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Abstract

This research was commissioned by the U.S. Department of State Office of Overseas Schools
and was designed to determine the status of environmental education in private American and
international elementary schools throughout Latin America and the Caribbean. The study
population consisted of all S0 dues-paying member schools in the Association of American
Schools of Central America, Colombia-Caribbean and Mexico (also known as the Tri-
Association). Members include 17 schools in Mexico, eight schools in Colombia, four schools
each in Costa Rica, Guatemala, and the Dominican Republic, three schools in Jamaica, two
schools each in El Salvador, Honduras, and Venezuela, and one school each in Nicaragua, Haiti,
Ecuador, and Panama. Results of the survey indicated that even in the best situations throughout
Latin America, EE is being hindered by lack of available quality regional environmental education
curricula, lack of access to teaching materials, and widespread teacher misconceptions about EE
infusion. The findings of this study strongly support the need for quality regional EE curriculum
development and ongoing teacher training in Latin American Schools. Studies involving K-6
teachers in the United States yielded similar results. Teachers' perceptions of important
environmental issues differed from what the community and students considered important, but
these teacher perceptions were all compatible with the EE goals and objectives set forth by the

United National Environmental Programme (UNEP).
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Introduction

In recent years, a great deal of research has focused on determining the status of environmental
education in public elementary, middle, and secondary schools in industrialized (developed) nations,
particularly in the United States, Canada, and the United Kingdom. Unfortunately, although
environmental education has been a topic of focus in formal educational systems of developed countries
for at least 25 years, developing countries throughout Asia, Africa, and Latin America have only recently
begun to incorporate environmental education into their formal education programs.

Most efforts aimed at incorporating environmental education into K-12 schools, in Latin America in
particular, have been the direct result of government mandates to include environmental education in
schools or have developed as a result of administrator or faculty interests in environmental education at
individual schools. Unfortunately, due to a variety of limiting factors, including lack of a functioning
infrastructure for coordination and administration of public school systems, funding, facilities, and
materials shortages, limited public school teacher certification requirements, and lack of compulsory
education requirements for children, public schools in Latin America are not presently a viable avenue for
systematically exposing young people to comprehensive environmental education programs.

Although the outlook for environmental education in public schools in Latin America is grim at
present, the ever-growing private school network in Latin America represents a hopeful alternative.
During the past 10 years, the number of private K-12 schools in urban centers in Latin America has
skyrocketed. Although many of these schools were originally established to provide children of foreign
nationals with access to internationally accredited educational institutions, the percentage of native

resident children attending these schools has increased significantly. In fact, throughout Mexico, Central
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America, South America, and the Caribbean, the vast majority of students attending American,' British,
German, and other international private schools are native residents. From an environmental education
perspective, this particular population of native resident students is an especially important target group.
The native resident children attending these schools are generally the sons and daughters of wealthy -
and/or influential government, business, industry and community leaders. The parents of these children
highly value a quality education and a large percentage of these children pursue college degrees and
become future government, business, and industry leaders in their home countries. Exposing this target
group to comprehensive environmental education programs during the formative elementary, middle, and
high school years could significantly influence the types of important political, economic, and business
decisions these future leaders make regarding the environment.

In the early 1990s, American government agencies, such as the United States Department of State,
and numerous American-based businesses with interests in Latin America, including General Electric,
General Motors, IBM Corporation, and the Coca-Cola Company, expressed an interest in developing a
comprehensive environmental education program for private international and American schools
throughout the region. With cooperation and grant-funding from the Overseas Schools Advisory
Council, the U.S. Office of Overseas Schools, and the Association of American Schools of Central
America, Colombia, the Caribbean and Mexico, a study was commissioned to determiné the current
status of environmental education in private schools in Latin America. This paper summarizes the
results and implications of that study at the elementary (K-6) level. Results of the study were used to

guide the development, dissemination, and implementation of a new environmental education curriculum
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for private Latin American schools. The curriculum is available in both Spanish and English versions and
is now being distributed to interested public schools throughout the region as well.

History of the international environmental education movement

During the 1960s, a plethora of newsworthy and highly visible environmental problems, including air
pollution, water pollution, toxic waste dumping, and species endangerment set the stage for the
emergence of the “environmental” movement in the early 1970s. This phenomenon not only attracted the
attention of citizens in the United States, Canada, and Europe, but for the first time, we began to grasp
the notion that environmental problems transcended political boundaries and truly represented global
concerns. At the United Nations Conference on the Human Environment in Stockholm in 1972,
delegates from around the world made many recommendations for solving the world’s growing
environmental problems. One of the proposed solutions was the establishment of an international
program in environmental education (UNESCQO, 1977). During this conference, the United National
Environmental Programme (UNEP) was established to serve as a coordinating body for leadership and
direction regarding environmental initiatives at the international level (UNEP, 1975). Recommendation
#96 called for “the development of environmental education as one of the most critical elements in an all-
out attack on the world’s environmental crises.” It further indicated that environmental education should
be “broad-based and strongly related to the basic principles outlined in the United Nations Declaration on
the new International Economic Order” (UNEP, 1975).

