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Fig. 1 The dassical and no— classical explanation for the 3
Human— citivity — Geographical— environment realationship
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Fig.2 The dassical model of Human— activity — Geographical— environment system
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Fig.3 The no— dassical model of Human— activity — Geographical— environment system
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HUMAN—ACTIVITY — GEOGRAPHICAL— ENVIRONMENT RELATIONSHIP,
ITS SYSTEM AND ITS REGIONAL SYSTEM

YANG Qing— shan Mei Lin
(Department of Geography, Northeast Nomal University, Changchun 130024, Jilin, China)

Abstract: This paper starts fiom the concept that Human— activity —Geographical— environemnt relationship belongs to the broad
sense biology, consulting biologic model, and considers that the classical explanation for the Human— adivity —Geographical —
environment relationship concept (the relationship between human activity and natural geographical envionment) and no— classi-

cal explanation (the relationship between human activity. and hroad sense geographical environment), it is not“yes” o1 no”,prob—
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Fig. 4 The co— ordinate effect of human activity
lem. The differences are their different operation means. The classical model of Human— activity —Geographical — environment
system is mainly suited to comprehending development of Human— activity — Geographical —envionment relationship based on
long tem scale, othewises the no— classical model is more suited to the middle or shoit term scale. Based on the above, the
paper deeply inquires into the concepts of Human — activity — Geographical — environemnt regional system and its developing
charaderistics, and defining the later as opening, human, developing and coordinating characteristics.
Key words: Human— activity — Geographical — environment relationship; Human— activity — Geographical —envilonment rela-

tionship system; Human— activity —Geographical — environment regional system
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