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David provides us with two environmental instances in this essay, in the hope of enlightening more and more people to realize the complexity of ecosystem. As I am not qualified as a major in this special field, I would like to get some thoughts on general principles in making public policy. 
Generalizing the two instances, I think it reflects one environmental problem that emerges in two kinds of situation involving peoples’ activities. Obviously, the problem is the damage caused by invasive species, as the author said: ‘invasive species are believed to be a major cause of the loss of biodiversity worldwide’. That spotted knapweed spread profusely did harm to other plants, whereas the great skua lacking of fish as food became a big threat to other seabirds. When we turn to the cause of the phenomena, people’s activities should take the responsibility. Ironically, both the doings with social goals (economic or social, etc) and that with environmental goals (protect some species) lead to the same kind of problem. However, as the author indicates that we can ascribe all the reasons to the lack of an entirely knowledge of food chain or ecosystem in some level of scope, I’d like to elaborate it with two further thoughts according to the two instances.
In the first place, it is very necessary to enhance international collaboration in science. Though we may be too familiar with this kind of proposal, we are more likely to ignore what hindered this mainstream process. Out of political and economic pressure, both government and academe have kinds of worries about the international communication of science and technology. However, as globalization become to penetrate every aspect of people’s lives, any kind of lack of other side’s information would lead to severe results. Just like the first instance in this essay, soil organism differs from Asia to North America has been ignored. No matter that it is the hindrance in communication or just the ignorance of soil as a factor that accounts for the sequel, it reminds us of the importance of plenty comparison investigation, which needs enough cooperation between nations. Thus, as we considering public policy on environmental issue, the position we should take is on the long-run benefits of human-beings, not narrow national interests. With this position, we are more likely to make right policies to advance future cooperation among nations. 
Second, whatever measurement taken, for protecting environment or developing economy, we should take entirely investigation into relevant ecosystem at the same efforts. As what the author presents to us, the ecosystem is so complex that any change may not only result in direct result but also other influences. We have to admit human society’ development without respects for nature has already led to many bad effects. But we have to be more aware of the fact: People can not be that arrogant again in the belief that remedies can be succeed in light of people’s own reasoning. Nature has its own rules. We need to know more about it before we take actions. Just like the second instance, measurement on protecting fish caused seabirds decrease. We learn lessons from it that any policies should be made on basis of studies which need to be successive and adapt to changes in ecosystem. 
With the aim of this course on environment public policy, I get some thoughts from David’s essay that calls for more attention on the complexity of ecosystem. In sum, I find that a global vision, with more consideration of human-beings’ integrated benefits, and emphasis on successive studies of ecosystem should be in our mind when making policy.