In 1975, the United Nations Educational, Scientific, and Cultural Organization (UNESCQ) launched

the International Environmental Education Program (IEEP) that now functions to carry out UNEP’s

work in the field. (WRI, IUCN, UNEP, FAO, UNESCO 1992). The following year, UNESCO
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sponsored an international workshop in Belgrade with 65 nations attending to review 15 trend papers in
environmental education and to draft a comprehensive report containing guidelines for environmental
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education programs. This workshop was followed by six regional seminars from which
regional policies for environmental education were to be adopted. Latin America (including Mexico,
Central America, South America, and the Caribbean) constituted one of these six regions. In 1977, an
intergovernmental conference on environmental education in Tbilisi met with 340 delegates from the 65
nations and approved an environmental education definition, aims and goals. This declaration has served
as a guide for the development and implementation of international environmental education programs for
the past 20 years, and was reaffirmed and changed slightly in a 1987 meeting of the delegation
(UNESCO, 1992). A major component of this declaration indicated the need to develop national
environmental education policies and appropriate curricula and teaching materials to implement such
policies (UNESCO, 1977).

In 1992 the book, Global Diversity Strategies_was published by the World Resources Council, The
World Conservation Union (IUCN), and the United Nations Environment Programme in consultation
with the Food and Agriculture Organization (FAQ) and UNESCO to set up guidelines for conserving
biodiversity. One of the objectives was written as: Increase appreciation and awareness of biodiversity’
values and importance. Three actions were suggested as part of this objective: Action 72: “Build
Awareness of the importance and values of biodiversity into popular culture,” Action 73: “Use the
formal education system to increase awareness about biodiversity and the need for its conservation” and
Action 74: “Integrate biodiversity concerns into education outside of the classroom”. (WRI, IUCN,

UNEP, FAO, UNESCO, 1992)
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Clearly there is a mandate from several organizations under the auspices of the United Nations for
countries to educate their young citizens in environmental education and to do so through the
development of quality curricula and teaching materials.
mandates and calls have been unheeded in developing regions of the world, such as Latin America.
Research to accompany these mandates is not reflected in the literature. In reviewing UNESCO-
sponsored documents and publications for the years 1994 and 1995, most education publications centered
around equity for gender and class, educational management, population growth, employment,
educational quality, relevance, and equal access, (UNESCQO, 1994). During 1995, three publications
dealing with teachers' continuing education and training were written in Sri Lanka, Pakistan, and Nigeria,
but none about Latin America. (UNESCO, 1995). Currently published research papers about the status
of EE in Latin America are limited. To celebrate the 20® anniversary of the Tbilisi Doctrine and to
promote education for sustainability, an international conference was held in Thessaloniki, Greece in
December of 1997. The result of the conference was the Thessaloniki Declaration, which set the stage
for education for sustainability and all but eliminated the term environmental education (Knapp, 2000).
The document listed actions to promote education for sustainability such as: creating action plans for
formal education, funneling more money into public education, and changing and improving the way that
teachers are trained (Knapp, 2000). This doctrine further justifies the need for more environmental
education research and development activities in developing regions of the world, including Latin

America.
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Summary of Environmental Education Research in Latin America and the Caribbean

One barrier causing delayed development of environmental education in developing countries
is the attempt to transfer environmental education models from the United States and implement
them elsewhere. But, this does not work in Latin American schools because teachers generally
have no more than a high school education, drop out rates are high, teachers do not always have
the luxury of teaching just one grade level at a time, and many rural schools lack the needed
supplies to implement EE activities (Ham & Castillo, 1990).

