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“A conservation action that is highly
desired by some segments of society
may be vigorously opposed by other
segments.”

Aaron W. Thompson,
Assistant Professor &
Extension Specialist - UWEX
Center for Land Use Education
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Aaren Thempseon

Title: Assistant Professor of Natural Resource
Planning and UW-Extension Specialist

Degrees:

BS - Landscape Architecture, Purdue University

MS - Natural Resource Planning, Purdue University

PhD - Natural Resource Social Science, Purdue
University

Hometown: West Lafayette, Indiana

Greatest Accomplishment: I've been able to help
launch the careers of some pretty amazing
students and through UW-Extension | get to work
with citizens across Wisconsin every day to find
local solutions to natural resource challenges
facing their communities.

Fun Facts: I've come to really enjoy snowshoeing,
a new experience for someone from further south,
but you'll often find me carrying one of my
daughters through the woods as their energy
always seems to disappear at the furthest
possible point from the car.




PLANNING: ACTIVE DECISION MAKING

Making Firm Commitments of Resources

PLANNING: COMMUNITY DIALOGUE
Capacity (Coalition) Building




Landscape Planning: Applying Social-Ecological Analysis to Support Natural
Resource Management Initiatives

on lakes / rivers

agriculture

, Issues
Collaborative

\ Planning




LANDSCAPE PLANNING REQUIRES BALANCING MULTIPLE DEMANDS

So whose priorities matter?

A. This question speaks directly to why we plan,
because there are no simple answe
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B. Purpose of planning efforts is to improve conditions
and / or to address issues in the landscap
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[ C. To achieve this our work must produce outcomes that }

are acceptable to:




*Collaborative planning is an approach to solving complex problems in
which a diverse group of autonomous stakeholders deliberate to build
consensus and develop networks for translating consensus into results.

Acceptance

of Qutcomes

Common
Definition
of Problem




LT “The biggest influence for me occurred the first
Eﬂi :é i time | viewed the phosphorus results from water
" §§-§_ gg samples | had taken on the lake. The levels of
s 8= phosphorus were so much higher than other

o
|

N

water bodies | had sampled, that | had to double
check the results because | though the lab may
have made a mistake.”
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Record your story here:
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Strengths: cCharacteristics of
the stakeholder group /
community that give efforts a
relative advantage for success

Weaknesses: Characteristics
of the stakeholder group /
community that reduce the
likelihood of successful action to
address issues

Relational
Capacity

Collaborative Planning:
Sustainable Watershed

Management

Organizational
Capacity

Regulations I Education

Individual Programmatic
—p .
Capacity Capacity
Technical Financial
Assistance Incentives

Trust,

Legitimacy,
and Fairness

Adapted from
Davenport &
Seekamp (2013)




Planning is Rational Comprehensive Planning -- Phases
PROCESS RESEARCH / LEARNING

DRIVEN Current Conditions

decision making.

DECISION MAKING

Monitor
Selecting Priorities

Friedman, John. 1987. Planning in the public domain:
From knowledge to action. Princeton
University Press: Princeton, NJ.



Public participation needs change throughout the process!
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Rational Comprehensive Planning -- Phases

A A I ™ A INLLEN

ADAPTING
Monitor

Selecting Priorities

TAKING ACTION

Implementation Program

Implement

Our information needs change -- the type of SOCIAL DATA
necessary to inform our work depends on where we're at in the process!




Dear

We feel fortunate tc
recreational options, and a
Wisconsin nearly 1 million
agricultural practices on pn

It’s clear that farmers and r
the least of which is maxin
habitat important things are
many groups have been wo
and wildlife. As part ofan
that will influence the futur
important to you, the lando

‘We know your time is impc
20 minutes of your time, sc
or that you don’t know how
study please contact Dr. De
questions feel free to conta

Dear Central Wisconsin Landow

As a resident living nea
d d by the UW-E i
ity to support local effo

While your participation is

bring local voices into thes:

Sincerely,

/

Jacob C. Herna
Graduate Resear
E-mail: Jhern08¢
College of Natural ¥
University of Wisco
Stevens Point WI, 5

makers understand community §
the health of this water body.
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will be destroyed prior to the n
any potential for risk or harm d
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Debbie Palmer, who can be reac

Your voluntary participation in tl
Eau Pleine and all results will be
about your views of efforts to b
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University of Wisconsin-Stevens Point

