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ABSTRACT

Research activities, public meet;ngs, and cxtzzen
input leading up to the develoPment and writing of a state plan for
environmental education in Michigan are reviewed in this essay. A
general swmmary of the plan itself indicates values underlying
planning activities, signals current problems and efforts, tells how
the plan was developed, and details goals and priorities. In
addition, the plan lists recommendations, identifies constraints to
fulfilling recommendations, and suggests ways €o overcome the
constraints, It also lists guidelines for distributing and evaluating
its proposals and provides a glossary to define general terms,
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Coula it really bee=that millions of people-coald become
‘interested enough in-local environmental problems to spend

Saturday aftefnoons solvzna them? ° - T

- -

L, Geverncr W1111am G,-ﬁillxken's Task Force on’ EnV1ronmental "
; . .Education, which wrote, Michigan's Environmental Future: .A Master "5
- e " 7 Plan for Envlranmental Education, says "Yes." Michigan,. first. to " 2
- pass a state bnvironmental Protection Act in 1970,—has done it .. 3
. .again, With the 3551s+ance of a planning grant from the United e
States Office of Education, the Governorts Tdsk Forck has written e
- an environmental education plan in a unique way, unprecedented ‘
. anyuwhere,. . . . -
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o« ,-"Ba51c to the solution of our environmental problems is
3 our understanding of environmental relatlonshlps, We can help
~ create this understandlna by establishing a .program for envirene . :
* * mental education ... . ," skated Governor Milliken 1n'hls 1971 ST

-Message to.the Legislature on-the Environment,-
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How was the plan written? "At the request of citizen

‘groups, the .Governor appointed 19 people with a variety of = | .

. backgrounds to write a plan," reports William B, Stapp, Professor

of Environmental Education at the University of Mlchlgan and :

* Chairman of the.Governor' ¥ Task Force. ‘ o .
. The members of the Governor's Task Force outlined two

choicés for wrltlng a’ state plan. They could write it themselves, - ro-

and then sponsor hearings for public reaction (the approach taken s 4t

by most government groups), or they could hold public meetlngs

before wrltlnq the first draft.

“
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"But we're the people who are served by the plan,"
proclaimed prominent citizen activists, "and we're the people who
will have to.pay for the plan, and carry it out." Agreeing with
the citizens, the Task Force chose to meet with the publie-first.
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A public meeting was held in each mijor region of the state.
Each meeting consisted of small group discussions which were taped
for later review by the Task Force. Each small group also
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s subm;ttéd a wrlttpn summary of its discussion to pe considered
at-later regional” mectings. ‘he-goal wa3 to continue to build
citizen input into the plan. "The quality of "input was hich,"

. commented Dra Stapp, "and manv new iteas were offerec to the .
Task Force," o .
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"I heard aDOut*hne meeting on the radio," reported a
g Detr01t teacher, Mand 1 went to find out what environmental
-} - cducatxon wasg Other ieachers had been Lalﬁlﬁq about iLt. And’ -

- I was curleus.' 1. tnGUﬂht I would have to sit in the corner of
£ ' —a-Crowded room and hear experts read’ long papers.: I was WEONG s
] Instead, .1 -found myself hav1nq coffee with other pecople like me
- : %nabankérs, teachers,- businessmcn, steel wcr&erg, and, studénts. .
L A "I ‘really got . involved," she. ?eqtin@eg. “They were

aﬁklng me queatlon apout my prablemss I "had sa*ma”; to say T
.tHat time went fastam=the -all=day mecting eemeﬁ to édSL‘dlﬂhtES@
- I was glad it was Saturday so I .could at ténd. Everypody seenmed
". ° to have._some of the same pr@blems-anven the *man’ from indusiry. *
ie told the Task Force aboul thiem, ana suggested -ways to solve
them o
: Between the four reqxonal mea*zna# “the Task Force® .
. . received other ideas by rail, further rpaeﬁrghed the stale¥s- -7-
néeds, and wrote criteria for evaluating ideas, . ° .

= B -~ 3 .. . . =
=

: - < Six months before the ubllc meetlnqs, the Tasx Force

’ had gleaned broad goals for envvranmentar educatlcn from the £
profes 51cna1 llterdtu e and experts in tha field. The goals
were ccmplled and added to a GU@st;onna;r@--malleé t6=600
people across the svate--tg assess the status of environmenktal
education in Michigan. At the regional meetings, the partici-
pants refined these qgoals,

Results from the meetlnqs ana quwutlcnnalres were atUdlEd
and the plan's first draft was wr:tten. The draft was then
‘"mailed to everyone who ‘attended the mectings or who corresponded
with the Task Porce. Bveryone was then invited to attend

- another wiaely publzclznd statewite conference where the draft’
would again be reviewnd by small groups. = . . *
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ﬁﬁtouahou* the months following this {inal public meeting,
many subsequent drafitd vere written and rewritten to make the
plan fit the state's neceds precisely. Special meetings were also
held to refine sections aimed dt specific groupse
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Before the plan was presented to the Governor, the public
wdas again invited to review a final draft, Cop.les wnre deposited
in state libraries Personal invitations to review the draft
were sent to ever e who contacted the Task. Forcey or attended

relatea activities the state. Meanwhile, 150 professional
educators and plann®s received the.draft and were asked to
comment. A consensus plan resulted-and was submitted to_the - .

