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of individuals believe that the presence of rubbish and
litter are the biggest threats to waterways such as the
Marine Estate (Sweeney Research, 2014)






Accurate and thorough public Ability to apply governmental pressure
understanding of environmental issues on the most urgent issues at stake




Broader Goal

End of Program
Outcomes (EOPO)

(10 Years)

Intermediate

Outcomes (InO)

(5 Years)

Immediate

Outcomes (ImO)

(2 Years)

Influencing
Activities (IA)

Foundational
Activities (FA)

Stakeholders

To improve the community's understanding of environmental issues...

Conceptual Understanding

EOPO-1: Coastal community members gather

information about water litter and water

quality of the Marine Estate from sources that

share digestible, accurate and up-to-date
information.

In0-1: Common media
outlets collaborate with
scientists on all stories
discussing water quality
and water litter in the

Qﬂe Estate.

Imo-1:
and media outrcts collaborate
with each other to create
reliable information on water
quality and water litter in the
Marine Estate.

IA-1: Organise a marine
estate mnfenence with media

followed by crealnon ofa
transdisciplinary association.

FA 1: Interviews with narrative and numerical analysis to understand how co:
Marine Estate, followed by a self-assessment to evaluate their understanding of how stakeholders in their community impact water quality and water litter.

FA 2: Literature and data review of existing articles, data and government policies to understand and explain miscommunication between coastal community

ln0-2.

'W':V n

access reliable marlne
estate information.

dersiand how tn
screen for high-quality, reliable
information on water quality
and water litter in the Marine
Estate.

IA-2: Recorded workshaps with
« C inity members
explaining, with the aid of practical
walkthroughs, how to recognise
reliable articles and information
sources. Summary of these tips
shared on other platforms, such as
Instagram, fishing shops etc.

rs, media, sc

entific organisations, businesses, ci

...leading to government regulation
and action that aligns with current
scientific evidence.

Understanding of Impacts

EOPO-2: Coastal community members
understand how stakeholders in their community
(e.g. businesses, cultural groups, coastal
community members (including themselves))
impact water quality and water litter, and,
consequently, their personal interactions with the
Marine Estate.

Application of Knowledge

EOPO-3: Government regulation relating to
the Marine Estate is in line with current
scientific evidence.

InO-3: Coastal community members continue to
extend their knowledge on the causes, risks and
implication stakeholders have on poor water quality
and water litter in the Marine Estate.

In0-4; Coastal community members use their
gained knowledge to advocate for government
regulation of activities that influence water
quality.

ImO-3: al commui ty mer s understand the causes, risks and
mphcatrnn stakehclders have on puor water quality and water litter in
the Marine Estate, including by government

(including local council), ncluding

ImO-4: C«

‘ ors understand how to harmness
1halr pohtlcal power to enact change.

) and fish

1A-4: Coastal community members participation in recorded
workshops fo discuss how to persuade and work with

governments. Summary of topics from workshops shared on
other platforms, such as Instagram, fishing shops etc.

JA-3: Distribution of advertising materials within communities to

advise coastal community members of the factors that influence

and rely on good water quality and reduced water litter e.g. fish
campaigns at a local fish shop.

1A-5: Development of an application with a game play allowing stakeholders to interact with the factors impacting the Marine Estate
and apply knowledge to make appropriate outcomes.

tal community members currently gather information on water quality and water litter in the

members and scientists.

ral groups, government (including local council), fishing industry



@ Improve individuals understanding on the issues faced by the Marine Estate

W Create governmental change which aligns with scientific evidence
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 énd of Project Outcomes
o1T - 02 - 03 -

" Conceptual - Understanding fpplication of
Understanding of Impacls finowledge

Stakeholders understand Coastal community Government regulation
where to gather accurate members understand aligns with current
information from the joint how stakeholders impact . scientific evidence
efforts of scientistsand *  water quality and water regarding to the NSW
journalists. litter. Marine Estate.
rap :

- ' :




Interviews with narrative and numerical
analysis to understand how coastal community
members currently gather information on
water quality and water litter in the Marine Estate,
followed by a self-assessment to evaluate their

understanding of how stakeholders in their community
impact water quality and water litter.
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Literdture and data review of existing articles,
data and government policies to understand and

Tﬂ'z explain miscommunication between coastal
community members and scientists.




Conceptual Understandlng

Coastal community members gather information about water litter

and water quality of the Marine Estate from sources that share
e digestible, accurate and up-to-date information.




) Crealing Reliable Media

14-1 INO-1

Influencing . Intermediate
[ ] [ J m =
flclivity Ouicome :
Conference + 7nunediate Media and scientific
transdisciplinary collaboration on all

association @utwnw news articles

Scientific organisations.
and media outlet
collaboration




142
Influencing
flctivity
Recorded
workshops with

practical
walkthroughs

Tm0-2

TImmediate
Outcome

Screening for high-
quality and reliable
information

INO-2

Intermediate
Outcome

Access reliable
marine estate
information




Coastal community members understand how stakeholders in
their community impact water quality and water litter, and,
consequently, their personal interactions with the Marine Estate.




1d-3 ‘Undemtanqu ‘Impdcta . .
| 1 ﬂ . e A
Activity n0-3

Strategic distribution of
aadvertising materials

ImO-3 Intermediate
Ouicome
(Ilnlnediate Coastal community

members continue to

Outcome extend their knowledge

o Understanding the causes,
1’#1“3’1(1“9 risks and implication
) o o stakeholders have on poor
‘ﬂCtlUdy water quality and water litter in
the Marine Estate

14-5

Development of a game




Appllcatlon of Knowledge

Government regulation relating to the Marine Estate is in line with

current scientific evidence.
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fctivity Tn0-4

Recorded workshops to
diseuss how to persuade

ag(()jvvev:)nrrl;I évri]tth (Im@_ 4 1nter 'nedlate
Outcome

Tmmediate Use of gained

knowledge to advocate

Ouicome for government

regulation
'll;ﬂllencinq Understand how to
! harness their political
‘ﬂCﬁUin power to enact change

Development of a game *

14-5




5 Understanding

Equipped with
accurate information

Political Pressure

#®&  Applying pressure on

government policies

Tuture Research

=| Primary and secondary

school education



THE END
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