College of Natural Resources

As a resident of one of the communities that surround Lake Wang
to receive a survey conceming efforts to improve the community resour
being conducted by faculty mn the College of Natural Resources at the Unt
partnership with the Lake Wansau Association and sponsoring local govern
groups understand how residents in the Wausau area interact with and value
Results will inform ongoing research and activities to improve water cualify
kept confidential and if you have any concerns about the treatment of re
UWSP Institutional Review Board that can be reached at (715) 3464398

Your voluntary participation in this survey is a chance to be a part o
for Lake Wausan. Please take the time to share your views about this imports
and returning the survey in the enclosed postage paid envelope. If you have
free to contact one of the members of the research using the informations pr

Thank you for your assistance,
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IDEAS &
INNOVATIONS

doi:10.2489/jswe.69.2.57A

People, place, behavior, and context: A research agenda for
expandmg our understandmg of what motivates farmers’

Adam Reimer, Aaron Thempsan, Linda Stalker Prokepy, J. Gordon Arbuckle, Ken Genskow,
Douglas Jacksen-Smith, Gary Lynne, Laura McCann, Lois Wright Morton, and Pete Nowak

ocial scientiss have explored

why firmers angage in comser-

vaton activities for a mumber of
decades, yet there iz 5dll a large degrss
of unexplined variadon and a lack of
understanding about the factors that con-
tribute to, or inhibit, farmer conservadon.
Our goal with this article is to outine an
agenda for furure soeizl science ressarch
exploring consarvation behaviers in agri-
culrural systems. We believe that grearar
reflection on whar avenues need furcher
exploration vnIl lead to improved scien-
tific und and greater

social networks. Subsequendy, s indi-
cated by earlier reviews of this Hterature,
thers are few varishles thar consistantly
expliin adopdon decsions. In addidon to
high variability in dererminant of behav-
ior, physical and temporal variaton i the
characteristics of the practices themsslves
complicate research efforts.

Farm and farmer-level factors are not
the only important pisces of informa-
ton o w when

surprisingly  dificult, and researchers
should focus their afforts toward opera-
tonalizing conservation behavior in 2 way
that better captures the complexites of
real world behaviors. Typically, adoptdon
stuchies, sspecially those In the Diffusion
of Innovations vein of ressarch (F.ogers
1995), ask whether people have adopted
a specific practice but do not measure the
exent (e g, aeres, linear feet, or Sequency),

conservation behavior. Farmers' conser-
wation behaviors are more than individual

uptake in conservation by farmers.

decisi about isolated practices; they
are scale dependent and influenced by

, of variability of the adop-
don actviry. For example, surveys often
fame adoption of practces ar straight-
forward, discrate choices. Conservation
tllage, for example, can mean condnuous

Assistant Professor

azron thompson@uwsp.edu.
715.346.2278

PLEASE READ BEFOE
The survey must be completed by af

Please mark all answers clearly. in g

Beamptea® | ] (X)

Have you heard of the Lake Wausgu A scociation’

. direction.”

Heard of them, but don’t D

Never heard of them D what they do

Lake Wausan Association’s (LWA) missionis™
values on Lake Wausau and its surroundings, fo organize and conduct actiy
the ecology, water guality, fishing, and recreational use of Lake Wausau.

Do you agree with the priorities that the Lake Wausau Association has pu

Strongly Disagree

o O

“One cannot plan ...
have a sense of the present state of

events and their probable future
- Levy (2013) ok

of Wisconsin, Madison, Wiscon
Jackson-Smith is professor of sodology,
State University, Logan, Utsh. Gary Lynse is
professor of agricultural economics, Univer-
sity of Mebrasks, Lincsin, Nebrasks. Laurs
MicCann is associate professor of agricuttural
and applied economics, University of Missourl,
Columbla, Missourl. Lois Wiight Mertes is
professor of sociology, lowa State University,
Ames, lowa. Pate Nowak Is professor emeritus
of environmentsl studies, Melson Institute,
University of Wisconsin, Madison, Wisconsin.