Based on a 1994 study of environmental education in the school systems of Latin America and
the Caribbean, acceptance and growth of formal environmental education were indicated by two
points: 1) nine of the 15 countries involved in the study included a definition of environmental
education in their curricula, and 2) the same number of countries either have, or are in the process
of producing, a national environmental education plan. Although nine of the countries have a
definition of EE that is similar to the one used as a guideline in the study “education that focuses
on establishing a bridge between the natural and the social sciences, with an emphasis on teaching
the environmental values, skills, and behaviors needed to create active and aware citizens” in
practice most of the countries have tended to equate traditional natural science instruction with
the teaching of environmental education. There is a definite lack of consolidation among
curriculum developers, teachers, and resource materials. The instructional
materials available for EE in Latin America and the Caribbean are of high quality, but the
countries have no mechanisms for exchanging these materials (Arias-La Forgia, 1994). This study

also found that most teachers in Latin America and the Caribbean do not receive any training in
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environmental education. In the countries that do teach about the environment, teachers use
active methods. Most school-based environmental education programs in these countries are run
by non-governmental organizations (Arias-La Forgia, 1994).

Regarding the Caribbean specifically, environmental education is not a high priority. In a
comprehensive study of Caribbean National environmental action plans, (NAEPS) Bynoe and
Hale (1997) found that although, their governments recognize the importance of environmental
education as a mechanism to achieve environmental protection, the environmental education
policies that have been proposed have not been implemented. These countries face much
environmental destruction due to their economic activities, which rely on the use of their natural
resources. They are also under development pressure as a means to alleviate some of their
poverty. To move towards a more sustainable use of natural resources, regional environmental
action plans are needed, but Caribbean governments have not implemented any resources
management plans. Neither environmental issues nor environmental education are being
considered in the policy making process. The people of the Caribbean demonstrate very low
levels of environmental knowledge and what factors interact to create environmental problems.
Any EE that does exist is supported by non-governmental organizations, and thus, is unorganized.

The implementation of EE in the Caribbean has faced barriers similar to those reported by U.S.
teachers (Ham & Sewing, 1998) such as: lack of training, resources and materials, funding, and
the low priority given to EE. The countries of the Caribbean have created National

Environmental Action Plans to promote environmental awareness. Most of the action plans



EE Latin America 10
studied did have provisions for public environmental awareness and for formal and non-formal EE
teaching, but no country has a budget for the implementation of environmental education. Five of
the eight countries studied included provisions for EE teacher training in their action plar
few mentioned links between environmental education and economic or political issues. In only
two countries is there a single agency in charge of environmental education.

The results of Bynoe and Hale’s analysis indicate that the countries of the Caribbean have not
as of yet taken EE seriously in their National Environmental Action Plans. Caribbean
governments realize the importance of environmental education in environmental protection, but
have yet to make the necessary provisions to implement EE policies. To combat these problems
in EE in the Caribbean, environmental education needs to be ranked as a high priority by policy
makers, which will then allow for an EE budget and the necessary legislation to begin
implementing the EE policies that are in place (Bynoe & Hale, 1997).

Justification of the Study

Environmental education curriculum development and implementation has never been more urgent in
Latin America. This region of the world is economically underdeveloped, with a human population
growth rate of 3.0% per year, and a large proportion of its population is under 15 years of age. During
the past decade, the human population in Latin American countries has increased significantly.
Currently, four of the 10 largest cities in the world (each with more than 10 million residents) are in Latin
America (Marshall, 1993) and in the decade to come, three billion young people (mostly in developing
countries) will enter their reproductive years. More than 90% of the projected increase in the world’s

population in the next 30 years will take place in developing countries in Africa, Asia, and Latin America
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(Kidron & Segal, 1991). Between now and the year 2025, the population in these areas will increase by
about three billion people while only 166 million people will be added to the populations of developed
regions of the world such as the U.S., Europe, and Canada. The people of Latin America suffer from
numerous resource and economic inequities. Ironically, developing regions of the world like Latin
America contain the greatest diversity of flora and fauna and contain many of the last intact remnants of
unique and fragile ecosystems including tropical rainforests, coral reefs, sea grass beds, and mangrove
forests. These ecosystems are particularly vulnerable to development pressures associated with projected
human population growth. Therefore, environmental education programs must be developed and
targeted for use in areas facing the greatest population growth and corresponding environmental
degradation.

Although the proliferation of environmental education programs in X-12 schools in developed
countries is a positive step in the right direction, more comprehensive environmental education programs
must be developed and targeted for use in areas with the greatest proportion of population growth and
corresponding environmental degradation (i.e. developing countries). To make sure such programs are
successful, it is important to first conduct a needs assessment and survey stakeholders such as teachers,
students, and parents. Results of this preliminary research can be used to identify limitations, concerns,
barriers, and interests of those who will actually use the curriculum, thus ensuring that the resulting

program will actually be implemented as intended.