Governor in January, 1973,
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J “The development of the plan followed a specific sequence;
. _~. Task Force appointed, guestionnaire$ mailed, four recional
meetings-held, first drafzc writien, -statewide confercnce held,
. draft rewritten, draft reviewed by the general pubiic and -
, " professional consultants, final plan writter, plan sunmitted Lo
s - Governor, and budgetary requestsy made. ’
- What does the plan include? . "The bas ¢ premise on winich'
. the plan is buill concerns the broad nature ot education in our
3 o nggéty," ogbserved Don Albredht, = univorsity student and Task
: arce member. "The plan poinits out that no one in the state
v . escapes environmental education. Watching televisior you sec
Sk S " commercials and programs thdt'relate té cavironmential®values.
- School children and college stugents learn-through activitivs.
. . in and.out of -the classrooms..- They learﬁ-gnvieanﬁéntal«valges, .
- ' by watching what others do, And they learn from' examples set
P by teachers, parents, and community leader&." --= - - Y
3 - . C e e . <, s ) :
-More specifically,-however, thg;gﬁan asks: . Bxactly wnat
-are people learning? ~What envirconmental knowledge do they necd?
: ) Where can they get it? tHow can they organize themselvés to- use *
£ ., this knowledge to help solve communily problems? Co e .
A§ . "To begin to answer thnese gquésiions,” reports Dr. Staepp,
2 i "the Task Force identified nine cbjectives." They were: g
f%’%-sg ) - é"“ ’-‘ . k4 .
¢ - " ] .l. To develop a rationale for.having a plan.
Y o e .
¢ X ) "2+  To.develoga way for citizens, individually. or :
1. collectively, to arffect planning efforts,
t 3o To assess current environmental cducation efferts
! in Michiqgan,
: 4. To specify environmental-giducation goals for Michigan,.
i ) o 5« To organize thne state's cofforts in working toward
5 ) - envirofmental ‘education qoals.
1
b ) " 64 To maka fedommenﬁatﬁpns‘tb appropriate greoups in
{ e order to determine and initiate actions which will
: -7 *lead té environmental cducation goals.
$ i
H ~ . - . -y
i . 7. To identify and rank environmental . education
Z ~ priorities for requesting and allocating Michigan's
s . o m .
£ ' .« current and future environmental education resources.
8e . To desiqgn ways to evaluale the long=range effectivoe
- T ness of state environmental educaticn planning efforts,
- ‘ 9. To write a planning report and design strategies to
. encourage -the adoptioen of its recommendations,

1




~" ~‘Statewide long~-term goals, in- the-words of the plan, :
are "to develop in each Michigan citizen (a) an awareness,
understanding, and concern for the environment with its
associated préblems, and (b) the knowledge, skill, motivation, .
and commitment to work toward solutions to these current and

3

projected problems." . _ _ _ K

- The scope of the educational process in America is not
confinéd to elementary and :.secondary-schools. It includes
"non—formal* “educational media, such as radi®, television) °
the press, indusfkiég bulletins, professional journals,

K nggglgtgerg, advertising, conversation, and personal example,

R For this reason, the first impression one gets from w
~ reaging  the -report is its completeness, - There are specific - -

- recommendations for agriculturey-business and industry, citizen -
organizations, .elementary and’ secondary schools, government,
higher education, individual citizens, labor, mass communication, -
-professienal and trade associations, religious organdizations, and .
youth organizations. " The plan first addresses all groups, then.
speaks to each group separately, \ oL .

>
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" The plan aims to coordinate the environmental communi-

. cation, education, and information programs of all individuals .-
and .organizations in the state. Only when we begin to fit the
parts of society back together will we get insight into the way
the world works, and begin to solve problems.

* 'A second impression one gets while reading the plan
concerns learning how to solve problems, not only now, but
alse in the future, '"Envircnmenta; education," Dr, Stapp °
emphasizes, "focuses on problem-solving techniques aimed at
rea} problems in the local community.as they are felt today,
or are anticipated in the future." Governor Milliken stressed
the importance of not only looking at today, but also looking
ahead: MIn short, wi must ‘begin to.look systematically into

“the future or we will forever grope with the crises of the.
moment.” ‘The plan is longe~range, :

"
v
-

3
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Most such plans are shorterange, They are limited to ’
removing the visible symptoms of the environmental crisis and
fail to give people the know=how to’ prevent yet unknown problems.
Michigan's plan stretches from the now to the yet unknowns.