JOUBNAL OF SO AND WATER CONSERVATION

if one does not ¢

integrated relea.mh r_ha( pays attention
to the diversity of decision makers, con-
servation practices, scale, and contexts to
address these s and mpmve our overall

conservation behaviors. In this article, wa
identify several research areas that dessrve
expanded inguiry, as well as offer a ser of
larger principles to guide firure rasearch
approaches to move this science forward.

by-
hot
md

B
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science approaches with bmnhv;ca] y
surements and asessments. Crverall, tiere
is a need to better specify research ques-
tons and reevaluate the metrics used to

behavior. Further, participarion in govern-
ment or nonprofit conservation schemes,
likelihood of behavior change, or willing-
ness to change behavior are all worthy
and important dependent variables, bus

h should be careful not to com-

EXPANDING THE SCIENCE OF FARMERS™
CONSERVATION BEHAVIORS
Measring Adoprion. Measursment of the
adopdon dependent variable has proved

flare them.

Finally, it is importnt to recognize
that not il adopton decisions have the
same environmental benefic. The salience,
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Public Meetings / Field Trips:
Opportunities to gather
information and collect
meaningful input

i
-

Resource Teams: Small
groups tasked with answering
key questions / collecting input
and reporting back to the
community



Collaborative Process: LEARNING

CAPACITY Issues

RESEARCH Define the problem / Identify Issues

What do stakeholders want?
What will they support / won’t support?
What is currently being done?
Who Is looked to for leadership?
What ideas arel already out there?

DECISION MAKING Select goals and outcomes




LEARNING:

Community Awareness Survey

Representative Sample: Mailed to 1000 Tippecanoe
residents in the Fall of 2006

Designed for Response: 38% response rate

Focus: Questions focused on awareness, attitudes
and behaviors about the Wabash and water quality

Wabash River in Tippecanoe County
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pollutants and soil that erode from agricultural fislds. 0 oo
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Instructions: As you participate in the talks, breakout sessions, and

conversations with others today we’d like you to think about the following
questions. So throughout the day please take time to write down your notes /

responses to these questions — then you'll have the opportunity to share your

ideas as part of regional discussions at the end of the day!

BUILDING AWARENESS

Self-Awareness: What motivates you to get involved in water
quality improvement?

Other-Awareness: How does your motivation make your
priorities different than other members of your community?

ACTIVITY o




Collaborative Process: DECIDING

Developing Criteria: Use of goal-
defined criteria to assess alternative
land use scenarios

Seeking Input: Many ways to seek
public feedback — emphasis needs to be
on what the community as a whole will
support, not simply who has the loudest
voice

OPPORTUNITIES FOR COMMUNITY INPUT:
Household surveys, resource commissions (quasi-governmental decision making
boards), public meetings, advisory votes, and ...




Collaborative Process: DECIDING

Policy Options

II
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Collaborative Process: DECIDING

Policy Options
.
—/L

0.2

. - . 0 L ==
2 Require a minimum lot size of 0.2 _t_
1 acre, which would allow up S -04 -
= o -
to 40 new homes to be built % o
. [{*] -J.
on this property. g 1
. . . 1.2
Require a minimum lot size of 14
10 acres, which would allow -1.6
; -1.8
up to 4 new homes to be built 1 [ 2 [ 3[4 s[6 ] 7 [s8] o]
on this property. Option
Require a minimum lot size of 'mPolicy Options| -1.43 | -1.43 | -019 | 013 | -074 | -153 | -1.48 | 069 | 0.92 | -0.05
40 acres, which would allow 2

only 1 new home to be built & »
on this property. o8

40 ACRES

MINIMUM LOT SIZE




. When you think of successful water quality efforts in your community how is the word being

spread and who is spreading it?

ACTIVITY

Community-Awareness: How does impaired water quality
negatively impact your community?

Community-Criteria: How does addressing these ‘negative
impacts’ improve the lives of different stakeholders in your
community?

\




Collaborative Process: TAKING ACTION

i C Ui

,P‘..UBP,I,J; A census of all landowners

who have received subsidy
payments on farmland in
Tippecanoe County, Indiana.

in Tippecanoe County

Survey of Farmers

W

*Mail survey AND
drop-off /pick-up

Looking back, we see the dramatic transition American agriculture has experienced over the last two
generations, As a result, we can expect that new challenges will affect farming and the rural landscape.
Whether these challenges represent new economic opportunities, like the development of wind farms, or
increased public attention to environmental management of farmland, these factors are likely to impact how

farmland is valued and managed in Tippecanoe County. _— Me th 0 d S

As part of an on-going research project, we would greatly appreciate your participation in this survey to help
us understand the views and priorities of the local agricultural community. While your participation is voluntary,
as a farmer, producer, or landowner in Tippecanoe County your input is essential to finding responsible,

practical ways to meet these challenges. .Sa m p | e S i Ze o 7 1 5 i n d ivi d u a IS

Due to the complexity of the issues we are asking about, it will take approximately twenty-five minutes to
respond to our questions. Please complete as much of the survey as possible; however, you are welcome to skip
questions that make you feel uncomfortable. We understand that this is asking a lot of you, but your response is
extremely valuable to beginning this important work in Tippecanoe County.

