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ABSTRACT

This article discusses the relationship between humans and the nature in two novels, Anak Bakumpai Terakhir written by Yuni Nurmalia and Fire on the Mountain written by Edward Abbey. While the first deals with Indonesian setting, the latter deals with America’s New Mexico. The two literary pieces reveal how individuals in the two societies behave and react to nature. Human behavior to nature is central to assessing either harmonious or disharmonious relation between human being and nature. The research applies a comparative study regarding environmental issues and humans’ attitudes towards nature in the novels. It serves to see various human’s approaches to nature eventually bringing about a more understanding of complex relation between humans and nature. The concept of eco-criticism is used to explore the damage of ecology resulting from by humans’ anthropocentric view in which humans’ interests sacrifice those of other and non-humans. The damages of forest, sea, river caused by illegal logging and mining waste bode ill to Dayak’s life in Kalimantan and the society of New Mexico. The exploitation occurs because of human greed eventually resulting in the disharmony between humans and nature. The natural destruction is inseparably linked to human beings’ inability to adopt an environmentally-friendly behavior to the nature.
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1. INTRODUCTION

This research was inspired by Michael Jackson’s Earth Song. “What we have done to the world...” this line gave us a goosebump. People from all over the world have mistreated their environment without even thinking the consequence. They do not realize that they have harmed others because what they care is only profit. They are cutting down trees illegally  and wildfiring which harm the surrounding area and make soil, water polluted. Factories are built in the area where the natives are living on. They are contaminated by the toxic waste disposal and it causes the spreading of disease like asthma, skin disease and even infertility. However, the indigenous people have no power to fight against the prosperous investors. Other impact is flood occurred when the rainy season comes.
The phenomena above shows how humans treat their nature. The humans are misbehaving towards their nature which they actually create the problem. It should be noted that nature, environment, wilderness are different in terms but the same in sense. Barry (2002) states that ecocriticism has four areas. The first is called the wilderness, includes deserts, oceans, uninhabited continents, the second is the scenic sublime, includes forest, lakes, mountain, cliff, waterfall, the third is the countryside; hills, fields, woods and the fourth is the domestic picturesque, they are parks, gardens and lanes, (255).  The relationship of humans and their nature which linked to literature is under the field of ecocriticism.  

In Anak Bakumpai Terakhir,  Nurmalia describes how the investor greedily exploiting and replacing the forest into coal and gold mining area. Without being realized fatal impact they give  Dayak Bakumpai suffering who live on their own land since long time ago. The soil, the river and the sea where they crave for living have been horribly contaminated by toxic heavy metal. Then, it causes disease like skin and respiratory disease then later can cause death to their children. Besides, Edward Abbey in Fire on Mountain also describes how farmers living on the mountain are expelled by the American government by many ways tries to take over the land where the people of New Mexico live on. 

Therefore, from the description above, the writers  analyze the data  focused on the environmental issues particularly Kalimantan forest and New Mexico desert. Furthermore, the analysis aims to expose the relation between humans and nature and the impact of deforestation. And in this case the relationship is examined by how Indonesian and American as individuals react and behave toward the issue and other ecology aspects. 
In collecting the data the writers conduct the library research. The primary data taken from the two novels and the secondary are from journals and books related to the topics. Second, in analyzing the data, the writer uses qualitative method which means the method concerns on the texts and context that involve the relevant social issues including the author and his environment and cultural aspects. Thus, Ratna (2004) explains there are some essential characteristics of qualitative method, concerning the following statements:

1. Focus on the message from the meaning of the object as cultural studies

2. Direct interaction between the researchers  and the object and thus the researcher as the primary instrument  

3.  Research is natural , occurring in the social and cultural context of each ( 48 ) .

Following the method above, the writers use interdisciplinary approach. Since, literary work contains cultural aspects, it is produced by the author who exposes the social problem in society and transforms it into a story about a character, a place, an event and language. Thus, in this way, an author is defined as the society representative and transindividual construction. A research on a literary work is basically a research on every aspect of life which is uttered through the language.   In this context, other knowledge is needed, such as history, sociology , politics , economy , and culture in general ( 329 ) and even also used the knowledge of ecology 
Ecociticism, Green Studies, Environmental criticism or Environmental Studies emerged in 1980s which is defined by Glotfelty (1996),

“. . . the study of the relationship between literature and the physical environment.  Just as feminist criticism examines language and literature from a gender-conscious perspective, and Marxist criticism brings an awareness of modes of production and economic class to its reading of texts, ecocriticism takes an earth-centered approach to literary studies” ( xviii). 

