice as much as they can eat” (Malinowski, 1922, p. 45). In comparison to the Mbuti and Ju/’hoansi who take more of a take only what they need mindset, the Islanders seem greedy and excessive in their production, but they might attribute the high yield to other factors than necessary production. Malinowski (1922) explains that the Islanders place a lot of importance on garden magicians, who are mostly women, whose job it is to make sure the manual labour is done at the correct times, pace and frequency whilst also entreating nature to grow bountiful through rites, spells and practices. Both these practices differ greatly from the other two groups as they are more nomadic and have a ‘take-what-they-need’ approach to food. But the greatest aspect of difference comes in personal ownership, especially in relation to canoes with a focus on the headman of a fishing detachment as he “is the owner of the canoe, he performs the fish magic, and among other privileges, obtains the main yield of fish.” (Malinowski, 1922, p. 86) and this version of ownership is closest out of the three groups to that of Europe and America. The Trobriand Islanders have a greater degree of variation in their perception of their environment, and how it is exploited, than the Mbuti and Ju/’hoansi but in a way they are similar ideas that stem from a simpler method of life. 
[bookmark: _GoBack]Drawing conclusions from the groups shows that the two groups that show the greatest amount of similarity are the Ju/’Hoansi and the Mbuti; these two groups share ideas on a lack of personal ownership of items and areas of land as they all belong to the band. The Trobriand Islanders, however, have a more exploitative idea of the environment but not to the extent of the Euro-American Nature-Culture dichotomy; they also vary in their more ‘Western’ conception of ownership due to the greater value of the canoes and a more rigid social hierarchy. 
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