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Coexistence
Those disadvantaged by social injustices had to scratch and craw their way to help shape the world how it looks today, and the social justice balance is only beginning to pivot, and are we only now discussing how all people are equal regardless of skin, size, smarts, or sex. Women and minority groups suffered for years under a white man’s world. Likewise, Stone and Plumwood build the case that nature suffers because people, especially those in Western societies, have an ego that elevates themselves above any other species, both plants and animals. Christopher Stone, professor at the University of Southern California, has intertwined law and environmental issues in his work. Val Plumwood, professor in the department of philosophy at the University of Tasmania, Australia, and ecofeminist, shares her experience about feminism in an environmental dialogue. Altogether, nature has suffered with disrespect just as women and minorities have suffered from privileged white males, so we need to reevaluate the value of all living things and abolish the idea of any second-class species. However, we must first figure that out within our own species before we can apply that to all living things. The work shared by the professors argue that, although much more to go, accomplishments have been made in social divisions within our own species, therefore we should be able to change the mindset of entire species divisions and become equals with our natural surroundings. 
Both professors explain that we must change our attitude towards nature. Rather than recklessly altering natural landscapes and bulldozing our way across the earth, the natural world needs to be shown respect so we can coexist with it. Plumwood alludes to a writing from Paul Taylor. Paul Warren Taylor was a Marine veteran who studied philosophy at Princeton University. He has a demonstrated appreciation for respecting and advocating for our environment with a vision of coexistence between humans and the rest of the world in a way that one does not harm the other.[footnoteRef:1] In her text, Plumwood explains that Taylor calls to challenge the Western mindset to nature. The West has a height value of self-worth, elevating our own status as superior to everything else on the planet. As a result, the West sees nature as an inferior entity and treats it as a second-class citizen, with less respect than the privileged.  [1:  Freya Mathews, “Val Plumwood,” www.theguardian.com/education/2008/mar/26/australia.world (accessed April 10, 2019).] 

While nature is perceived as inferior and of less of a priority than our own personal interests, we also view the natural world as a place of chaos and danger. These ideas create an opposition to nature and impede respectful attitudes towards it. Instead, it justifies our extraction of natural resources that we can turn around and use to pollute it.[footnoteRef:2] Likewise, a developed fallacy that minority groups are violet is an idea that invokes fear over different skin tones. A breakdown of another person’s worth and a personal ego may justify oneself to take advantage of the perceived lesser being. Professor Plumwood’s text describes nature as something that should not be used as a tool and instead as something of equal value to humans that is entitled to respect.[footnoteRef:3] Stone’s work elaborates on how nature and man should coinhabit space, rather than one dominating the other. Both dwell in the same space and have no choice but to coexist with a constantly evolving dialogue of negotiations that enrich one another.[footnoteRef:4] Plumwood and Stone support each other in an outcry to change the approach in interacting with nature, promoting more respect for the living world around us, as we do with those of different skin tones.  [2:  David Barnhill, “Four Western Views of Nature,” https://www.uwosh.edu/facstaff/barnhill/244/MAJOR%20WESTERN%20VIEWS%20OF%20NATURE.pdf (accessed April 9, 2019).]  [3:  Val Plumwood, Feminism and the Mastery of Nature (Routledge: London and New York, 1993), 166.]  [4:  Christopher D. Stone, Should Trees Have Standing? Law, Morality, and the Environment 
(Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2010), 17.] 

Challenges arise with the pursuit to improve man’s interactions with nature. Plumwood explains that before feminism gained significant traction, any substantial progress would be dwarfed by the biases of man.[footnoteRef:5] Women cannot continue to advance in the male dominated world when the opposing side, fueled by bias, reinforce a male’s status. Like how we approach our actions towards the environment, man has its own inherent bias, an entitlement and inflated ego. Man must overcome how we live with the bias of our self-worth so that nature can become more significant in our world. If we can overcome our own ego, we can dramatically change the tone of our existence moving forward on this rock of life. Stone elaborates on this idea of man’s worth by explaining civil rights milestones. The white male has enjoyed an advantage over minority groups and women for years. Even children would fall short of respect and rights because an opposing body could legally treat them like objects.[footnoteRef:6] Gender and race laws need to evolve and prosper so that the groups impacted by social injustice can start to enjoy a sense of worth that is consistent with the white male.[footnoteRef:7] Just as Plumwood explains bias in gender equality, Stone explores the inequality of the adult white man to literally everyone else. Each social injustice mimics how the natural world is treated. Both call for an acknowledgement of our injustice to nature and how if we elevated nature’s status, or reduce our own status as humans, both man and nature could have a more prosperous future together.[footnoteRef:8]  [5:  Plumwood, Feminism and the Mastery of Nature, 166.]  [6:  Stone, Should Trees Have Standing?, 1.]  [7:  Ibid., 2.]  [8:  Stone, Should Trees Have Standing?, 14.] 

Plumwood and Stone effectively use social injustices and the history of progressive strides to explain how the white man’s perception of other people unlike the white man and the living world around us has evolved. These core principles for how our world varies in its perception of the natural world is critical to understand so that we may continue to improve our dialogue with each other in relation to large scale environmental topics, such as climate change. The first step in addressing a problem is recognizing a problem exists, and that is supported by comparing multiple outlooks on the environment and our interactions with it. A broader scope of understanding different attitudes imposed on the world and our place in it makes us realize that there are multiple layers to our coexistence with nature and that we could improve our current relationship with the world. A breakdown of endocentric thought, judging other cultures, could be replaced with celebrating each other’s differences to break our ego and welcome different outlooks of nature. Plumwood and Stone express the need for a deflation of personal ego and greater respect for living things unlike ourselves. This objective can only be accomplished if we share and intertwine our own regional variances in interpretations of the environment and our ego as a species. Only when man can ground himself and accept a more modest state of existence can we attempt to consider ourselves equals with nature. Nature cannot speak and cannot advocate for itself. We depend on it and it could not care any less about us. A shift in our mentality is the only way to accomplish a balanced state of existence between us and our home planet. 
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