
Tutorial 1: 3
rd

 August 2011 

Environmental Policy and Communications 

 

 

Learning outcomes - 

After the lecture, tutorial and readings students should be able to explain: 

• the concept of the environmental commons 

• how policy develops and the perspective on that process provided by the field of 

‘environmental communications’. 

• the concept of dominant narratives, and 

• that different people and cultures conceive nature and the environment 

• differently and that these differences have implications for policies about the 

environment. 

 

Tutorial question: Describe a major issue involving the environmental commons in your 

home country. 

 

Readings 

• Colbatch, H, K, 2006, Beyond the Policy cycle: the policy cycle in Australia, Allen 

&Unwin see Chapt one ‘Mapping the work of policy’ pp 1-20 

• Hays S. P. 2000, A history of environmental Politics since 1945, University of 

Pittsburgh Press. 

 

 

Tutorial 

1. Split large group in 2, provide name cards and pens – 5 mins 

2. Choose a note-taker who will also be the group rapporteur 

3. Discussion questions: 

3.1 What do you understand by environmental communications? – 5 mins 

3.2 How do you think environmental policy and communications are linked? – 5 mins 

3.3 In the case that you wrote about environmental commons, describe it and explain 

how environmental communications and policy are linked or how the case is 

relevant to the course, which are the dominant narratives? – 20 mins 

3.4 Wrap up and plenary discussion – 20 mins 

3.5 Tutor to explain next tutorial briefly – 5 mins 

 



Tutorial 2: 10
th

 August 2011 

Environmental Policy and Communications: The Critical Decade report 

 

Learning outcome:  

Students will develop an understanding of an important case study involving the interaction 

of research and policy. 
 

Tutorial question: What were the challenges faced by the Climate Commission in 

reaching out to the public? How were these challenges addressed? How effective was the 

report? How was it mediated via press, television and politicians? 

 

Tutorial assignment: As every week, by Monday 8
th

 August, 5pm, please submit your 300 

word essay answering the questions above should be delivered in the box next to Student 

Services. Internet sources are allowed, please write down your references clearly.  

 

Readings: 

• Cox, R, 2010,Environmental Communications and the Public Sphere, Sage, see 

Chapt.5 ‘Risk Communication: Environmental Dangers and the Public’ pp. 189-222 

• The Critical Decade Report 

• Several readings about Evaluation of Communication campaigns posted already in 

the Wattle site: http://wattlecourses.anu.edu.au/course/view.php?id=10764  

 

 

Tutorial – Start time 9am, finish at 10.15am.  

1. Group 1 and Group 2 (only two groups this week) are sub-divided in 4 sub-groups 

randomly and assign one key message from the “Critical Decade” report.  

2. There will be four “rounds” of discussion and each sub-group will analyze each key 

message.  

• Round 1: Sub-groups discuss the key message in the piece of paper provided and 

write down up to 3 key points about it: What the message means, why is it relevant? 

– 15 mins 

• Round 2: Sub-groups rotate to the next key message, see what the former group has 

written about it and complete if any key point should be added. Then discuss: What 

do you think were the challenges faced by the Climate Commission in reaching out 

to the public regarding this message?  – 10 mins 

• Round 3: Sub-groups rotate again to the next key message, read through what the 

former sub-group has identified as challenges and answer: How were these 

challenges addressed? – 10 mins 

• Round 4: The final rotation, discus and write down key points answering: How 

effective was the report in delivering this message? How was it mediated via press, 

television and politicians?- 15 mins 

3. Wrap up and plenary discussion: One student from Group 1 and Group 2 will 

rapport back to plenary about the discussions, doing an overall summary supported 

by the notes posted on the wall. You will notice some repetition, but  this is a good 

way to remember and stick those messages in our heads.- 20 mins 

4. Tutor briefly explains the dynamics for next tutorial: Role play! - 5 mins 

 



Tutorial 3: 17
th

 August 2011 

Environmental Policy and Communications: Wind Farm Consultation process role 

play 

 

Learning outcomes:  

• Be able to explain and critique the argument that public participation is important 

for an effective democratic system 

• Importance of information to empower the public 

• Understand the implications for democracy processes in empowering a community 

to participate in “ownership” of an issue that impacts on its life.  

• Application of democratic theory to local issues. 

 

Tutorial question: Outline how you would devise a public consultation process for a wind 

farm project in a scenic area. What are the key issues to be resolved? 

