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Objectives :
The aim of our study are ;-
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: Tomwewandbmldoneximugevﬁmcetopmdmapramcal
omvwwoflmkshﬂweeamvmmnmhmmdhmam
To identify lessons about how environmental behavior couldbe
supported, and suggest promising areas for further work. o
-'i'hemimanshpheﬁm&whenlmightowhwd envmmhd_;;_;_
Pmplasopmmn expummdmammmlaﬂonboﬂimﬂw
own immediate environment and the wider environment.
Howbeimnorchnngcmtﬂdbesuppm‘ted
Review of literatare
Garnaut (2008) desmbeschm ahange:asa ‘dmbolmi’
becamemsnmcertammnsfommmdemgmmdtowmhﬁﬁmﬁsyﬁ}
confrontational, hng—ﬁemmdur&m:mmedmte,mmmﬂaswdlas .

: mputsmemlsmons,mdﬂwdlmotimpactofelmmtechm@sonmmd
human systems? Second, in terms of what is socially acceptable, how might
mmmwmmmmmmmﬁrm
responses? Finally, in terms of what is equitable, how do we share
mmw&imfwm%meﬂﬂiﬁammdhmﬂmm%mm
and manage inequities nationally and internationaily.

- Tﬁns&eimeahmﬂfﬁwmqamﬁmprmdwacmmm
of describing what is otherwise a complex of interactions without discernable
structure, Whmissu&mgmﬂwdcwmwhmhhmmmmdhm
governance systems form an integral part of how we contribute to, perceive
and mspondmtheclnmmm AsobservedbyShwe(zwﬁ)
relatton to the issue of energy ¢

contmgen!toethm,lmowledge, snmde‘honskmdwm{imﬂady Hnﬁn
(2009), in addressing the question, ‘why do we disagree about chmatg
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This led us to develop 5 hypotheses:- :
1. analenﬁmnnsentalncglmhasasi'gaiﬁcantnegaﬁve impact on
~ people’squality oflife, which has wider implication for the environment.
2. Environmental; behavior are more influenced by local area conditions
than by wider problems.
3.  Environmental behavior changes will happen most easily if it builds
on the starting point of everyday lives in the context of local area,
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bartiers to action, and the knowledge and constraints of individuals
: ,astheyez;peﬁenoememonaday%yhasis. :
@TEODLQDG! -~

We reviewed existing quantitative and qualitative evidence to build a detailed
picture of environmental problems, attitudes and behavior in District
Muzaffarnagar (Uttar Pradesh), including specific evidence about low-

ineome areas, different social classes and income groups. We identified

Indian data archive . '
We chose 6 areas that have been carefully selected

characteristics distribution of the mostd"mdvan:agedmmmmw 3

We asked about environmental issues, acnonmconcemdmg interviews
conducted as part of the CASE Areas study. Comments and discussion on
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tank findings. This invalved grouping « s relating to the three main
i - vhere then categorized to identify themes illustrated
by specific exas ‘and quotes. We counted the number of times each
theme was Raised as significant, gave a clear weighting to specific issues.
Inaddition, we put the questionnaire finding into SPSS to provide a quantitative
analysis of responses from focu: group participants. - Ry
a1
happening; others that degradation matters. Scientists “have an important
role in ensuring the availability of accurate information about degradation
and also in pointing to how human can begin to solve the problem. Many
things are happening in our modern world that are just not sustainable. In
fact, we are all guilty of cheating in the three respects I have mentioned.
Five of the most important cause of unsustainability are : Human induced
resources, over generation of waste and over Fishing. Al these increasingly
impact human communities and ecosystem, in particular, they threaten food
and water supplies and lead to large scale loss of Biodiversity and loss of

Participants discussed a wide range of problems in their local areas,
illustrating the significant difficulties faced by resident. As reported in previous
problems, which fell under three broad categories:-

2- » ) .




not involving the community. Some participants talked about wanting to
leave the areas because of poor local environmental conditions.

Focus group participants identified many wider environmental
problems that they were aware of and concerned about, including, for example,
biodiversity loss, giobal warming, and concern about overuse of world’s
resources. The discussion also showed that many participants understood
these issues, as opposed to having just heard of them. Participants discussed
the mechanisms and complexities underlying many of these global problems,

. including the role of the consumerist system and population growth pul‘tmg
pressure on resources. .

Participants put this emphasis on mdwxduals into a wider conte:ct.
They acknowledged that business and government, as well as individuals,
were to blame and discussed how people’s individual behavior is constrained
and manipulated, how social changes and norms have an influence, and role
of these factors beyond individual control which shape what happens :

‘It’s a bit of both. Industry are actually pressurizing us to buy
these things, telling us 'you can have this, you cant live without a DVD
player..... So its a bit of both, its society changing but I think it’s the
global, the large corporations are at a lot to blame... ... Its very difficult
i break the cycle because a lot of these multinational are bigger than
countries, they have more sway over the world than even individual
coumtries do......so we as small community we can do our bit to recycle
but we're not geing to gel past a certain [level of impact]....."Redear,
Female

Many local environmental issues, but rarely linked these to global
environmental concerns. The main issues raised were:

Decay, vandalism, lack of maintenance, housing abandonment.
Litter, rubbish, dumping, abandoned cars.

Ugly, poorly used spaces, unwanted bare sites.
Fear of crime and disorder keeping people away from green spaces
bad behavior, poverty and i 1g;norance (leadmgto neglect, dmnp‘mg -
ete.)

5. Lack of maintenance and repair.

6. Poorly maintained gardens, paved over front gardms
Conclusion-

Overall our findings show that our five hypotheses werewppo:ﬁd
by the evidence we uncovered. The study shows an awareness of
environmental problems and action among residents in areas that belies many
firmly held assumptions. People in areas are aware of wider as well as local
environmental problems and possible solutions. People can also relate global
problems to their lives. Individual environmental actions can often be.
dependent on a supportive context and ease of execution. This requires a

g g o
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framework that makes action relatively easy, that involves many people, and

ﬂmhasobvmusbmeﬁts,boﬂliomﬂyandmommdelymdoso But barriers
to action are often serious, for example, lack of options or facilities for :
myc!mgimdmamha@ﬁﬁ&dﬂmpa@tﬁﬁrwmxm s
response in poor areas but showed weak motivation and generally
unimaginative of what could be done. Many residents in poor areas share a
similar view of sustainable development with the rest of the country. There
is no big gap in understanding. Many people already agree that action on
environmental problems is necessary, and are willing to act. They need mum
support, incentives mdacimr sense of direction.
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