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Abstract:

The study aims investigate the relationship between the level of environmental
literacy among university students and their attitudes towards environment
conversation. The role of certain variables including gender, educational level,
specialty and place of residence was disclosed.

A stratified random sample (n=190) was selected from among Bethlehem
University students enrolled during the second semester of 2007.

Tow instruments were employed: a 33-item multiple choice environmental test
developed by the author and a 42-item questionnaire to gauge student attitudes
towards environment.

Both validity and reliability were achieved through two main approaches:
referees and the semi-division approach. In accordance with spearman brown
questionnaire. Reliability for the environmental culture test and the questionnaire
was (0.92) and (0.80) respectively.

Data was analyzed through the SPSS and mediums, standard deviation,
percentage, t-test and one way ANOVA were calculated.
Results revealed the following:

e The average of environmental literacy among Bethlehem university
students was 54%, which is less than the educational acceptable level of
65%.

e students if of medium level. The students of science and commerce
faculties surpassed their colleagues in the environment literacy test, and
the residents of refugee camps the villages proved to outmatch city
dwellers in their attitudes.

Based on the results revealed in the study, the following recommendations were
suggested:
e Environmental education courses should be inserted among the
compulsory requirement courses that all university students should have.
e Additional studies should be conducted to gauge the level of
environmental culture and attitudes among high school students.

Activities such as issuing and a wall magazine and periodicals should be
enhanced among university students to increase their awareness of
environmental literacy.
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