 

Tutorial assignment: As every week, please submit your 300 word essay answering the 

questions above by Monday 15
th

 August 5pm in the EMDV 8007 box next to Student 

Services. Internet sources are allowed, please write down your references clearly.  

 

Readings: 

• Cox, R, 2010, Environmental Communications and the Public Sphere, Sage,  

see Chapt 3 ‘Public participation and Environmental Decisions’ pp 83 – 118. 

• Beierle, T. C. 2002, Democracy in practice: public participation in environmental 

decisions, Resources for the Future. 

• Beder, Sharon, 1998, The New Engineer: Management and Professional 

Responsibility in a Changing World, Macmillan, Melbourne, (Chapter 10). 

 

Tutorial – Starts at 9am, finishes at 10.15 a.m.  

Before the tutorial 

• Each participant is well prepared to represent the character assigned in advance. 

Students are asked to bring their own research and imagination into their role.  

About this meeting 

• A project developer has approached the Local Council about building a wind 

farm in the area. Based on the recent controversy about the health effects of 

wind farms on national media, the developer’s company judges that it would be 

wise to involve the stakeholders from the beginning of the consultation.  

• The Local Council agrees with these views and suggests organizing a roundtable 

meeting with the objective of gathering key recommendations to devise a public 

consultation process for a wind farm project near the town of ‘Mowra’, which is 

a known scenic area.  

• A small group of stakeholders have been called to discuss how this consultation 

process should be done with the broader community (about 2,000 inhabitants of 

nearby towns, 90% of them are farmers).  

• The Council has hired a facilitator who is external to the area to help with the 

process. The meeting is funded by the project proponents with in-kind support 

from the Local Council.  



• Please arrive early to ensure your ideas are included in the recommendations to 

the Council. 

 

Activity 1: During the tutorial 

 

1. Participants will have the chance to introduce themselves to each other –informally- 

and decide where to seat in the table – 5 mins 

2. The local council will briefly talk about the project, where it is located and why this 

meeting has been called upon (meeting objective). – 5 mins 

 

Preliminary discussion: 15 mins 

3. Farmers’ representatives will have the first chance to express their suggestions and 

pose questions about the project and the consultation process.   

4. Wind farm project proponents and the Local Council will respond to the questions.  

5. Other stakeholders are invited to provide suggestions.  

 

Brainstorm & Discussion: Suggestions to Council: 25 mins 

6. The facilitator will capture ideas for the way forward regarding the consultation 

process: What are the key issues to take into account in the consultation 

process?  How to address them?  (Brainstorm with participants, 

discussion/prioritization after the brainstorm).  

7. The Local Council will thank the participants for their inputs. The Council will 

explain the next steps and timeline to start the consultation.  – 2 mins 

 

Activity 2: The Council Secretary reports back to plenary. – 5 mins each Group 1,2,3.  

Plenary feedback. (15 mins) 

 

Tutor briefly explains the next tutorial: Poster presentation.  – 5 mins.  



Annex: Roles by Group 

Character Group 1 Group 2 Group 3 

Local Council Secretary (and note taker) 
Elizabeth 
Ahimbisibwe 

Tuvshintungalag 
Boldbaatar 

Bayarmagnai 
Battumur 

Local Council Development representative Gil Arevalo Thi Do NA 

Renewable Energy Coordinator from the 
State government Sangita Bista Phuong Duong Jonathan Bills 

Wind farm project proponent (with 
successful experience in other States) 

Ariunaa 
Chadraabal Sophal Heang 

Catherine 
Diomampo 

3rd generation farmer where the project 
would put more of the turbines (up to 10 in 
this farm) - very skeptical about wind farms 

Bounta 
Nuanvixay Tahmina Hadi Thu Hoang 

2nd generation farmer neutral about the 
project, but have come to see what s going 
on and how s/he can be involved Thi Pham Leah Efrossynis NA 

Young farmer's group representative and 
with a positive perception about wind farms 
(in general) Shiming Shen Ngoc Le  Haruka Okada 

Hobby farmer from the nearest big city 
(Sydney), who only comes 2 times a month 
to spend weekends in the farm with his 
family Irma Sitompul Thi Nguyen 

Sothyro 
Samoeun 

Women Farmer's Association 
representative Denise Suarez Wiwiek Safitri Adhityani Putri 

Landcare/conservationist group 
representative 

Vithaya 
Xindavong  Yuanita Suhud  Stefan Wythes 

Local tourism association representative Haruka Yoshida Govinda Paudel Minh Le 

"Wild card" character: You decide who you 
want to be, choose from any of the above 
or any other that you see fit.  Sonam Desel Simon Wilson NA 

 



Tutorial 4: 24
th

 August 2011 

Environmental Policy and Communications: Competing narratives – The case of the 

Murray Darling Basin 

 

Learning outcomes:  

• Students will be introduced to the role of competing narratives in shaping policy 

debates (using the Murray Darling Basin as an example). 