12
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Methods
Study Sample
In order to determine the factors affecting the status of environmental education in private schools in
Latin America, a survey was developed and mailed to a representative group of American and
international schools in the region. The study population consisted of all 50 dues-paying member schools
in the Association of American Schools of Central America, Colombia-Caribbean and Mexico (also
known as the Tri-Association). Members include 17 schools in Mexico, eight schools in Colombia, four
schools each in Costa Rica, Guatemala, and the Dominican Republic, three schools in Jamaica, two
schools each in El Salvador, Honduras, and Venezuela, and one school each in Nicaragua, Haiti,
Ecuador, and Panama. About half of these schools are “American” schools using U.S.-based curricula
and the other half are “international” schools with no tie to a specific developed country’s curriculum. A
survey and cover letter was mailed to the director of each school. School directors were asked to
distribute the surveys to all of their teachers and submit a collated summary of mean responses. Data
were analyzed using schools (not individual teachers) as the unit of analysis. Schools were given six
weeks to respond to the survey. Thirty-six of the schools completed the survey (a 72% response rate).
Study Instrument
The survey consisted of both fixed response and open-ended items. The first part contained 19

multiple choice items focusing on aspects such as the amount of time spent on environmental education,
the subjects in which environmental education is addressed, places for EE infusion, teacher comfort
levels with EE, teacher training in EE, and perceptions regarding the quality of EE teaching and existing
school-based environmental education programs, resources, and materials. The second part contained

three open-ended items focusing on teacher, student, and community perceptions regarding the most
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important environmental issues. Respondents were invited to include additional written comments as
well.

Results

Teacher Turnover

Since teacher turnover is a major issue in both public and private schools in Latin America, the first
item on the survey asked about the average length of time elementary teachers stay at each school.
About one third of the teachers in these schools (34%) stay 4-6 years while slightly fewer (31.5%) stay 2-
4 years. Only about one-fourth (24%) of teachers stay more than six years and 10.5% stay less than two
years. It is important to note that the most highly educated teachers, especially those from the United
States, Canada and other developed countries, stay four years or less while the vast majority of local-hire
teachers stay six years or longer.
Time Spent on Environmental Education

Since the expectations and activities vary so greatly between primary (Grades K-2) and elementary
(Grades 3-6) classes in overseas schools, questions regarding the amount of time spent on EE were
divided for these two groups. Each group first indicated the average amount of time currently spent on
EE at their school each week and then indicated how much time they thought should be spent on EE at

their school each week. Results for these items are included in Figures 1 and 2.
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Figure 1: Actual and Ideal Time Spent on EE each week Grades K-2
(Percent of respondents choosing each response)
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Figure 2: Actual and Ideal Time Spent on EE each week Grades 3-6
(Percent of respondents choosing each response)
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In both grade level groups, more than one third of the schools responding spend less than 30 minutes
on environmental education each week. The most common actual time allotment for EE in both grade
level groups is 30 to 60 minutes cach week. This translates into one to two “lessons” per week, a
relatively small amount of time given the fact that the typical elementary school student week consists of
approximately 1500 minutes of instructional time. As expected, both grade level groups think more time

should be spent on EE than is currently being spent and all respondents think EE should be addressed at

least 30-60 minutes per week. It is also encouraging to note that a significant number of respondents
think EE should be addressed more than 90 minutes each week.
Length of Environmental Education Lessons

Respondents were also asked what they thought was the ideal length of an elementary level
environmental education “lesson.” The majority (67%) thought lessons should be 30-45 minutes long,
while another 17% thought 45-60 minutes was optimum. Only a few (8%) thought lessons should be
longer than 60 minutes and another 8% thought lessons should be less than 30 minutes. Several surveys
contained additional written comments regarding this question, indicating that time allotments should
increase with higher grade levels. A few teachers also commented that environmental education should
be continuous and embedded in other lessons, thus making it difficult to specify an actual time limit.
Based on the results of this survey, it appears that most elementary students in private Latin American
schools experience at least one complete 30-45 minute environmental education “lesson” each week.
Quality of Existing Environmental Education Prog;ams

Respondents were asked to indicate their perceptions regarding the quality of elementary level

environmental education currently occurring at their schools. Response choices ranged from poor to
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exceptional. More than one third (36%) believe it is poor, another third (31%) believe it is adequate,
one-fourth (25%) believe it is good and only 8% believe it is exceptional. Additional questions asked
respondents to indicate their perceptions regarding specific aspects of their school’s environmental
education program, including access to high quality EE curricula and teaching resources, the quality of
EE library and audiovisual materials at their schools, and the availability of natural outdoor instructional
areas at their schools. Responses to these items are summarized in Tables 1 and 2.