Ecocriticism is the relationship between humans and their environment reflected in literature.  Furthermore, she continues that ecocriticism “takes as its subject the interconnection between nature and culture “(105). It is clear that this field of study is how  the connection between the phenomena of the physical world collectively, including plants, animals, the landscape, and other features with culture in the texts related to the contexts.


Literary work in relation to the ecology stated as follows,”Ecocriticism is the study of the relationship between literature and the physical environment” (Glofelty 1996) in (Jeetendrasingh 2012). Ecocriticism is the study of literature and the environment, not only a matter of the relationship between them but its commitment which makes it rather important, 

”... has distinguished itself,..., firstly by the ethical stand it takes, its commitment to the natural world as an important thing rather than simply as an object of themathic study, by its commitment to making connection (Estok, 2001). 

Further, the research is a comparative analysis between Indonesian  and American novels. Comparative literature is defined to be a method that identify the subject to have a broaden way to fulfill the duty in the field of humanities. ”The fact that Comparative Literature names such a method as the atribute defining its field of study indicates the extent to which it is faced with the choice of either reflecting upon or embodying this fundamental task within the humanities ”(Thomas 2011:33). 


From the explanation above, the writer takes  Nurmalia’s Anak Bakumpai Terakhir and Edward Abbey’s Fire on Mountain as the data base analysis by the reasons; first, both works have the same theme which is the unstoppable deforestation. Second, both works reflect the real condition on both countries. And thus, this analysis is examined under the field of macro literature specifically on ecocriticism and comparative literature. Finally, the writer hopes that the analysis would contribute for the development of theoretical and practical concept of ecology issue in society and government.
2. DISCUSSION
2.1 The Relationship between Human and Nature in The Novels
One of the ecocriticism principles is the evaluation of interrelationship between humans and nature in a literary work, as stated by Habeeb in his article “Eco-Critical Theory: Some Newer Perspective, “Ecocriticism is an investigation into: the relation between humans and the natural world in literature”, (2012). In addition, Tosic also states in his article “Ecocriticism – Interdisciplinary Study of Literature and Environment,” ecocriticism concerned with the relationships between living organism in their natural environment or how man’s relationship with that environment”. Thus, literary ecology study concerns on the relation between humans and their environment.

Nature as the resource of life genuinely provides humans for the daily need. One of the natural resources is forest that is a part of Indonesia’s natural capital and has infinite value, like Kalimantan that has thousand variations of plant species. Initially, since decades ago the ethnic groups lived nomadic by relying themselves on the nature, but suddenly this harmonious relation has been taken away by the new comers and caused them being isolated on their own land.

As illustrated in Anak Bakumpai Terakhir, Yuni Nurmalia takes the readers into the forest of Kalimantan together with the Bakumpai people as the part of Dayak ethnic group who live along Barito River that flows from Marabahan city, South Kalimantan to Puruk Cahu, Murung Raya Central Kalimantan. Kalimantan which is placed in the middle of Indonesia archipelagos has infinite wealth of nature. That is why the beautiful scenery of Barito is heaven to Aruna, the last generations of Dayak . She spent her childhood exploring the forest, looking for swallow nest with her grandfather, playing with Kumbang, a leopard she keeps, and even facing robbers when she went to check the forest from forest fire threat in drought.

Aruna spends her life pleasantly in the middle of the forest with her family. The nature and culture she lives in is pure and genuine. It was when she grew up as a teenager; some people burn the forest that makes her and her grandfather and other Dayak people trying to set off the fire. After the incident, the police come to secure the location.

Bakumpai people love their environment,

Hari itu, suguhan hutan hujan tropis, beraneka jenis Dipterocarpaceae dan pohon buah tersaji indah. Kami menyusuri anak Sungai Barito di pedalaman hutan. Untuk menuju kawasan ini harus menggunakan perahu ketingting, yang ramping dan kecil, karena lokasi ini merupakan sungai yang menyempit, terpencil dan sulit dijangkau (Nurmalia :71)
Aruna is pleased to see the beautiful view of Barito while she explores the tropical dipterokarpa forest. She loves her home though most parts of the area that connected by a river are now narrowed but she still feels astonished by the colours and view that the nature provides. Burung rangkong sedang sedang bertengger di dahan pohon yang kering, burung srigunting (Dicrurus paradiseus) yang memamerkan ekornya yang indah, lutung merah bergelantungan ke sana kemari berpindah dari satu pohon ke pohon yang lain, suara Owa, sejenis kera, yang bersahut-sahutan semakin menyempurnakan indahnya bumi kami  (71). She shows how her love to the forest even though she finds something awful in her trip, “Habislah itah,”(72). Aruma and Kai, her grandfather hear a horrible sound from saw cutting the trees. It contradicts their hearts by the fact that they fail to protect their love to the nature although Kai is a leader who stands against the strangers on their land.

