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1. Background and Objective

To address environmental problems, we had better to know the problems, and be interested
in those through forest environmental education by school. Schools have a problem of budget
deficiency. One of solve this problem is the forest environmental tax. 35 prefectures
introduce this, and use for forest maintenance, and for forest environmental education
(education implementation).In this study, | clarify the actual conditions and challenges of the
forest environmental education implementation that utilized forest environmental tax.

2. Method

(1) Structured questionnaire to investigate general conditions of Ibaraki, Fukushima, Nara,
and Kochi prefectures.

(2) Semi-structured interview to Ibaraki prefecture (Ibaraki), an implementation trust group
(group), and participated schools to grasp the detail conditions of Ibaraki implementation.
(3) To grasp the result after the implementation, | conduct questionnaire survey to the
children before and after the enforcement of the on-site training.

(4) Comprehensive discussion by using above-mentioned results and the interview to
non-participated schools.

3. Result and Discussion

Table 1 is the summary of findings from the interviews to 4 prefectures. And, from the detail
survey of Ibaraki, the problems of the implementation is the PR aspect, and differences of
financial recognition between Ibaraki and group.

At first, here, this is discussion of education implementation budget. According to method
(1), the budget allocated to each differs from 13 million (Kochi) to 34 million (Ibaraki), and
1.7% (Fukushima) to 7.3% (Kochi) from the forest environmental tax revenue-education
implementation ratio. From method (3), Ibaraki implementation has a positive effect on the
children participated. But, from method (2), Ibaraki mentioned the budget deficiency from the
viewpoint of improving the service of the on-site training, and the group mentioned the
shortage of the tooling fee. And, there was a difference in the recognition of the budget
between the two. From these facts, securing a certain education implementation budget can
positively influence the participated students, but there are limitations of the number of



participants. And offering more detailed and expanded the implementation, it is considered

that sufficient budget has not been secured, and when reviewing the project budget,

cooperation between the Ibaraki and the group is needed. This reinforces the view of Oishi et

al. (2010), but consideration as described above is necessary when allocating the

implementation budget.

Next, this is discussion of PR aspect. According to method (2), Ibaraki mentioned the

shortage of PR as the biggest problem of the Ibaraki implementation. In Ibaraki

implementation, participated schools have duty to give a PR to other schools, but it is not

functioned because management after the implementation was left to participated schools. In

fact, all participated schools recognized it by PR of Ibaraki, and only one school from PR of

other participated school. According to method (4), non-participated schools had no

recognition of the Ibaraki implementation itself, but they were interested in that content itself.

But, from method (1), in Fukushima, two departments are in charge of education

implementation, and informs to schools throughout the Education Department. And, it

mentioned the benefits to the education implementation is implemented in all cities in the

prefecture. From these facts, PR from the prefecture is necessary for implementing all

prefectural education implementation, and it was suggested that collaboration among

departments is effective. In addition, in order to make the education implementation PR

conducted by the participated school more, it was considered necessary to construct a

management system after the education implementation was implemented.

Table.l Survey result of Ibaraki - Fukushima < Nara - Kochi prefecture

_ Ibaraki Fukushima Nara Kochi
Introduction opportunity  [need of environmental conservation improve the public function of forest improve the public function of forest Deqentral|zat|f) gi-lzgzr;t[ei;insurge‘
er
Amount of tax (fyear) 1000 yen/person 1000 yen/person 500 yen/person 500 yen/person
Forest cover 188000ha 975000ha 285000ha 597000ha
Tax payer/Population 1278000/2907000 817000/1900000A 553000/1357000A 2920001721000 A
Forest education
implementation (yen)/
Vil of orest 3400 ten thousand/160000 ten thousand (2.1%) 2080 ten thousand/126000 ten thousand (1.7%) 1860 ten thousand/46000 ten thousand (4.0%) 1300ten thousand/17900ten thousand (7.3%)
environmental tax (yen)
Implementation contens |activity in the forest and school forest education support of prefectural school forest education support of prefectural institution forest education support for elementary and junior high
Implementation opportunity  |consciousness enlightenment of children making consciousness of children consiousness enlightenment of children fixation as an idea by symbiosis of tree and person
Positioning breeding functional forests and vital villages breeding consciousness to protect forest by all a part of integrated study at school a view point of breeding tree of prefecture design
. . ’ ) R consciousness enlightenment of relation - -
Policy increase the opportunity of studying forest part of the revival of Great East Japan Earthquake between forestar person familiar with and upbringing of forest culture by all
Peaple in charge main chargel/vice charge2 earforet and marie department/ 2 persons 1 person

education departmentl

increase interest of forest education and

Implementation benefit increase opportunity of learning forest at school increase judge discretion of cities breed rich humanity and society inpleertaion ackrowkigement
Before introducing tax on-site training of forest for parent and child breed the leader of forest environment nothing improve the institution

communication contact to stake holders depending on opportunity vel-known 0.l SC_hOOB by head of education departmend especially nothing depend on schooks

support for each cities
Regime depend on schooks well-known of each implementation by school depend on schools depend on schools
@ Advantage @schooks make opportunities of learning forest @implementation by all cities @increase the participated schools Omcrgase % h_o OI? feahing ebout forest
; ) . . . . ; Arelationship is different school by school
AProblem point Acontiuous of implementation Aimplementation spread more to children . " o
Aimplementation by all cities
PR method expl.ar.wanon about implementation f§r cities and schools V\(e!l-kmwn toall §cho0[s by hea}i ofeducgnon . wsing by HP leflt of tax, amrouncement to schools
participated schools have duty to give the PR giving the oppriunity of presentation ahout implementation
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