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The favorable comments on the May 2000 special section about psychology and a sustainable future were gratifying, and I hope that most psychologists will respond with similar concern and involvement to this crucial global issue. The comments' authors also added a number of useful points to our analyses. 

Underlining the importance of the planet's environmental health, Riebel (2001, this issue) called on psychologists in every subfield to contribute to helping people adopt sustainable patterns of living. She began the process by making useful specific suggestions for how individual psychologists and the American Psychological Association can advance their environmental awareness and action. 

Raven (2001, this issue) extended my stark description of the pressing threats to our life-sustaining environment (Oskamp, 2000), and he emphasized the huge social transformation that is necessary for the survival of human society. His comment illustrates the point made by other articles in our American Psychologist section and by Riebel (2001) that many kinds of psychologists can contribute to the needed changes. His systems analysis emphasized the importance of designing organizations and institutions that will stimulate "pervasive innovation and concerted action in the long-term public interest" (Raven, 2001, p. 456). I couldn't agree more. 

Raven (2001) also cited, as an obstacle to accomplishing these changes, the feeling of impotence that individuals typically experience in the face of worldwide environmental problems (e. g. , global warming or the destruction of rainforests). This reaction is one basis underlying the "tragedy of the commons" (Hardin, 1968, p. 1243), that is, the tendency of individuals to pursue their own short-term self-interest to the detriment of the long-term public welfare. The dangers of this tendency are exemplified by Americans' extreme dependency on and overuse of fossil fuel and their widespread purchase of gas-guzzling sport-utility vehicles. 

In contrast, California's electricity crisis of last winter illustrates not only the unexpected new dimensions of our world's environmental threats but also the ability of individuals and organizations to work together in concerted action to resolve environmental problems. In this emergency, widespread conservation actions by people and organizations to reduce energy usage were successful in keeping rolling electricity blackouts to a minimum. However, such cooperative activity rarely occurs until a crisis is clearly identified and vividly presented, whereas the crucial importance of energy conservation and of expanding renewable energy sources should have received much more public attention in preceding years. Therefore, the role of the media in keeping attention focused on such long-term problems is a vital one (and one that is too often abdicated in their focus on trivial but exciting accounts of each day's events). 

Both Anderson's (2001, this issue) and Schouborg's (2001, this issue) comments demonstrate that the contributions of many disciplines in addition to psychology are useful and necessary in solving our complex environmental problems. Anderson presented an anthropological perspective on natural resource management, but one that acknowledges the importance of psychological factors, not just economic self-interest, in understanding human behavior that impacts the environment. His examples of the influence of positive illusions, social solidarity versus divisiveness and hatred, and factors that reduce pressures for overpopulation all provide important topics for research and intervention efforts. 

Anderson's (2001) comment also recalled E. O. Wilson's (1984) biophilia hypothesis that people's health and well-being depend in important ways on their exposure to a healthy environment, including living animals and plants. Regardless of whether human biophilia is genetically based, its widespread occurrence does indicate that concern for all living organisms is a valuable element encouraging environmental involvement and activism. A recent example of research supporting this view is provided by Schultz (2000). 

Although Schouborg (2001) agreed with our concern for preserving the environment, he raised the fear of psychologists exerting Big Brother control over other people "for their own good. " He warned that psychological interventions are a slippery slope, and he decried "essentially political interventions that attempt to influence others in the direction of psychologists' rather than clients' values" (p. 458). Yet, in saying that psychologists should have opposed the Nazis' genocide, he granted that some political interventions are necessary and moral. I would respond that opposing the damage to all of humanity that will stem from destruction of the earth's habitability is even more moral and necessary. 

Schouborg (2001) listed three claims that he said must be satisfied for psychologists to promote environmentalism, and he asserted that they are not met, primarily because of psychologists' lack of expertise on ecological issues. Certainly, I would agree that no individual (or discipline) possesses all the necessary knowledge to save the earth's environment from destruction, but this fact simply underlines the need for psychologists to work jointly with those in other disciplines, such as natural sciences, economics, and policy analysis. 

Two strengths that psychologists can bring to this collaboration are (a) their critical, rigorous focus on assessing proposed causal factors and evaluating the impact of corrective interventions (cf. Stern, 2000) and (b) their expertise in persuading unconvinced individuals of the urgency of environmental threats and the importance of taking action to combat them. With the stakes for humanity so high, no one can afford to remain silent or uninvolved. 
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