Kami menyusuri anak-anak Sungai Barito. Pohon-pohon buah hutan berjajar berderertan dengan akarnya memaku di pinggiran sungai. Beberpa pohon lebat menutupi permukaan atas sungai, merindangi kami yang terombang-ambing dibawahnya. Sungai Barito yang semakin dangkal akibat sedimentasi karena semakin meluasnya alih fungsi lahan dan berkurangnya tutupan lahan di bumi kami (71-72)

The data above show their disappointment, knowing the richness of the nature they have on their land ironically has damaged their life as the stranger comes to take over the forest. 
The use and protection of the forest have been actually arranged in,” UUD 45, UU No. 5 tahun 1990, UU No 23 tahun 1997, UU No. 41 tahun 1999, PP No 28 tahun 1985, and the the decree of forestry ministry along with PHPA director general and diretor general of forestry cultivation. But the disruptions always happens and even has  been rising intensity.

Kami sudah hafal suara itu. Suara orang-orang menebang kayu. Nantinya gelondongan kayu itu dibawa melalui aliran sungai. Pembalapan liarpun kerap terjadi di hutan kami. Kawasan hutan tropis kami seluas beribu-ribu hektar telah dikonversi menjadi  perkebunan sawit. Tiga perusahaan besar di sana memfaatkan hutan kami untuk menjadi sebuah perkebunan sawit dan perusahaan tambang. Seperti barusan, kalaulah kami pergi bersama Kai, mungkin ia akan berang melihat hutannya sedikit demi sedikit terkikis kekayaan alamnya (7).

Bakumpai people actually realize to what happen on their land. The trees are logged that make the dense forest which is initially full of many plant variation turn into mining area controlled by big companies. Unfortunately, they can say nothing except talk about it to each other. The forest exploitation  happened and thus their lovable home has been disrupted and corrupted by the investors,  cited as follows;

Kai  pernah berkata, “Alam dan sungai adalah napas bagi orang-orang suku di Barito,air adalah darah dan tanah adalah asal muasal manusia.” Kai selalu mengkhawatirkan soal perambahan hutan untuk perkebunan dan hutan tanaman yang kini marak. Itulah kenapa ia selalu geram ketika melihat orang-orang asing yang bukan pribumi mengobrak abrik hutannya (73-74).


The new comers become the king and seize their land. As illustrated in novel, A car comes to the area and someone who acts like an expert goes out for checking the land texture saying, “Benarkah kalau kita menggali di sini, kita bisa mendulang emas?” (Nurmalia 2013:9). The investors desire to dig out the wealth of Kalimantan. Since it is not the first land, they actually have already prepared to remain the forest barren. Not only their forest being seized but the operation actually victimize the indigenous people  as stated in the novel,“Siapkan beberapa kendaraan berat, bulldozer, loader, backhoe, power shovel,dragline,dan semua alat yang bias meratakan hutan ini. Besok pastikan semua area yang kita lihat tadi siap untuk berproduksi.Dan pastikan, tidak ada yang mati lagi (9).

The investors do not see the great view of the nature but the future profit. They show the greed for wealth by seizing the land which is owned by the indigenous people from generation to generations. “Area ini cocok untuk pertambangan emas. Pulau ini punya banyak seribu anak sungai. JIka setiap titik kita bangun pertambangan emas, perusahaan kita akan kaya raya.” (13) Pegusaha yang ambisius itu tidak peduli. “Ide bagus. Racuni mereka melalui air sungai. Mereka pasti pindah.” Anak buah  yang penurut itu terdiam (13)
As long as the investor has money, it is not hard to lose consideration for the surrounding environment and the people whom live by. With every way they try to take Barito away even if they have to kill the native people. The greedy individuals have exploited and taken away the nature. They turn the forest into a wide desert, hundred hectares are damaged by the mining waste disposal and made the environment become hell. Then, hundred people are suffered from skin disease caused by the toxic-contaminated water. 