• Students familiarize with visual communication and facilitation process.  

 

Tutorial question: How are competing narratives about the place of people in the Murray 

Darling Basin shaping the debate about its future? 

 

Tutorial assignment: As every week, please submit your 300 word essay answering the 

questions above by Monday 22
nd

 August 5pm in the EMDV 8007 box next to Student 

Services.  

 

Readings: 

• Connell D, 2007. The politics of the Murray Darling Basin, Federation press.  

• The Murray Darling Basin Plan. URL: http://www.mdba.gov.au/basin_plan   

 

Tutorial – Starts at 9am, finishes at 10.30 a.m.  

 

Before the tutorial 

• Each student is informed about the assigned narrative in particular and also 

aware of the other competing narratives (see Table below).  

• Think about your audience (students at this course) and your key message(s).  

• Think about a layout that would be appropriate for the whole poster.  

• Look for photographs, cartoon, diagrams, statistics, or any source of information 

that would help them build a strong message about their narrative in a concise 

and compelling way. Tip: check out Google images.  

• Check in the table if you are going to be facilitating (*f) or presenting (*p) 

the poster so you are prepared.  

 

Tips for poster preparation  

An effective poster is  

• Focused: on a single message. 

• Graphic: Lets graphs and images tell the story; uses text sparingly. 

• Ordered: Keeps the sequence well-ordered and obvious. Keep layout simple. 

See more tips: Hess G,  Tosney K, Liegel L. Creating Effective Poster Presentations: An 

Effective Poster. URL:  http://www.ncsu.edu/project/posters/NewSite      

 

 



 

 

Activity 1: Poster preparation 

 

0. Bring the images, diagrams, photographs, cartoon, diagrams, statistics, to class. 

Also bring scissors.  

  

Preliminary discussions – 20 mins 

1. Facilitator (*f) introduces the task and remind of the goal: Producing a poster that 

answers the tutorial question. How are competing narratives about the place of 

people in the Murray Darling Basin shaping the debate about its future?- 5 mins 

2. Each sub-group discusses the key message they want to present about: How is my 

narrative about the Murray Darling Basin shaping the debate about its future? – 10 

mins 

3. Group discussion: How are competing narratives about the place of people in the 

Murray Darling Basin shaping the debate about its future?- 10  mins 

 

Poster preparation – remember: focused, graphic, ordered – 40 mins 

4. Facilitator helps the discussion bringing the group to an agreement on how to do the 

poster and which are the key message or messages to present to plenary. This is a 

rather open process, so it is up to the facilitator to get to the goal on time.  

5. The tutor will support if there are any issues and will help keep track of time. 

Materials such as Butchers paper and markers, will be brought in by the tutor.   

 

Activity 2: Plenary discussion: Presenters (*p) show and explain their poster – 5 mins 

each. Plenary discussion. (20 mins) 

Annex 1: Focus of narratives  

 
Group 1  
 (Daniel) 

Group 2 
 (Norman) 

Group 3 
(Sandra) 

Where?  
Lennox room 

 

Seminar room 2 

 

Seminar 

room 1 

Quality of life 

• Liz 
• Gil  
• Sangita  

• Tungaa 
• Phuong 
• Phuong 

(little) * f 
• Magnai 
• Jonathan  

Indigenous narrative 

• Ari *p  
• Bounta  
• My 

• Tahmina  
• Sophal *p  
• Leah  

• Cat 
• Thu 

Hoang 
• Haruka 

Okada* 
p 

Environmental sustainability 

• Shiming 
Shen  

• Irma  
• Di-Ann *f 

• Lan  
• Hai 
• Wiki  

• Sothyro 
• Dhitri 

Irrigation based communities 

• Tu 
• Haruka 

Yoshida 
•  Sonam  

• Nita 
• Gowin  
• Simon  

• Stefan  
• Ngoc *f 

*p ! presenter, * f ! facilitator 



 

 

Tips for the facilitator:  

A facilitator shoud be…dynamic, engaging, open-minded, flexible, able to draw out diverse 

opinions during discussions and summarize important points, without being dominating. 