*429 surveys were returned

If you have any questions about the survey or this research, please feel free to contact us using the

information provided below. Thank you for your help. e it h e r- fu I |y O r p a r-t i a | |y
Sincerely, . .
completed, resulting in a

Rois /41" 5‘%@7&' response rate of 60.0%.

Aaron W. Thompson Linda Stalker Prokopy, Ph.D.
Graduate Research Assistant Assistant Professor of Natural Resources Planning
E-mail: awthomps@purdue.cdu E-mail: Iprokopy@purdue.edu

Phone: 765-496-2221
Department of Forestry and Natural Resources
Purduc University



ot \ Tippecanoe County

*Size: 321,200 acres

*68.0% of land is in agricultural
production (or approximately
218,300 acres).

*2007 Census of Agriculture
reported 757 farms

*Average farm size is 288 acres

\ Study Area

*J

;ﬁcr '
f S

Result:

+Farmers are key stakeholders
in any local planning activities

Note: Colors = % cultivated http://www.agcensus.usda.gov/Publications/2007/Online_Highlights/County
Profiles/Indiana/cp18157.pd;
(USDA, 2010) —Profiles/indiana/cp18157.pdf



Scale Development

What attitudinal factors influence farmers’
willingness to participate in efforts to restore

5
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Category Categories reflect agreement with different belief systems related to

<BERT"

Environmental Stewardship and Government Involvement

Conventional View of Environmental Stewardship/ Government as a Partner
Conventional View of Environmental Stewardship / Individual Property Rights
Altemative View of Environmental Stewardship/ Government as a Partner
Conventional View of Environmental Stewardship / Individual Property Rights

the rural landscape?

Environmental Stewardship
(Positive Views) Alternative
Environmental Stewardship scale
*(Negative Views) Conventional
Environmental Stewardship scale

Government Involvement
*(Positive Views) Government as
a Partner scale

*(Negative Views) Individual
Property Rights scale



Disproportionality

Social

w =

Social Science

é LTli-ZI |_T_E_| Science of Targeting:

Biophysical science provides

m ol Biophysical Science the foundation for
conservation decision
I:r%qr{qréqrz‘ LTL‘ LTL‘ LTL‘ LTL‘ making, socioeconomic and
political realities determine
1 2 3 415 6 7 8 which actions are actually
Possible Locations for Conservation implemented.

Adapted from Walter et al. (2007)

—>Role for Social Science: Emphasis on understanding within-group
variation of attitudes toward landscape planning efforts

Walter, T., Dosskey, M., Khanna, M., Miller, J., Tomer, M., Wiens, J. (2007). The science of targeting within watersheds to improve

conservation effectiveness. In M. Schnept & C. Cox (Eds.) Managing Agricultural Landsacpes for Environmental Quality. (pp. 63-114). Akeny,
IA: Soil and Water Conservation Saciety.
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Continuum of support for Environmental Outcomes

Aaron Thompson
Linda S. Prokopy



PURDUE

\-., e

Y W
Shadeland=
Nl A _Q.,

LEGEND

" | Density Estimate for Category

O Upper 50 percent of Distribution -- High Density

(Percent Volume Contour)

Aaron Thompson
Linda S. Prokopy

Tippecanoe County
Least supportive [ " Most supportive
Continuum of support for Environmental Outcomes



Perspectives on Planning

@ Category 3: Engaged Areas of agreement
Land Stewards

*All landowners should be allowed to
participate
*Approach should emphasize
addressing issues that affect the entire
county
*Focus should be on the preservation

| of farmland

mmary
*Decisions should not be left to local | a *Category 2: Individualistic,
officials Production Focused Farmers
*Approach should emphasize regular
meetings and providing small groups of
neighboring landowners with
incentives to work together to

*Focus is on improving the quality of

orking lands.