Nurmalia clearly describes two different views of the relation between two groups of people and the nature in her novel. The first group has the ecocentrism point of view that believes in the relation of the human and non human nature. This is shown by Bakumpai people who believe that nature such forest, river and soil have inseparable relationship. On the other hand, the second group has anthropocentrism that believes in human-centred. The nature is the profound of human resource to serve the needs of them. It is shown by how the loggers dig for profit from the nature without even thinking the consequence that harm the society and environment.


Besides, the relation between humans and nature is described in Fire on Mountain through the farm owner, John Vogellin who struggles to save the land. The story begins in summer at New Mexico, when Billy Vogellin Starr wants to spend the vacation at his grandfather’s home located in a farm called the Box V. He has always spent his summer as a cowboy, riding the horse up to the hill, taking care of the horse, keeping and enjoying the nature at the same time. “To me the desert looked liked a form of Paradise. And it always will” (2) The innocent  Billy said that the desert where they live is heaven that never be faded. The amazement is not limited only for the desert but also the living creatures as well, as Vogellin said in their trip home.

“Watch the cows and the hens, they get the same way. It’s all part

Of nature’s internal plan”


All part of what, sir?”


“Nature’s eternal plan. Look at that!” (5)

Vogellin admires the animals like cows and hens. How Vogelin admires animals such as cows and chickens take the same path  as already existed that govern  an enduring natural plan. His admiration for the surrounding nature is also supported by his grandfather that togetherness is something natural design. 
“A rabbit is a kind of rat, Grandfather, I’ve heard about that, And we haven’t locked at the whole thing, either. This system benefits the culture, as we noticed a minute ago. It helps preserve the balance of nuture, Over-all efficiency, I call it, we also have efficient overalls…(3). 

 Billy talks to his grandfather that even a small  animal they never trap them but let them free. This way helps to balance the nature which is profitable for the culture. The way makes life efficient. Then, mutually beneficial relationship between the wilderness with wild animals live side by side, why people  always want to ruin them. 

Lee grinned at me. “ A lion will never attack a man unless the lion is too old or too sick to catch decent game, Or unless the lion is concerned, or angry, or wounded, or bored, or curious, or very hungry, or just plain mean”(35).  Actually, if we persuade animal, even wild animal, nicely they will be the best friends for people, then they do not  pick to pieces us. Then Billy compare how nature or mountain treat animals. The mountain had been doing nice. “The mountains had been doing a lot. They were doing very well. The stones and boulders, sparkling with veins of fields spar and quartz, look bright and clean and solid in the sun, fresh enough to eat on, as new as if created yesterday” (42-43). It is clear that the innocent boy, Billy thinks that all things in the world   benefit to people, nature, and animals and they must live side by side.
2.2.  Human Behavior and Culture to Nature in the Two Novels

In the context of human behavior to nature and environment, Henry David Thoreau was known as the "philosopher of the wild, John Muir as "wild men" (son of the wilderness), but in the deepest sense Edward Abbey called "defenders of the desert" (wilderness defender). The concept of the wilderness in his era is rather dealing more with the American mindset itself, as he stated "the idea of wilderness needs no defense. It only needs more defenders” (Abbey, 1991: 223).
Abbey strongly agrees to Thoreau’s idea that the best government is the government which governs not at all (Thoreau, 1992: 226). According to Abbey’s concept anarchism does not mean ‘no rule’, it means ‘no rulers'. It also means maximum democracy; the maximum possible dispersal of political power, economic power, and military power) [Abbey, 1988: 26-27]. 

In Fire on the Mountain, the idea of rebellion on government is shown through the 

dialogue between John Vogellin and his grandchild. His anger towards the government is obviously exploded for taking the proof under the name of government.

“Why do they call it Thieves’ Mountain?” I asked, staring up the transmutation of bare gray rock into gold.

“It belongs to the Government,” Grandfather said.

“Yes, the Government stole it from the cattlemen, “ Lee said. “And the cattlemen stole it from the Indians. And the Indians stole it from the—from the eagles? From the lion? And before that—?” (Abbey, 1962: 33)

The data  above shows the grandfather’s anger to the government for damaging the nature. For him, a claim of owning nature-hills, river, mountain and farm- is a beginning of the nature destruction.