(Evans et al, 2006, p. 16). Please see specific tips on the powerpoint on the Wattle site: 

http://wattlecourses.anu.edu.au/mod/resource/view.php?id=320255   

 

Tips for the presenter:  

Structure your 5 minute presentation with a short introduction, the body and a conclusion, 

based on the poster you have helped to prepare: 

http://www.lc.unsw.edu.au/onlib/tutsem1.html 

 



Tutorial 5: 31
st
 August 2011 

Environmental Policy and Communications: Competing discourses about the 

relationship between society and the environment 

 

Learning outcomes:  

• Students will further refine their understanding of the role of narratives or 

discourses in shaping the development of public policy. 

• Students familiarize with the discussion moderation process.  

 

Tutorial question: Explain a major environmental controversy of your choice – in 

Australia or elsewhere – as the product of competing narratives.  

 

Tutorial assignment: As every week, please submit your 300 word essay answering the 

questions above by Monday 29
th

 August 5pm in the EMDV 8007 box next to Student 

Services.  

 

Readings: 

• Cox, R, 2010,Environmental Communications and the Public Sphere, Sage, see 

Chapter 2 ‘Social/Symbolic constructions of the environment’ pp 45 – 82. 

 

Tutorial – Starts at 9am, finishes at 10.00 a.m.  

 

Before the tutorial 

• Each student is prepared with the key points based on their assignment.  

• Check in the table if you are going to be the moderator, panel member or 

audience who will be asking questions to the panel.  

• Different “in advance” assignments for the different roles: 

• For panel members: Get your 2 line “bios” (who are you and what is your 

expertise, this is, the topic of your essay this week) in advance to the 

moderator.    

• For the public: Prepare questions in advance  

• For the moderator: Prepare some questions and rehearse your style for a 

lively conversation.  

• This session’s format is based on the famous Monday night TV program Q & A. 

Past programs and the format can be seen at: http://www.abc.net.au/tv/qanda/  

 

 

Activity 1: Q&A (Questions and Answer) session  

1. The moderator introduces the discussion and each of the panel members to the audience.  

The panel is formed by international experts in “Competing discourses about the 

relationship between society and the environment”.  

2. The audience asks questions to the panel – 25 mins. 

3. The tutor will support if there are any issues to move the discussion along and will help 

keep track of time. Materials such as question cards will be brought in by the tutor.   

 

Activity 2: Plenary discussion: A member of the audience (*) will summarize the 

discussion and report back in plenary– 5 mins. Plenary discussion. (20 mins) 

 



 

 

Roles for Q&A  

 
Group 1  
 (Daniel) 

Group 2 
 (Norman) 

Group 3 
(Sandra) 

Where?  
Lennox room 

 

Seminar 

room 2 

 Seminar room 1 

Moderator 

• Irma  
 
  

• Phuong 
 • Stefan  

Panel of experts 

• Gil  
• Bounta  
• Tu 
 

• Nita 
• Tahmina  
• Leah  

• Thu Hoang 
• Haruka 

Okada 
• Dhitri 

Public 

• My  
• Sangita  
• Ari  
• Shiming 

Shen  
• Di-Ann  
• Haruka 

Yoshida* 
• Sonam  
 

• Lan  
• Tungaa 
• Hai 
• Wiki  
• Gowin*  
• Simon 
• Phuong 

(little)  
 

• Sophal  
• Liz  
• Magnai 
• Jonathan* 
• Sothyro 
• Cat 
• Ngoc 

 

Note: I have moved Sophal and Liz to group 3 to balance out the numbers in the audience 

in this group.  

*  = member of the audience who will report back in plenary.  

 

 

 



Tutorial 6: 7th September 2011 

Environmental Policy and Communications: Old and new online media (the web) 

 
Learning outcomes:  

• Understand the different ways in which old and new online media communicate and how 

the latter is creating opportunities for new types of policy actors. 
 

Tutorial question: Choose and issue and discuss how online media has changed the way it is being 

treated by governments compared with what would have happened, say, 20 years ago.  

 

Tutorial assignment: Please submit your 300 word essay answering the question above by 

Monday 5
th

 September 5pm in the EMDV 8007 box next to Student Services.  