Table 1. Quality and Availability of EE Teaching Resources
(Percent of respondents choosing each response)

Response Choice

Category

Poor Adequate Good Excellent
Curricula 42% 30% 25% 3%
AV/Library Materials  28% 42% 25% 5%

Table 2. Quality and Availability of Natural Qutdoor Instructional Areas
(Percent of respondents choosing each response)

Response Choice
None Minimal Adequate Excellent
Outdoor Nature Areas 25% 39% 0% 36%

These responses indicate that very few teachers are pleased with the quality of EE curricula and library
and audiovisual materials available to them. Respondents do feel more positive about the quality
of audiovisual and library materials than they do about their access to quality EE curriculum resources. It
is distressing to note that almost half of the respondents believe they have poor access to quality EE

curricula. Obviously, it is difficult to develop effective school-based EE programs without a solid base
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of exemplary curriculum resources. Responses to the question about outdoor instructional areas are also
troubling. One-fourth of the schools in this survey have no access to outdoor natural areas for EE
instruction, but it is encouraging to note that more than one third of the schools in the survey do have
access to quality outdoor instructional areas. Written comments included by respondents indicate that
schools in highly urbanized areas, such as Mexico City and Bogota, Colombia have much less access to
outdoor nature areas than schools in smaller cities and less developed areas, such as Durango, Mexico
and Mandeville, Jamaica.

An additional question asked teachers to indicate how useful they thought a regional elementary level
EE curriculum would be. An overwhelming 83% of respondents thought such a curriculum would be of
great use, 11% felt it would be fairly useful, and 6% felt it would be of some use. No schools felt a
regional EE curriculum was not needed. When asked what language they thought the curriculum should
be written in, 58% wanted it in both Spanish and English, 36% wanted it in English, and 6% wanted it in
Spanish only. It is important to note that English is the language of instruction in most American and
international schools overseas, since students eventually hope to attend English-speaking universities in
developed countries upon graduation.

Grade Levels and Subjects Including Environmental Education

The next set of survey questions asked respondents to indicate what subjects at their schools currently
include EE and what grade levels they thought should include at least some EE. Respondents
were also asked whether they thought EE should be integrated across several different subjects or
presented as a separate subject. Responses indicate that all teachers believe EE should be taught at all

grade levels K-6. In addition, most teachers (89%) believe EE should be integrated across several
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different subject areas while 3% believe it should be taught as a separate subject. Eight percent thought it
should be both integrated across subjects and taught as a separate subject. Table 3 summarizes subject
areas, which currently include EE.

Table 3. Subjects Which Currently Include Environmental Education
(Percent of respondents choosing each response)

Subject

Science 100%
Social Studies 89%
Reading 75%
Art 75%
Language Arts 2%
Health 56%
Music/Drama 44%
Physical Education 28%
Mathematics 22%

As expected, teachers in Latin American elementary schools most closely associate EE with science
and social studies classes. It is interesting to note that about three-fourths of responding schools also
include EE in reading, art, and language arts classes. The potential for increasing an EE focus in these
schools is especially great for mathematics classes, since only about one in five schools currently infuse
EE in math classes.

Perceived Teacher Comfort Levels

The next set of multiple choice questions asked respondents to indicate how comfortable they felt
about their background knowledge regarding environmental concepts and issues as well as how
comfortable they felt dealing with potentially controversial EE issues such as human population growth.

Regarding perceived background knowledge, the majority of respondents (56%) felt somewhat

b
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comfortable, while 39% percent felt very comfortable. Only 5% felt uncomfortable with their level of EE
background knowledge. When asked how comfortable they felt dealing with potentially controversial EE
issucs with their elementary students, 50% said they felt very comfortable, 39% felt somewhat
comfortable, and 11% felt uncomfortable. Written comments regarding this question indicate that
teachers at lower grade levels, especially grades K and 1 feel less comfortable addressing potentially
controversial topics than teachers in upper grade levels, especially grades 5 and 6. Another item asked
how comfortable teachers felt dealing with parental concerns associated with their coverage of
controversial environmental issues in elementary classes. The vast majority of teachers, 47% and 42%
respectively, feel very comfortable to somewhat comfortable dealing with parental concerns. Only 11%
of teachers feel uncomfortable dealing with parental concerns. Once again, additional written comments
indicate that primary grade teachers are most concerned and uncomfortable dealing with potential
parental concerns.