John Vogellin’s anger actually represents the author’s idea  that to keep is to let it be its way as genuine original. He also sees the desert as a part of wilderness and civilization. Wilderness is not a luxury but a necessity of the human spirit, and as vital to our lives as water and good bread. A civilization which destroys what little remains the wild, the spare, the original, is cutting itself off from its origins and betraying the principle of civilization itself], (Abbey, 1991: 192). And for him wilderness complements and completes civilization) (Abbey, 1962: 148). 

It should be noted that the description above shows on how fast urban Ameican civilization changes that humans are actually in the danger zone. This idea distinguishes Abbey from other  environmental contemporary activists who struggle to save the earth. On the other hand, for Abbey, the main concern is the sustainability of the growing human being in distress and alarming when natural and other wild creatures corrupted by greed and ignorance, which is called progress. 

In the perspective of ecocriticism,   the idea of maintaining the wild, jungle or desert originally so correlated linearly with the effort to prevent it from occurring pollutants civilization, one of which is the ownership of land that actually considered part of the wild. For proponents ecocriticism, especially among the New World environmentalism, sustainability requires no wild specifically land ownership and human presence in general. For the proponents of ecocriticism, especially among the New World environmentalism, sustainability requires no wild specifically land ownership and human presence in general. (Cameron, 2002)

For Vogellin, the effort in keeping the wilderness safe and genuine is conducted by setting up the independent self in order to narrow the possibility of selling the For  John Vagelin, efforts to preserve and originality the wild is to build self-reliance themselves so discouraging potential to sell their own farm or a field when the famine came or hit financial difficulties. Billy describes the independence of his grandfather’s  independence ,
In hard times, in desperate times, the cattle would even eat the prickly-pear cactus, sometimes helped by the rancher who went before them with a flame-thrower and burnt off the thorns. If this was not enough the rancher would have to buy feed. If he went broke buying feed he could then sell his stock and wait for rain and a better year. If the rain delayed too long he sold his ranch or let the banks take it away. The smaller the ranch the greater the risk, and my Grandfather Vogelin was of the few independent ranchers who somehow had survived the wheel of the drought and depression. He seldom broke even but he didn’t break (Abbey, 1962: 30)


The data implies that respect for the wild, such as desert, can not rely on things that are normative or rhetorical  things.  It needs some sort of seriousness and preparation, both tangible commitment and financial support.
Vogellin is one of the individuals who resists and struggles against the challenge by using power called independent. He is strong for resisting from the dry season and depression when many people would just sell their farms because the financial problem or let the debtor forecloses the farm for not able to pay the debt.
The respect for the environment for Vogellin is correlated wirh the absence of transaction- purchase and sale, indemnification and national surveillance. His ownership of the farm is an effort to respect the environment that it should not be sold  to any party and government. Though his right is taken by the military of American government, yet he still resists and stands on his commitment to keep the farm without falling into financial negotiation.

The captain, a handsome young man, paled a bit but did not lose his poise. “I’m very sorry, sir. This is Government property.”

“The hell it is,” he said. “This is my home. What are you doing out there?” He pointed to the dust billowing above the flats.

“We’ve been expecting you, Mr. Vogelin. That’s why I came to meet you. I’m sorry to have to be the one to tell you, sir, that we are under orders to round up your cattle and horses and take them off the land.”

“Those cattle are not for sale,” Vogelin said slowly, looking not at the captain but at the action out of the flats” (Abbey, 1962: 92)

In the eyes of  Billy,  Vogelin’s grandchild,  southwestern wild is an exit area of America as a utopia for today and the future. 

These mountains—they seemed at once both close and impossibly remote, and easy walk away and yet beyond the limits of the imagination. Between us lay the clear and empty wilderness of scattered mesquite trees and creosote shrubs and streambeds where water ran as seldom as the rain came down. Each summer for three year I had come to New Mexico; each time I gazed upon that moon dead-landscape and asked myself; what is out there? And each time I concluded: something is out there—maybe everything. To me a dessert looked like a form of Paradise. And it always will (Abbey, 1962: 2)

The data above describe that  Billy has been never bored of enjoying the wilderness in the past three years and it always brings curiosity. The readers are led to understand that the desert with its authenticity is really a paradise not only for humans but  also for all beings that leave on. It also makes the readers understand that desert genuinely is heaven, not only for humans but also for other creatures that live on. Desert as heaven means that it is eternal utopia. Regarding the concept of ecology, the New Mexico is said to be utopia, an area which is called “God country (Nelson, 97:2002)

Through the author’s experience, he believes the reduction of the New Mexico wilderness caused by the industrial influence. Abbey, for several years, worked as the park ranger in several American national parks and had commented on the progress of  the institution. In the second half of the twentieth century when the industrial tourism began, Abbey finally sees the consequence resulting from national park policy. This can be seen in a famous national park in the area of New Mexico, the Yosemite National Park. Abbey criticized Yosemite which emphasizes on the development of modernism and industrialization.