 

Readings: 

• Cox, R, 2010, Environmental Communications and the Public Sphere, Sage, see Chapter 5 

‘Media and the Environment Online’, pp 151 – 188. 

• Arno, S. (Ed.), 2004, Environmental online Communication, Springer.  

 

Tutorial – Starts at 9am  

 

Activity 1: Group discussion (9-10 am) 

Before the tutorial 

• Each student is prepared with the key points about the tutorial question. 

• Check in the table if you are going to be the moderator, rapporteur or discussant.  

During the tutorial 

• This session’s format is based on our first discussion session, where the moderator 

makes sure everybody participates in the discussion, summarizes key points during the 

conversation and brings in new interesting points to the discussion. See facilitation tips 

here: http://wattlecourses.anu.edu.au/mod/resource/view.php?id=320255   

• The tutor will support if there are any issues to move the discussion along and will help 

keep track of time.  

 

Activity 2: Plenary discussion (10-10.20am): The rapporteur in each group summarizes the 

discussion and report back in plenary– 5 mins each. Plenary discussion. (20 mins).   

 
Group 1  
 (Daniel) 

Group 2 
 (Norman) 

Group 3 
 

Where? Lennox room 

 

Seminar room 2 

 

Seminar room 1 

Moderator • Sangita 
 

• Tahmina 
 

• Sothyro 
 

Rapporteur • My • Lan • Thu Hoang 
 

Discussants • Gil 
• Bounta 
• Tu Irma 
• Ari 
• Shiming Shen 
• Di-Ann 
• Haruka Yoshida 
• Liz  
• Sonam 

• Nita 
• Leah 
• Sophal 
• Phuong 
• Tungaa 
• Hai 
• Wiki 
• Gowin 
• Simon 
• Phuong (little) 

• Liz 
• Sophal 
• Haruka Okada 
• Dhitri 
• Stefan 
• Magnai 
• Jonathan+ 
• Cat 
• Ngoc 

Note: +As Sandra will not be around on this tutorial, Jonathan will keep track of time in group 3.  



Tutorial 7: 28th September 2011 

Environmental Policy and Communications: Shaping Public Opinion 

 
Learning outcomes: An understanding of: 

• forms of advocacy and propaganda in public communication 

• the uses of rhetoric and deception in shaping public opinion 

• the role of think tanks and PR firms in influencing public opinion and political action 
 

Tutorial questions: How easy is it to manipulate public opinion? Do politicians necessarily take 

note of public opinion? What are the implications for public policy in corporate interests seeking to 

dominate the public debate? What are the remedies open to protect the public interest?  

Provide examples.  

 

Tutorial assignment: Please submit your 300 word essay answering the question above by 

Monday 26
th

 September 5pm in the EMDV 8007 box next to Student Services.  

 

Readings: 

• Beder, Sharon, 1997, Global Spin: the Corporate Assault on Environmentalism, Deveon: 

Green Books 

• Beder, Sharon, 2001, ‘Anti-environmentalism’, in International Encyclopedia of 

Environmental Politics, edited by John Barry and E.Gene Frankland, Routledge.  

• Cox, R, 2010, Environmental Communications and the Public Sphere, Sage, see Chapter 10  

‘Green Marketing and Corporate Advocacy’, pp 331 – 364. 

 

Tutorial – Starts at 9am  

 

Activity 1: Group discussion (9-10 am) 

 

Before the tutorial 

• Each student understands key terms to be used in the discussion: think tank, rhetoric, 

propaganda, advocacy, deception, political action. 

• Check in the table if you are going to be the moderator or rapporteur.  

 

During the tutorial 

• This session’s format is a variation of our discussion based tutorials.  

• First, pair-wise discussion: Explain to your partner each of the key terms above. Make 

sure you understand the concepts before jumping into the discussion (5 mins). 

• Then, discuss in pairs each of the tutorial questions shown above. Come up with key 

points to bring to the joint discussion. Make sure to discuss examples to share.  Write 

down with your partner the questions that still remain unclear or would benefit from 

opinion from open discussion. (15 mins) 

• Second, joint discussion:  (30 mins) 

o The moderator makes sure everybody participates in the discussion, 

summarizes key points during the conversation and keeps the discussion on 

track.  

o The rapporteur takes notes of key points (not detailed notes) in order to bring a 

summary of issues raised to plenary.  

• The tutor will support if there are any issues to move the discussion along and will help 

keep track of time.  