USING SOCIAL DATA TO ENGAGE FARMERS IN RURAL

LANDSCAPE PLANING

:
:

oL

Lesson #3: Get them
involved — famer led wq
sampling

Lesson #1: Need to meet
farmers where they’re at ...
create opportunities for
dialogue

Lesson #2: Recognize and
respond to diversity

Lesson #4: Share
decision making
authority



Misconception: We do social science |
to confirm that our hunches are
correct. N\

Purpose: We do social science to
ensure that valid perspectives that
exist in the community are not

ACT 3: Community ignored by our planning efforts.

Conservations




Better, less divisive decision can be made:

AVOID QUICK DECISIONS: a community needs adequate
time to understand issues, explore options, and work
toward consensus

PROCESS IS GOAL FOCUSED: a community that first
decides on what values are the most important and
works toward these goals can benefit from a more
flexibility and a broader range of options; the
alternative usually forces a community into a false
choice between fixed options

DECISIONS MUST BE COMMUNITY DRIVEN: use
appropriate expertise when needed, but community
members must be allowed to decide what is best and

how to move forward

Sources: Johnson & Graber, 2002; Margerum, 2011



Beginning a community
discussion ...

PN




N N A Y e T

BEGINNING A COMMUNITY
DISCUSSION ...

Applied Social Science Lessons:

1. No marketing firm would attempt
to ‘sell something’ without first
knowing something about their ,
customers -- we need to learn from \
this example.

-.
«

.




Topics Covered:

Introductory Questions

-Lake Wausau
Association
-Water Quality
Knowledge

Governance & Policy

Community
Perspectives

Economic Variables:
Tied to lake activities

Mapping: Issues,
improvement,
recommendations

Demographics

Lake Wausau Com munity Surv_ey

College of Natural Resources

As a resident of one of the communities that surround Lake Wausau you have been randomly selected
to receive a survey concerning efforts to improve the community resource of Lake Wausau. This survey is
being conducted by faculty in the College of Namral Resources at the University of Wisconsin--Stevens Point in
partnership with the Lake Wausau Association and sponsoring local governments. Survey results will help these
groups understand how residents in the Wausau area interact with and value Lake Wausan and the Wisconsin River.
Results will inform ongoing research and activities to improve water quality in Lake Wausau. All results will be
kept confidential and if you have any concerns about the freatment of research participants please contact the
UWSP Institutional Review Board that can be reached at (715) 346-4598.

Your voluntary participation in this survey is a chance to be a part of the process of determining the future
for Lake Wansau. Please take the time to share your views about this impertant community resource by completing
and returning the survey in the enclosed postage paid envelope. If you have questions about the survey, please feel
free to contact one of the members of the research using the informations provided below.

Thank you for your assistance,

//‘:—1,-—_ ool | e %/ﬁm

Aaron Thompson Dr. Melinda Vokoun Dr. Kristin Floress
Assistant Professor Assistant Professor Assistant Professor
aaron.thompson@uwsp.edu melinda vokoun@uwsp.edu kristin floress@uwsp.edu

715.346.2278

PLEASE READ BEFORE BEGINNING THIS SURVEY:
The survey must be completed by an adult member of your household 18 years of age or older

Please mark all answers clearly, in pen or pencil, as indicated below.

Example “A” Example 3~ | J [J @

The Lake Wausau Association

Have you heard of the Lake Wausau Association?

Heard of them, but don’t D Heard of them_ and D

Never heard of them  [_] e e ek

Lake Wausau Association’s (LWA) mission is “to protect, maintain, and enhance environmental and recreational
values on Lake Wausau and its surroundings; fo organize and conduct activities intended to maintain or improve
the ecology, water guality, fishing, and recreational use gf Lake Wausau. ” — lakewausau.org

Do you agree with the prionties that the Lake Wausau Association has put forth in their nussion statement?

smope= [] [] [0 0 [0 [ [ wwoiem




Lake Wausau Communl'fy Sury_gzy

4/ College of Natural Resources

Sample:

Developed ‘in-house’ using
parcel data provided by
Marathon County focusing on
homeowners within these
communities

|

Total: 850 participants
Representative sample:

-160 randomly selected
households from each
community: Wausau, Schofield,
Rothschild, & Rib Mountain

Oversample:

-210 randomly selected
households from near lake
neighborhoods




L(_‘jke W:Z'_'J usau C ommuni T)/ S UrY ey

g/ College of Natural Resources

LWA Familiarity Results:

(-)There is a general lack of familiarity with the Lake Wausau Association —
41% of respondents had not heard of the organization.

The Lake Wausau Association
Have you heard of the Lake Wausau Association?