They provide the visitors with big camping site, comfortable station, modern washroom, electricity and visitor center. The national park has lost its enchantment because basically most enchantments are placed in its wild side, its hardship to access and even its dangerous aspects. It is great when people walk in the desert are welcomed by the greatness of the nature, while it is impossible for the people in the tourist car to replace or stimulate the natural feeling for being a part of the desert and only relying on themselves. 

Abbey suggests a change to the national park. He demands on continuation aspect and better protection by suggesting the prohibition of car use. Let the people walk. We have agreed not to drive our automobiles into cathedrals, concert halls, art museums and the other sanctums of our culture; we should treat our national parks with the same deference, for they, too, are holy places) [Abbey, 1991: 60]. Instead, he offers bicycles, horses and donkeys, not a free shuttle bus to ferry supplies to the camps. This plan involves a road that has been constructed without the need to build new roads in the National Park. He believes that people must free themselves from the paved streets and other businesses to explore the roads and hiking paths. There will also be more space for everyone because once people start running, not by driving, they occupy a much smaller space instead of occupying the narrow 
In Anak Bakumpai Terakhir,  Nurmalia  exposes two environmental exploitation in two aspects, are humans and nature. First human exploitation which is described through the robbery scene.

“Kita kayau mereka kalau kita lihat mereka,” si pendek mengacung-acungkan sabitnya. “Kalau mereka tak punya harta?” potong si jangkung. (Nurmalia, 2013: 128)

The data above explains how the robbers rob Aruna and Kai in the middle of their duty to save the forest. They need to protect the forest from the five robbers who have been the famous  talk around Dayak people. They work to rob people and get rid of anybody who block their way. What they do is human exploitation for their own benefit without leaving anything behind.

Second, the nature exploitation which is described in prolog chapter 2 about  the greedy individuals who conduct illegal procedure in building the oil palm farm. "Perkebunan kelapa sawit seluas sepuluh ribu hektar dibangun (Nurmalia, 2013:12)". Moreover, it is also stated in chapter 3, "area ini cocok untuk pertambangan emas. Pulau ini punya banyak seribu anak sungai. Jika di setiap titik kita bangun pertambangan emas, perusahaan kita akan kaya raya (Nurmalia, 2013:13)”.  This situation clearly harms the indigenous people of Kalimantan. Even though the company knows  that they would harm the people who live near by, but it is what they do not want to care about. As the result, the environment is contaminated and  the people are suffered form illness.

"Pembuatan bendungan atau kolam penampungan yang biasa disebut tailing dam banyak ditemukan di sini. Tetapi, masalahnya sama, lingkungan hidup tetap tercemar. Air dari endapan tailing yang tertampung dalam dam pada akhirnya mengalir ke sungai-sungai di sekitarnya. Logam berat dan senyawa kimia pun ikut masuk ke lingkungan(Nurmalia, 2013: 162)". 
The waste disposal is also damaged the plant. This plant is not only a victim. Rubbish also affects indigenous peoples land.
“Orang-orang suku yang berdiam di Sungai Barito telah tercemar. Tubuh kalian terkontaminasi racun seperti merkuri. Hal itu sedikit mempengaruhi perubahan genetika dan DNA pada diri kalian. Air yang orang-orang  Suku Bakumpai dan suku lain biasa pakai untuk minum dan untuk semua hajat hidupnya ternyata memang membawa dampak panjang bagi kesehatan masyarakat (Nurmalia, 2013:177)”.
It does  not only harm humans and plant, but also another aspect, such as

 stated in the chapter when whales go ashore, “ ...tidak hanya ikan-ikan paus ini yang terkontaminasi, tapi ikan-ikan kecil yang lainnya juga. Bahkan sebagian ikan yang hidup di dasar laut banyak yang mati. Sebagian yang lain mencari habitat baru” (Nurmalia, 2013:177). That is why, people need to realize what they gain after being tempted by money. Humans, culture and nature are at the dead lift. Plants and animals are contaminated. The environment is no longer good for living.

