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According to historical narratives, both Europeans and the Native Americans had a unique relationship with the natural environment. In many historical societies, the environment is perceived as a monument connecting traditional culture, religion, and beliefs. However, some societies, such as the Europeans interacted with the environment for wealth gain. For example, the Columbian exchange reveals the European understanding of nature marked by the manifestation of economic attitude. However, Native Americans remained conservative of their believes and interactions with the environment. Generally, the relationship difference between the Europeans and the Native Americans' interaction is marked by how each group interacted with the environment. Ideally, Core differences manifest through identity definition, interaction with animals, land use and ownership, and the general understanding of nature.  
Different ethnic groups across the world identify themselves based on traditions and interactions with nature. It means that different traditions form different identities. Studies show that Native Americans defined themselves in terms of their interaction with the physical environment (Wiget, 6). Embodiment to land and sacred places manifested their identity as Native Americans. They used rituals and songs to embrace their physical world while also modified the landscape with fire, water, and brawn. Readings also indicate that their land areas were remote and without significant economic value. Besides, they celebrated the annual land's rebirth giving thanksgiving to its production of food.  It means that their value on land was more of a sense of identity and a connection to spiritual themes. 
Contrary, the Europeans had a different understanding of nature. In this case, the Europeans embraced land, an identity of ownership, and economic value.  Essentially, the Europeans fenced lands and set limits for the natural resources while the Native Americans perceived land as a property benefiting the entire group. From this analysis, it is quite apparent that Europeans perceived land as property ownership, while Native Americans perceived as a symbol of identity connecting them with their traditions. 
In most traditional societies, animals are key properties used in different cultural practices.  Often, different ethnic groups have a different perceptions of animals. While some perceive them as spiritual elements, some value them for economic gain. The variation differences help create a relationship factor that helps differentiate people's interaction with animals as elements of nature. In their environmental history, Native Americans connected their oral traditions and origin cycles to animals and spiritual powers that endowed the earth (Wiget, 6). Essentially, Native Americans had good harmony with animals. They perceived them as animated beings. 
During gathering and hunting, women would collect rabbits while men could hunt elk and bear. The animals would ritually be used to appease the spirits that possessed the natural world. Additionally, the Native Americans, religious believes made them perceive animals as components of the natural world that had some kind of kinship and Humanness (Wiget, 9). For example, the Iroquois would punish hunters who killed more deers than expected. It means that Native Americans viewed animals as elements with human nature and thus require preservation and protection. Contrary, the Europeans perceived animals as elements of the trade. They introduced pigs during the Columbian trade for trading purposes. Furthermore, the market and popularity of beaver-trim heart caused overhunting of the beavers, which resulted in decreased beaver ponds, moose, and deer (Wiget, 12). Besides, they introduced pigs in the forest, which consumed food depended on other animals. This jeopardized the Native American culture of hunting and gathering. From this perspective, it is rational to argue that the interaction with animals for Native Americans and the Europeans differed in great dimensions. While Native Americans perceived animals as animated beings, the Europeans viewed them as trade goods. Also, when Native Americans had a cultural and religious connection to animals, Europeans clanged on social popularity associated with animal products goods. Therefore, interaction with animals is considered as a differential factor between the European and the Native American's fundamental problem. 
The general understanding of nature is also a significant factor that helps differentiate the European and the Native American world. In this case, Native Americans believed that the components of nature, such as animals, plants, and inanimate objects, have a spiritual power (Wiget, 7). For this reason, they embraced some cultural guidelines meant to show respect to the natural world. On the other hand, the European world was associated with a culture that valued accomplishment and individual wealth. As such, they interpreted the biblical argument of subduing the earth as an ideology behind amassing natural wealth. Arguing from this perspective, it is absolute that the different understanding of nature accounts for the relationship problem between the two groups.
To sum up, land, animals, general understanding of nature, and identity definition are the factors that differentiate the perception of the environmental history between Europeans and the Native Americans. While Native Americans perceived nature as a spiritual world, the Europeans viewed it as a source of wealth accumulation. This has been demonstrated from the differences sighted in the cultural perspective about animals and land ownership.  Nevertheless, different perspectives on Humanness of nature has also accounted for the fundamental problem between the two societies. 
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