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1). In the ‘Bellicose Rulers and Climatological Peril?’ article, McAnany and Negron provide evidence to support different reasons for why the Mayan Civilization collapsed: increased warfare, overpopulation, over use of land and resources, drought, changes in trade, and effectiveness of rulers. Which of these do you most agree with as being the most likely reason(s) the Mayan civilization may have collapsed and what evidence supports your opinion? 

The most likely reason for the collapse of the Maya civilization was drought and famine. Even though the population was skilled farmers who were involved in planting of corns and beans among various vegetables, scholars believed that the society as a whole could not meet the ever rising population’s demand for food. The coastal region for instance relied mostly on fishing while at the same growing some precious items like corn. However, an increase in deforestation due to an increase in the population resulted into the combination of various issues such as prolonged drought that took place as from 800A.D to 900A.D led to the reduction of the amount of food produced hence bringing Maya to its knees. 


2).  In the Aimers article, the author talks about what is meant by collapse. We also see this in the McAnany and Negron article when they ask if societies fail or just change. What do they consider a collapse to be? Do you agree or disagree with their definition, and why or why not?
Basically, a societal collapse is one that the decline of a society that was once vibrant. I do agree with this definition because during the ancient civilization, there were various superpowers that were once vibrant but they later on collapsed and completely faded away. The common denominator can be seen in various ancient empires such as the Persian empire, Maya empire, Roman Empire as well as the Vikings. However, the collapses of some of these societies tend to pose a more complicated problem. One might be tempted to think of some common societies in the world that have existed for a very long time without showing any sign of collapse, the likes of Japan, Tonga as well as Tikopea. This means that there are some factors that make some societies to be more vulnerable when compared to others which include the depletion of resources and natural calamities as well.

3) Related to question #2, do you think that societies fail, or do they just change? What about all those factories the authors discuss that are abandoned here in the US? Are we on our way to fail or are we just changing? How can we tell, and does it matter if in the end we won’t be the same?

[bookmark: _GoBack]Personally, I think that a collapsed society is a failed society. There are various differences that exist between the problems that were associated with the environment in the past and the one that we do face in the modern days. Some of the differences that we experience nowadays tend to make us more scared that how it was like in the past. As we speak, there are much more people who are alive that are likely to exhaust the available resources. Today, there are over 6 billion people in the world, which have prompted chopping down of forests using bulldozers and chains. A keen look at countries such as Solomon Island where its citizens lived without any form of deforestation for a period of 32, 000 years are undergoing a very serious form of climate change. In a span of 15 years’ time, Solomon Island has undergone a total deforestation resulting into rampant civil war and then the collapse of its government. Through these kinds of scenarios, we can easily tell that we are headed to fail unless serious interventions are taken into account. 