Anak Bakumpai Terakhir in the  context of contemporaray  shows  destructive implication   of the forestry industry in Kalimantan.  The presence of concessions, logging companies, and other industries not only flattening the forest away but also decreasing the opportunity of local citizen to explore the product of the forest. Dayak people feel that the company act like a single controller on the land that undoubtedly breaks the rule by doing illegal logging and seizing the natives rattan. The company and the government think that rattan is a part of wild plants but it is purposely planted by Dayak people in the used farm (Gunawan etc, 166)

In many districts of Kalimantan, the deforestation happens for the  transformation of forest to farm. Since 1997, almost 7 millions ha of the forest principally have been signed to be converted into farm. Despite of 6.8 millions ha have already been agreed to convert into farm development, the rest of 9 million ha are forwarded to be made as farm. Though without including 9 million ha, if the 6.8 million are really converted  into farm, that means Kalimantan  forest faces the serious destruction (Intip Hutan, 2013).  

Another source of destruction of Kalimantan forest is the coal mining. The mining project uses more than 1 billion ton of coal which are digged from globally significant valued area where the ethnic groups have lived on from generation to generations.

Despite of its contribution is globally important, Kalimantan technically is not protected well. The World Wildlife Fund (WWF), the institution which  support the initiative conservation works with the government in rising the continuous use of the land. A report from WWF was published on May 2014 saying that Kalimantan had lost ten percent of the forest since 2007. There are more mining and logging industry obtain their licenses on the area that is actually must be protected as national park and wild life ( Denton, 2014, the Jakarta Post)

Maruwai is 15 km way from two coal mining company; Asmin Koalindo Tuhup and Marunda Graha Mineral. These companies produce 19 million ton of coal in the past 10 years.  The Maruwai people- the genuine dayak who have lived for many years in the forest and the river of Kalimantan- now have to face the big expansion of the mining area when BHP Billito is preparing to operate their mining activity (Denton, et al)

According to Wahana Lingkungan Indonesia (walhi), beside the mining process would release carbon dioxide in a big amount, it also disrupts and contaminates  two systems of river, destroys thousand hectares of forest, affects the soil and other natural resources and potentially sets a conflict. The citizen says that the project has caused the conflict in Maruwai. Many people are forced to accept the payment from BHP Billiton. “we have to sell our land for rp 100 per square meter,” “if we do not sell it, the police will arrest us. This land is precious to us  that we inherit it from the ancestor and it actually had given us money for us” said Regina and Arayati (Denton, et al)

2.3. Indonesian and American Environmental Policy 

Legally speaking, Indonesia has serious environmental laws such as Law No. 41/1999 on Forestry, Law No. 32/2009 on Environmental Protection and Management and Law No. 18/2003 on Prevention and Eradication of Forest Destruction (Murdiyarso dalam "Insight: Merging environment and forestry ministries: Quo vadis?, 2014). Yet serious problems remain scattered when it comes to putting the laws into practice. For example, Indonesia’s Forest Law No. 18/2003 on Prevention and Eradication of Forest Destruction, ostensibly intended to protect the forests from organized crime and illegal logging, is instead being used to criminalize Indigenous Peoples and local communities (Gindroz  dalam The Jakarta Post, August  16, 2015)
Many have lived off and managed their lands and resources for generations. Few have the monetary resources necessary to defend these rights against powerful and sometimes corrupt interests that seek to control Indonesia’s forests. Civil society organizations and academics have called for this Law to be abrogated because of its impact on poor and marginal communities. The law is used as a weapon against poor people while the conglomerate heavily suspected to be involved in major forest plundering can still roam free.
Indonesia has lost 0.5 million hectares of forest every year for the last 10 years due to agricultural expansion, shifting cultivation, illegal logging and forest fires. As a result, three-quarters of our total CO2 emissions come from land use. Achieving the President’s goal will require the enacting of a balanced policy that curtails total emissions from land use, promotes job creation and encourages sustainable forestry. 