Desire for Inservice Training in Environmental Education

A final multiple choice item asked teachers if they thought EE inservice opportunities should be
available at their schools. The vast majority (97%) said yes, and surprisingly, 3% said no. Obviously,
inservice training opportunities are generally viewed as a viable tool for improving the quality of school-
based EE programs. Such training opportunities could familiarize teachers with new EE curricular
resources and help teachers learn how to infuse EE throughout all subjects, not just science and social
studies. Inservice training could also provide teachers with more environmental knowledge, thus

increasing comfort and confidence levels.
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Most Important Environmental Issues

The final open-ended portion of the survey asked respondents to indicate what they personally
considered to be the three most important environmental issues/topics today, what their students
considered to be the three most important environmental issues/topics and what members of the local
community considered to be the three most important environmental issues/topics. Responses to these
questions are summarized in Figures 3, 4, and 5.

For teachers, pollution ranked as the number one environmental issue, followed by resource
conservation. Overpopulation and deforestation were also considered somewhat important. Topics of
least concern to teachers included ozone depletion, the greenhouse effect, and energy issues. These
rankings parallel those cited in UNEP’s original program goals as cited in the 1975 annual review, where
overpopulation and hunger, pollution, and resource use ranked as the top three environmental issues.

Although pollution also ranked as the number one environmental issue on the student list, endangered
species ranked second. Written comments indicate that an interest in endangered species is especially
strong in younger children. Other topics with fairly high rankings for students included deforestation,
recycling, and waste disposal. Topics of less concern included energy issues, oil spills and other water
issues, global warming, and pesticides.

For community members, pollution issues also ranked as the number one issue of concern. Other
relatively important issues for community members included deforestation, waste disposal, and water

issues. Issues like ozone depletion and energy were topics of least concern for community members.
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Figure 3: Top Three Important Environmental Issues-Teachers
(Percent of respondents choosing each response)

1%

620% % 26.80%

D Pollution

OResource Conservtaion
OOverpopulation

O Deforestation

S Endangered Species
OWater Issues

O Environmental Ethics
[DWaste Disposal

B Ozone Depletion
OGreenhouse Effect
OEnergy issues

9.30%

12.40%

20.60%

14.40%

Figure 4: Top Three Important Environmental Issues-Students
(Percent of respondents choosing each response)
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Figure 5: Top Three Important Environmental Issues-Community
(Percent of respondents choosing each response)
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Discussions and Implications

According to the results of this survey, teachers in private elementary schools in Latin America spend
more time on EE than their counterparts in public U.S. elementary schools. In a survey of Wisconsin
schools, Lane, Wilke, Champeau & Sivek (1994), found that 75% of K-6 teachers spend less than 30
minutes per week on EE and only 25% of K-6 teachers spend more than 30 minutes on EE each week.
This discrepancy may be due to the fact that most teachers in private Latin American international
schools are foreign hires from the United States and Canada and are selected from a highly competitive
pool of qualified applicants. Teachers responding to most U.S.-based surveys are usually randomly
selected from a large pool of public school teachers who may not be as highly educated or qualified as

their overseas private school counterparts.
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Like teachers in other parts of the world, teachers in Latin American private schools think more time
should be spent on environmental education, but they cite a variety of factors limiting their ability to
improve the quality of school-based EE programs. Lack of access to quality EE curriculum resources
appears to be a critical limiting factor, accompanied by lack of access to quality outdoor instructional
areas in many school sites. Access to EE audiovisual and library resources does not seem to be as much
of a problem. These results parallel those of similar U.S.-based studies, such as the Washington and
Idaho study conducted by Ham and Sewing (1988) in which elementary teachers cited lack of time in the
school day as the most important logistical barrier to environmental education and lack of preparation
time as the second most important logistical barrier.

Respondents to this survey clearly indicate a desire for the development of an EE curriculum
designed specifically for their region, ideally written in both Spanish and English. In keeping with
current philosophies regarding the niche of EE in formal education systems, responses to this survey
indicate that infusion across a variety of subject areas is preferred over insertion of EE as a separate
course. Responses to this survey are also consistent with current views that EE should span ALL grade
levels, K-college. Results of this survey regarding preferred subject areas for inclusion of EE parallel
those from U.S.-based surveys of public school teachers. In their survey of elementary school teachers
in Washington and Idaho, Ham and Sewing (1988) reported that EE is most often taught in science
classes, followed by social studies and then reading or language arts classes. Sadly, both U.S. and Latin
American teachers both appear to share the widely held misconception that environmental education is
science education. Since many elementary teachers have neutral to negative attitudes toward science,

they also have neutral to negative attitudes toward EE.
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These survey results parallel those of Lane, Wilke, Champeau and Sivek (1994) who reported that many
teachers do not implement EE lessons because they do not see the relatedness of these lessons to subjects
other than science and social studies.

