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There are a few more minor errors which I have highlighted in the paper.
Otherwise the article is of a fine quality and offers many benefits to readers and
researchers in pro-environmental education research.

Below are the highlighted areas in the ms which needed to be changed. Each
was changed —when a suggestion was given the change was made
accordingly.

1. The Theory of Reasoned Action argues that social cues are also
important in the shaping of attitude-behavior consistency, and research
confirms that the ethosof a social group contributes to environmental (to:
and research confirms that the environmental attitudes of members of
social groups influence the attitudes and behaviors of its members)

2. Each comment below came with a suggestion/suggestion followed
he outcomes of enhanced environmental understanding desirable
may very already be pro-environmenli,

environmental behavior, particularly because students’ attitudes toward the
environment is a function of their most recent recollection of behavior toward
the environment [34]. Thus, offering opportunities for experiences in natural
settings, especially those that are unstructured and allow for spontaneous

proenvironmental attitudes because all members have had these formative
experiences, then the social approval component is built in for future, more
sophisticated proenvironmental behavior. This tactic has the best chance of
being successful, but will require the most effort on the part of environmental
educators, teachers, and (especially) parents. On the other hand, it describes
possibilities likely only among the middle class, who have such choices.

5. CONCLUSION

In sum, the results of our study add to the growing discourse that attempts to
explain why different people treat the natural environment differently. While our
self-report method was similar to those of previous researchers [12, 18, 21] itis
an improvement on survey-based studies through its treatment of ecocentrism
and anthropocentrism as two distinct attitudes, rather than grouping them
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together as proenvironmental attitudes. Understanding how to present

proenvironmental orinions to different people in order to be beneficial and
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