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Embedding Public Engagement with Science at Why “embedded PES”? Why LTERs?
Long Te 'm ECOIOg|CaI Resea rCh S|tes (PES@LTERS) We envision a cultural shift in science, from public engagement as an add-on activity that scientists sometimes
do, to a normative and strategic practice that is integrated within research programs and institutions.
Sarah Garlick’, John C. Besley?, Kathy Fallon Lambert®, Marissa Weiss*, Peter Groffman®, Pamela Templer® S —
"Hubbard Brook Research Foundation, 2Michigan State University, Long Term Ecological Research sites are " g ml \ !* '*"‘-”-.-_-‘ d
3Trillium consulting; Harvard TH Chan School of Public Health, Center for Climate Health & the Global Environment, ideal units of study for PES. LTERs have: \T‘ N S
4Harvard Forest, Harvard University, °City University of New York and Cary Institute of Ecosystem Studies, ®Boston University
. * Long-term commitment:
Abbreviated abstract: We share insights from a project to embed public engagement with science (PES) into the Theirlonginure are well-suited to developing meaningful
cultures and practices of two Long Term Ecological Research (LTER) sites: the Hubbard Brook Experimental Forest in New enduring relationships between scientists and community embers.
Hampshire and the Harvard Forest in Massachusetts. The “PES@LTERs” project is producing a suite of practical tools and ) )
approaches for facilitating reciprocal listening, sharing, and learning among scientists and stakeholders/community .Th Comfp:ellmg Slzé Ejnd scopeh.
members. The project is also producing research- and evaluation-driven insights about how to advance strategic and PE:;f);gsrgioz;‘l)sggirgst:;;_Zﬁi;’;‘;‘;io;?hingolggif;scs;;
ongoing public engagement programs within scientific organizations. o '
* Place-based but not place-limited: Ecosystem-Type
Administrative
HUBBARD SR Scientists and publics share common connections to places, B Coastal
BROOK |i@| ‘ on work supporied but unlike National Parks, LTER sites represent broad ecoregions, Forest
NATIONAL SCIENCE FOUMNDATION by the National not one spot on the map. Freshwater
o S:;::?f;;;%?“ . . . . M Grassland-Agricultu.
== | TER NETWORK w07, 113187 * A well-established and institutionally B Marine
s LONG TERM ECOLOGICAL RESEARCH ié;;é;g: i;;;i;i' dlverse nat|ona| network. Mixzd—[andscape
RESEARCH Sites represent a range of different types of institutions - B:Ea;a
) ] FOUNDATION are linked together in a robust, national network . .
sgarlick@hubbardbrookfoundation.org JAN Map of LTER sites in North America (2020) )
at we [OF PES implementation, research, and evaluation. . Brook and Harvard Forest, 2017-2020
. . L TR Ensuring policy makers —— 555G
| » Engaged synthesis projects employed scientist—stakeholder Key insights: Comidef fc)iem"{ﬁc evidence I —— S840
Social science researc i - N : . 4
B | ) dlflogu;-:*s to f:o prod:]ge knowleiigtle_'agg todo:; to iddrelssd * Scientists often talk about science education and Ensuring natural resource s6o
relevant, socio-scientific issues. ubbard Brook we led a . o fessional id e cO.
rogram eva u-atlon _ AR , _ o literacy, but when pressed, their priority goals for D e e —
Collaborative meaning-making project about community and ecological resilience; at engagement are for decision-makers to consider
Harvard Forest we developed an online, interactive tool N Helping ensure society —— 5.5
] . scientific evidence. values science .
PES about the science of land-use change in New England.
beddi *  While scientists value PES, they often want to work Ensuring individuals consider  n—— 25
EM he 1INg Embedding mechanisms developed the capacity and closely with PES experts rather than take a lead on scientific evidence e
mechanisms infrastructure for ongoing PES at these sites, for example developing or implementing engagement activities. Erlljuring scie[}lltists are ok
via stakeholder advisory boards, professional development Key roles for PES professionals at these sites include ?;ainfe;fg?z;cigfsnons ——
. . . . o H n” o [P ”
workshops for scientists, and communications platforms. strategists” and “tacticians. . .
nsuring adequate funding I /.34
* Abarrier to PES advancement is lack of a shared for scientific research - HB 2017
Research activities tracked scientists’ perceptions of PES, PES strategy. This contributes to inefficient use of HB 2019
. . . . .y : I (3.606
particularly the goals and objectives they prioritize, and resources and missed opportunities for impact. Fulfilling a sense of duty —— $66] mHe2020
their attitudes about participating in PES activities. _ _ St
*  Practical PES tools include the ECO Framework (see Getting mote young people [ B L
) e L sister poster!), roundtable dialogue methods, and to choose scientific careers . mF 2020
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