Interestingly, although scientists throughout the world affirm the view that human population growth
is the most significant environmental issue facing the world today, neither elementary students nor
community members in Latin America view this as an important issue. In this survey, even elementary
teachers do not seem to perceive the importance of human population growth as an environmental issue.
All three groups (teachers, students, and community members) are most concerned about pollution, an
issue that affects them most directly and is most easily visible. For all three groups, very important, but
more complex and less obvious environmental issues, such as ozone depletion, global warming and
energy issues were not viewed as significant.

Summary and Recommendations

Although teachers responding to this survey would like to spend more time on EE, they are
spending much less time than they would like. Developing quality regional EE curricula as well as
offering teacher workshops or classes in environmental education methods would improve teacher
comfort with infusing EE in subject areas other than science. Research has shown that when pre-
service EE preparation is mandated, as it is in Wisconsin, teachers receive more EE preparation
and as a result implement more EE, have more positive attitudes toward EE, and are more
confident about teaching EE than teachers in states where EE preparation is not mandated
(Plevyak, L.H., Bendixen-Noe, M., Henderson, J., Roth, R.E., & Wilke, R., 2001). Therefore, it

is important that teachers receive EE preservice training and follow up EE inserrvice training for
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the successful implementation of EE in schools (Plevyak, et al., 2001). Although no question

addressed how much teachers used natural areas, the development of curriculum for these areas




EE Latin America 26
Literature Cited
Arias-La Forgia, A. (1994). Environmental education in the school systems of Latin
America and the Caribbean, Working Papers 4. Washington, D.C.: U.S. Agency for
International Development.
Bynoe, P, & Hale, W. (1997). An analysis of environmental education provision in a
sample of Caribbean National Environmental Action Plans (NEAPs). Environmental

Education Research, 3(1), 59-68.

Environmental Education. (1992). An Approach to Sustainable Develépment.
Proceedings by the UNESCO Conference on Environmental Education.

Global Biodiversity Strategy. (1992). Guidelines for action to save, study, and use earth’s
biotic wealth sustainably and equitably. WRI, IUCN, UNEP, FAO, UNESCO.

Ham, S., & Castillo, L. (1990). Elementary schools in rural Honduras problems in
exporting environmental education models from the United States. Journal of

Environmental Education, 21(4), 27-32.

Ham, S., & Sewing, D. (1988). Barriers to environmental education. Journal

Environmental Education, 19 (2), 17-24.

Kidron, M., & Segal, R. (1991). The new state of the world atlas. New York, NY:
Simon and Schuster, Inc.
Knapp, D. (2000). The Thessaloniki Declaration: A wake-up call for environmental

education. The Journal of Environmental Education, 31(3), 32-39.



EE Latin America 27
Lane, R., Wilke, R., Champeau, R., & Sivek, D. (1994). Environmental education in

Wisconsin: A teacher survey, Journal of Environmental Education, 25(4), 9-17.

Marshall, A. (Ed.). (1993). The State of the World Population. New York, NY: United Nations
Population Fund.

Plevyak, L. H., Bendixen-Noe, M., Henderson, J., Roth, R E., & Wilke, R. (2001). Level
of teacher preparation and implementation of EE: Mandated and non-mandated EE

teacher preparation states. Journal of Environmental Education, 32(2), 28-36.

Trends in Environmental Education. (1977). UNESCO Commission.

UNESCO's list of documents and publications. (1994). Vol 1-3, Computerized
Doc. System, Information of Library and Archives Division.

UNESCO's list of documents and publications. (1995). Vol 1-3, Computerized
Doc. System, Information of Library and Archives Division.

United Nations Environment Programme. (1975). Annual Review, Printed by UNEP.

28



U.S. Department of Education
Office of Educational Ressarch and Improvement (OERI)
National Library of Education (NLE)
Educational Resources Information Center (ERIC)

REPRODUCTION RELEASE

(Specific Document)

i. DOCUMENT IDENTIFICATION:

Tite | 20CNER el e oHioNS “AEGARAING e fus of gnuRovmental
- ¢ ducahon inLakin A My con ‘cﬂmﬁ Ry s5choois

Authortsy Relsecca Penwell, LindaC gonin - sines ynera| dakveedi
Corporate Source: Shannon C,\U’IC Ond COURANLA SO\NSON

Uomvegsd 08 Tlorid o

\'o:;

PubllcatIC\n Da

. REPRODUCTION RELEASE:

In order to disseminate as widely as possible timaly and significant materials of interast to the educational community, documents announced in the
monthly abstract joumal of the ERIC gystem, Resourcss in Education (RIE), are usually made available to users in microfiche, reproduced paper copy,
and alectronic media, and sold through the ERIC Document Repreduction Sarvice (EDRS). Credit is given to the sourca of each document, and, if
reproduciion ralease is granted, one of the following notices is affixed to the document.