Another thought generated by the plan is its sensitivity
to-thanging needs. "Structured into the plan is on=going public
evaluation through a Citizens Advisory Board which meets monthly,"
reports Dr, Stapp. "Also included is the requircment that a .
revised edition of the plan be published every five years,"

Each new edition will be subjected to the same public review
process used for the original plan. The five year planning
cycle allows time for systematic research on changing attitudes
and needs. With such flexibility built in, the plan is
sensitive to change.
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The priorities for distributinq Michigan's environmental
résodurces are spelled out in detail ,in the plan, but they are
‘designed to change with changing needs and resources. “According
toc . Dr. atapp,b“rhe present™priorities arc aimed at groups with
the-greatest immediate heeds for environmental education benefits:
the groups who suffer most froum environmental blight and who are-
the. least organized to solve the problems they endure."
Mlch;gan's priorities are based on people's information-needs,
not cn a reglvn's gh251ca needs, although the two are usually
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cifizens generated 102 specific recommendations for actions
Most are intended to be completed voTuntarily and cooperatively
by~ prlvate and publiic groups,, a:ganxzatlons, or individuals, .
State authorization is needed_to ;mpIement only a few of the
key recommendatlans. )

What are the’ key recommendations of the plan? chhlgan's

B
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Two prxnc;pal reccmmendatlcna are that. the Governor .
est&blaSh in his office a-State Envzrcnmental Education Council
and a Citizens Advisory Board, to centralize -and coordinate. .
pregrams in cooperation w1tn\tae State Department of Education,.
The” State Council ‘would also <oordinate propgeans outside the
current activities of the Department of Education, such as the
environmental lnfq:matlon programs of 1ndustry.

?
2

In aummary, Michigan's new stste plan spells out the
values underlying planning activitics, signals current problems
and efforts, tells honvthe plan was developced, and details
goals and prlorltIQS} * The plan also lists recommendatlons,
identifies constraints to fultalllng reécommendations, and _,
stiggests ways to overcome the constraints. And the plan lists
guidelines for distributing and evaluating its proposals and
provides a glossary to define general terms,

=
r

. How can other states beqgi— to develop a plan? - Other
states writing a new plan, or up-dating their old plans, may
obftain a copy of Michigan's tnvironmental Future: A Master
Plan for Fnvironmental Educat:on from the IExecutive Office of
the Governor (Capitol Building, Lansing, ‘Michigan 48903),
Assistance and information may also be obtained from the
Office. of Environmental Educatien (U.S: Office of Education,
400 Maryland Ave., S.W., Washington, D.C. 20202),

+

Michigan's plan is bold. Its implications .are farereaching,.
The Task Force is convinced that only through an environmentally
literate citizenry can a healthy Michigan environmeéent be attained
and mainta.ned, and that children and adults alike can only be  as
healthy as the environment permits,

-

E

-

vl ot o JE




P

=

ik
-

a2

»

e et a8 ATy AP

-

#

£y

SN P

LS R DY R < Ao
B

ERIC

WA v vext provided oy eric:

E ~

- B - 6 -
:ﬁ ’ . ‘ ‘ - K ®
*Phink ©of -the environment of the State of Michigan as a
huge clas srocm,ﬁ says Dr, Stapp, "and think &t every citizen and
organization as learners cengaged in critical thinking about what

has to happen if we are going to

What-we are into here is a statewide an1ronmentﬁ1 encountoer.

It is much broader ifi“scope and has a 1cnqer tlmo-épan,;hdn the

encounter projects that- individual teachers and students can .
design within schools, but that is the only difference. '

Educational mlnl-encounteré conducted in- conjunctlon with

- ¢lasswork develop youngster prepared for real maxl-enccunLers

of the kind now facing all Michigan citizens, Once enough
educators, citiZenEj legislators, and agency off icials make

suddenly realize how .much .is -yet to be done.

* this connection b@tweeﬁ aducational, envirunmental, and e
gevernmental, issues, we can solve the problems that are now
Jowerlng the quallty of our envzronment‘

.

*

Listening to Chairman Stapp and the Task Foree, you :

You know you're on -the lnadlna ecae of an 1dea of tremendouo o
szgnxflcance.- T . : . o

‘Lansing, Michigan . -
. May, 1973
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You feel importa t.

solve our ‘envirocnmental prcﬂlemg.

I think it can fe ébﬂéi
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