Heard of them, but don’t Heard of them, and
Never heard of them  [_] T o e L] imow what they do =1
Lake Wausau Association’s (LWA) mission 1s “to protect, maintain, and enhance environmental and recreational

values on Lake Wausau and its surroundings; to organize and conduct activities intended to maintain or improve
the ecology, water quality, fishing, and recreational use of Lake Wausau.” — lakewausau.org

Do you agree with the priorities that the Lake Wausau Association has put forth 1n their mission statement?

Strongly Disagree | 3 2 -1 0 1 2 3| Strongly Agree




Lake Wausau Community S Maee———
e | " University of Wiscansin-Stevens Polnt

Perception of the resource:

+Respondents ranked 30 statements representing various attributes of the
lake and surrounding community facilities

Statement #2: It is important for community
members to take an active role in determining
the future of the Lake Wausau.

\ U




Lake Wausau Community S Maee———
__.._~'" | Iniversity of Wiscansin-Stevens Polnt

Please describe your level of agreement on the following scale for each of the
statements that relate to general views of Lake Wausau; in general the
questions relate to areas on, along, or around the lake and Wisconsin River.

Statement #7: The scenic and natural beauty
of Lake Wausau contributes to our
community’s ability to attract new residents
and employers.




Lake Wausau C ommunity Survgy

ST 4 University of W

5

Perception of the resource:

+ ‘Inverted-R’ process revealed 4 distinct belief systems among respondents

+ Process also identified commonalities, including that all groups:

1.

Strongly agree that Lake Wausau adds to the beauty of the
community (Item #1).

Strongly agree that community members must take an active role
in the future of Lake Wausau (Item #2).

. Agree that Lake Wausau contributes to the community’s ability to

attract new residents and employers (Item #7).

. Agree that local funding to revitalize Lake Wausau is a good

investment in the future (Item #8).



L(]ke W::n_r_s::m Community Surygy

g/ College of Natural Resaurces

Perception of the resource:
Group 01: At home on Lake Wausau

Residents who hold this view enjoy spending time on Lake Wausau, seeing
plentiful outdoor recreation options and good fishing as some of the high
points of their time spent here. For many they view recreating at Lake
Wausau as part of a tradition that keeps them coming back over and over
again. They disagree with others who think the lake is dirty and getting worse
and for most hold the opposite opinion that the water is safe for recreating
and they are willing to eat fish caught there. These individuals believe that
the parks on Lake Wausau represent some of the most beautiful places in the
county and disagree that there is an unpleasant odor that prevents them from
recreating here. When it comes to who is responsible this group sees that
both the DNR and local government have appropriately responding to the
conditions on Lake Wausau.




N N A Y

BEGINNING A COMMUNITY
DISCUSSION ...

Applied Social Science Lessons:

2. We need to arm ourselves with
information -- What do you know

about your audience?
a. Who do they trust for
Information?
b. What do they know?
c. What motivates their
Involvement?




Lake Wausau CommuniyiSuney —
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Group 01: Tradition Schofield: 56.9%
Rothschild: 54.1%
Rib Mountain: 41.9%
Near Lake: 52.0%

Wausau: 21.7%
Group 02: Industry Schofield: 10.3%

Communication and

messaging
strategies — how can
LWA engage the
) . Wausau: 17.4%
COmmUﬂlty N a Group 03: Noton Schofield: 10.3%
productive Lake Wausau Rothschild: 16.4%
discussion about the
Iake? Wausau: 13.0%
Group 04: Dirty Schofield: 15.5%

Rothschild: 6.6%
Rib Mountain: 13.5%
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BEGINNING A COMMUNITY
DISCUSSION ...
Applied Social Science Lessons:

3. Where to begin:

a.
b.

Create opportunities for dialogue
Collect ‘community perspectives’
toward the resource

Work with a social scientist — set
goals, do your homework first




Different
Priorities

Regional-Awareness:

In order to address the important
water quality issues facing the
Wisconsin River basin, how do we
move forward when faced with
the ‘people challenge’ of
competing priorities for this
watershed?

ACTIVITY
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Citizen Control

Delegated Power

Partnership

Placation

Consultation

Informing

Therapy

Manipulation

Citizen

Power

Tokenism

Non-
Participation

Shared authority in decision making

Opportunities to contribute with no
actual role for the information in
decision making

Informational sessions designed to
only share specific information or
advocate for a position
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