If permission is granted to reproducs and disseminate the identificd document, please CHECIK ONE of the following thres options and sign at the bottom

of the page.
Tho sempta sticker chown balow will Bo Tho semplo sticker chown Balow vall Bo Tho sempla sticker chovmn batow will ba
gfteed to cll Lovet 1 documsnts chixed to all Love) 2A decumsants dfiteed to oll Loval 28 decuments
PERMISSION TO REPRODUCE AND
PERMISSION TO REPRODUCE AND DISSEMINATE THIS MATERIAL IN PERMISSION TO REPRODUCE AND
DISSEMINATE THIS MATERIAL HAS MICROFICHE, AND IN ELECTRONIC MEDIA DISSEMINATE THIS MATERIAL IN
BEEN GRANTED BY FOR ERIC COLLECTION SUBSCRIBERS ONLY, MICROFICHE ONLY HAS BEEN GRANTED BY
HAS BEEN GRANTED BY
o° & o
TO THE EDUCATIONAL RESOURCES TO THE EDUCAT!ONAL RESOURCES
TO THE EDUCATIONAL RESOURCES
INFORMATION CENTER (ERIC) INFORMATION CENTER (ERIC) INFORMATION CENTER (ERIC)
4 24 28
Lovel 1 Lovel 24 Lovel 2B
t t t
Chack hero for Laval 1 ratanss, permiiting Chaek haera for Levas! 2A releoss, permiiting Chack here for Leval 28 release, pammitting
reproduction cnd disceminstion in microfichs or other roproduction ond disceminstion in microficha cnd in rapreduction ond dissemination in microfiche only
ERIC crchival madio (e.0., alectronic) ond poper electronic madia for ERIC crehived collection
copy. subseribero only

Documsnits will bs procssced 0o indicaied provided reproduction quoiRy permite.
If permission to reproduce is gronted, but no box is checked, documenis will bo precasced i Lovel 1.

1 heraby grant to the Educational Resourcas Information Center (ERIC) nonaxclusive permission to reproducs and disseminate this document
as indicated above. Reproduction from the ERIC microfiche or electronic media by persons other then ERIC employees and its system
contrectors requiras panmission from the copyright holdar. Excaption is mec'a for non-profit repreduction by libraries and other sarvice agencies

%ﬂnaﬁm neads Wn response o discrate inguinas.
§j Print=d 5 d : )

hgg,% %MM ReipeccaPenwell Grad. student
please bLm\) Yo port o«? - f_\Q o 59 =399-91 9 x99 " B5P-392-G/93

FRIC  L24do) S e 1. 4504 ][] 02
RIC resale = o




ill. DOCUMENT AVAILABILITY INFORMATION (FROM NON-ERIC SOURCE):

If permission to reproduce is not granted to ERIC, or, if you wish ERIC to cite the availability of the document from another source, please
provide the following information regarding the availability of the document. (ERIC will not announce a document unless it is publicly
available, and a dependable source can be specified. Contributors should also be aware that ERIC selection criteria are significantly more
stringent for documents that cannot be made available through EDRS.)

Publisher/Distributor:

Address:

Price:

iV. REFERRAL OF ERIC TO COPYRIGHT/REPRODUCTION RIGHTS HOLDER:

If the right to grant this reproduction release is held by someone other than the addressee, please provide the appropriate name and
address:

Name:

Address:

V. WHERE TO SEND THIS FORM:

Send this form to the following ERIC Clearinghouse:
ERIC CLEARINGHOUSE ON ASSESSMENT AND EVALUATION
UNIVERSITY OF MARYLAND
1129 SHRIVER LAB
COLLEGE PARK, MD 20742-5701
ATTN: ACQUISITIONS

However, if solicited by the ERIC Facility, or if making an unsolicited contribution to ERIC, return this form (and the document being
contributed) to:

ERIC Processing and Reference Facility
4483-A Forbes Boulevard
Lanham, Maryland 20706

Telephone: 301-552-4200
Toli Free: 800-799-3742
FAX: 301-552-4700
e-mail: ericfac@inet.ed.gov
WWW: http:/lericfac.piccard.csc.com
EFF-088 (Rev. 2/2000)

ERIC

IToxt Provided by ERI