Indonesia has three contradictory laws pertaining to forest management—the 2004 Law on Regional Governance, the 2004 Law on Fiscal Balance and the 1999 Law on Forestry—which makes this difficult. These laws result in conflicting legal interpretations by forest communities, regional governments and the central government, which destroys the incentive to practice sustainable forest management and promotes illegal logging. Meanwhile, Presidential Instruction No. 4/2005, which calls on all relevant government agencies to more firmly enforce existing laws, has not been effective in bringing clarity.
In Indonesia, assorted multi-national companies (MNCs) have contributed greatly to the environmental degradation and deforestation in Asia-Pacific and South America. Sinar Mas and Raja Garuda Mas are examples of two of the largest pulp and mills producers (WWF, 2006). Both established holding companies, Asia Pulp and Paper Co. Ltd. (APP) and Asia Pacific Resources International, Ltd. (APRIL) respectively, and utilized Riau province as their main operation sites. It is estimated that some 170,000 hectares of natural forests in the province have been cleared for pulp and mills production. Ironically, this is continuing today, with elephant and tiger habitats being destroyed, and the land is left barren.

The latest accusation against these companies came not from just one environmental watchdog. Recently, Greenpeace released a report accusing APP of having destroyed carbon-rich peatlands. This allegation sparked a hard reaction from APP. According to ITS Global, an independent consultant which was assigned by APP to conduct a peer-reviewed audit, Greenpeace used false and misleading information to shatter its credibility.
In conclusion, a major challenge for this country today and tomorrow is to balance growth with environmental sustainability. Things get challenging now considering President Jokowi’s decision to combine the ministries of environment and forestry into one ministry, to be led by Siti Nurbaya, a politician with ample experience with regional and central governments.
Along with in the United States, it is important to know who governs environmental laws and policies, which include US Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) and National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA)-1969. US Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) is the governing body for major statues or laws, while National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA)-1969 establishes policies, set goals and facilitate the implementation of such policies. It requires federal agencies to assess environmental impact of implementing their major program (Work with NASA & Army).( Carroll. 2005)
The US has a lot of environmental legislation & regulations thus far, among others Clean Air Act (CAA)-1970, Safe Drinking Water Act (SDWA)-1974, Clean Water Act (CWA)-1977,  Resource Conservation & Recovery Act (RCRA) -1976,  Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation and Liability Act (CERCLA)-1980,  Federal Insecticide, Fungicide & Rodenticide Act (FIFRA) -1972, or Food Quality Protection Act (FQPA) -1996
Despite their variation, concerns about regulation are inevitable. Many are of the opinion that environmental laws in the US are structured so costs excessive compared to benefits, the tendency of command and control, the US Free Market Choice, uneven application of regulations, lack properly structured incentives, generate inefficiencies and duplicative (Federal, State, etc). 

In terms of legal guarantee, like it or not, the law enforcement deserves credit in the United States. In the United States, violations of environmental laws are generally civil offenses, resulting in monetary penalties and, perhaps, civil sanctions such as injunction. Many environmental laws also provide for criminal penalties for egregious violations. Environmental agencies often include separate enforcement offices, with duties including monitoring permitted activities, performing compliance inspections, issuing citations and prosecuting wrongdoing (civilly or criminally, depending on the violation). EPA's Office of Enforcement and Compliance Assurance is one such agency. Others, such as the United States Park Police, carry out more traditional law enforcement activities.

Adjudicatory proceedings for environmental violations are often handled by the agencies themselves under the structures of administrative law. In some cases, appeals are also handled internally (for example, EPA's Environmental Appeals Board). Generally, final agency determinations may subsequently be appealed to the appropriate court. 

CONCLUSION

Both literary works, Anak Bakumpai Terakhir written by Yuni Nurmalia and Fire on the Mountain have the same theme, namely  exploitation of the wilderness.

The relationship between  humans and nature in Anak Bakumpai Terakhir is very poor, because of taking over the forest  Kalimantan by companies run riot. The company do not care of forest conservation, they take the wood, they take over function of the forest, such as by mining  coal, and also gold. While the condition of the Bakumpai ethnic is worse. Even though the regulation made up by the government, but it does not decrease the problem in nature. The forest, the rivers and the sea surrounding  the middle and south Kalimantan have been very damaged that result the people are very ill. 

In Fire on the  Mountain, exploitation  of the wilderness happen because of government benefit. John Vogellin the main character is reflection of the author, Edward Abbey, struggling to maintain the beauty of the desert in New Mexico. Abbey is very concerned with principles to maintain the nature even thought  he is against for the interest of the government.
To maintain the well-balanced relationship between humans and nature we  people must have high awareness. The government as the authority have to be consistent to lead regulation that have been made.
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