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Environmental knowledge is assessed by a communal approach in understanding its surroundings. The more people know and are aware of their environment, the more people can appreciate and coexist with successful results and minimal detrimental impact. Berkes argues that people are at the mercy of their constructed surroundings, that their perception of their environment is dictated by the collective1. From his description, I would say that groupthink becomes more obvious in the interpretation of the environment. Additionally, groupthink can vary on a global scale to a local scale. The world exists with varying spheres of knowledge and reference. A community’s groupthink mentality will vary depending on how broad their frame of reference extends2. The term environment changes with the radius of a community’s knowledge, increasing the complexity of attempting to grasp the concept of what the environment is. Not only does the size of reference matter, but also the resources accessible within that frame of reference. Berkes explains that history and tradition are root constructs of what compose an environmental understanding3.Different spheres of reference will have different perspectives of what the environment is. A broader frame of reference allows for what he describes as hybrid knowledge. He explains that rubber trees, for example are indigenous to the Amazon region, however, Asian communities know of the rubber tree existence4. The broadened perspective inevitably creates a hybrid knowledge of the environment. Smaller spheres with less overlap reside within a larger, global frame of reference. A pursuit of education allows for a broadened reference; however, many individuals will remain in their sphere due to the lack of resources. Their definition of environment will never compare to a global definition. People with a global frame of reference must consider the concept of different perspectives for a true successful idea of defining the environment. 
[bookmark: _GoBack]	While Fikert Berkes introduces the idea of a community’s environment shaped through history and tradition, Robin Kimmerer explores the topic further and provides concrete background for the claim. Kimmerer explains that land and resources are used in different ways depending on the culture of its inhabitants. Environments are shaped by the occupant and have residual influence from their predecessors. For example, the root of the word pecan was derived from native inhabitants and was white washed by the settlers. Newcomers exploited the area for its resources in a different way than the native inhabitants, however, their communal environment was impacted by the tongues of natives5. Kimmerer explains further how newcomers changed the perception of the land use. Natives were at the mercy of the trees to produce a enough yield of nuts for the year. Natives accepted the natural variances in trees’ yields, however, through history and evolution of science, the communities now thriving from nuts have a greater understanding of forestry and live with consistent surplus of nuts6. The communities that dominate an area dictate how the environment is understood and utilized. Kimmerer explains that natives to the forested areas believed that trees communicated with each other, that they would talk to one another, this was truth! When the new settlers arrived and wrapped science around forestry, such concepts of trees talking was nonsense. As scientific history progressed, evidence proves that trees do have a method of talking to each other through pheromones7. Communities need to understand that their methods of interpretation and understanding their environment may not align exactly with another community’s. The concept and use of the environment changes when a community’s perception of the world around them changes. Man is limited in its understanding of the world. We do not communicate directly through pheromones, however, our environment does. Man cannot attempt to dictate and claim they know the environment when we are limited ourselves in our sensations of interacting with the natural world. 
	Kimmerer explains in further detail man’s impact on the environment, not only from changes in ideals and concepts, but also with physical impacts. Part of the conceptual damage roots from language. The term collateral damage desensitizes man to its real effects of our actions, and is justified through groupthink (Kimmerer, 349). He illustrates how physical effects are like daggers to our own environment. Man designates land to be preserved space or national parks with the intention to maintain the original integrity of the space. However, man creates roadways and mechanisms for ease of access to these designated spaces. Ultimately, man’s developing of environment through infrastructure tarnishes the environment, even without our knowledge (Kimmerer, 350). Just as our knowledge of trees’ communication is limited by our own sensory, our worldly understanding of the environment is self-limited. Kimmerer uses salamanders as a critical example of this impact. Salamanders utilize magnetic and chemical sensory abilities to navigate their environments. Man creates roadways and drives cars on these artificial terrains. We unknowingly destroy salamanders that attempt to adapt and live alongside man’s infrastructure. Man’s ignorance to other species’ abilities and sensory bring them harm (Kimmerer 352). Really, man’s impact on the environment is a large-scale threat to the community of world inhabitants and we do not even acknowledge the extent of the impact (Kimmerer 354).  Man must stop resisting the purity of the environment and embrace the delicacies that exist among us. A true community in the environment is not limited to man, but rather incorporates all species that thrive and contribute to the balance of existence in a shared space. 
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