 



Activity 2: Plenary discussion (10-10.20am): The rapporteur in each group summarizes the 

discussion and report back in plenary– 5 mins each.  

Plenary discussion. (20 mins).   

 

 
Group 1  
 (Daniel) 

Group 2 
 (Norman) 

Group 3 
(Sandra) 

Where? Lennox room 

 

Seminar room 2 

 

Seminar room 4 

NOTE: CHANGE OF 

ROOM!!! 

Moderator • Di-Ann 
 

• Gowin 
 

• Cat 
 

Rapporteur • Sonam  
 

• Nita 
 

• Thu Hoang 
•  

Discussants • My  
• Gil 
• Bounta 
• Tu Irma 
• Ari 
• Shiming Shen 
• Haruka Yoshida 
• Sangita 
 

• Lan  
• Tahmina 
• Leah 
• Sophal 
• Phuong 
• Tungaa 
• Hai 
• Wiki 
• Simon 
• Phuong (little) 

• Liz 
• Sophal 
• Sothyro 
• Haruka Okada 
• Dhitri 
• Stefan 
• Magnai 
• Ngoc 
• Jonathan 

 



Tutorial 8 & 9: 12th October 2011  (combined tutorial) 

 

Environmental Policy and Communications: Green politics & NGOs – what is their role 

in the development of environmental public policy? 
 

 

Learning outcomes:  

1. Green politics:  

• An understanding of the ways in which green political parties are affecting the process of 

governments.  

2. NGOs role: 

• Understand how NGOs operate and the range of roles they play in environmental policy 

debates 

• Be able to explain both sides of the debate whether or not NGOs play a positive role in 

developing countries 

• Link discussion about NGOs to discussion about public participation in both developed and 

developed nations.  
 

Tutorial question:  

 

1. What sorts of issues do green political parties focus and why?  

Provide examples from your own country or a country of your preference.  

Note: I challenge you to pick a country which maybe totally foreign to you, eg. Brazil, Colombia, 

Italy, etc. (This question was the written assignment for 5
th

 October). 

 

2. Do you think the major international NGOs dealing with environmental issues are playing a 

positive role in your home country? (This question is the written assignment for 12
th

 October). 

 

Tutorial assignment: Please submit your 300 word essay answering Question two above by 

Tuesday 11
th

 October 9am in the EMDV 8007 box next to Student Services. (Monday 10
th

 is a 

public holiday).   

 

Readings: 

• Hays, S. P. 2000, A history of Environmental Politics since 1945, University of Pittsburgh 

Press.  

• Colbatch, H.K., 2006, Beyond the policy cycle: the policy cycle in Australia, Allen & 

Unwin, see Chapter two ‘Non-government organizations in policy’, pp. 27-41. 

• Doherty, B, & Doyle, T (Eds), 2008, Beyond Borders, Environmental Movements and 

Transnational Politics.  

 

Tutorial – Starts at 9am 

 

Activity 1: Mind map 

 

Before the tutorial 

• Check in the table if you are going to be the moderator or rapporteur.  

• This session’s format involves using both sides of your brain: the logical side and your 

creative side, you are encouraged to add figures and symbols to your mind map.  

• I recommend this short video and text with useful guidelines to build mind maps: 

http://www.mindtools.com/pages/article/newISS_01.htm 

 

During the tutorial 

 



• First, small group discussion: In sub-groups of three people discuss the tutorial 

questions and draw one mind map answering each question or one mind map that links 

them.  Avoid sentences, use keywords only together with chartflows, boxes, arrows, 

bubbles, etc. (20 mins) 

 

• Second, joint discussion:  Show your mind maps to your group and find similarities and 

differences with others. Discuss question by question and see if you can find more links 

across the different answers.  Having in mind that you have to draw a group mind map, 

discuss what to keep, what to add or what to exclude. (15 mins) 

 

• As a group build a new mind map of the sort of issues green political parties focus on, 

the reasons behind them, some history/evolution and links between them and how do 

international NGOs are linked to this debate in your country. Note: You do not need to 

get to consensus but point out areas of discrepancies if you find them. (15 mins). 

 

During the joint discussion: 

• The moderator makes sure everybody participates in the discussion, summarizes key 

points during the conversation and keeps the discussion on track.  

• The rapporteur will take notes and use the diagram to report back in plenary.  

• The tutor will support if there are any issues to move the discussion along and will help 

keep track of time and will provide paper and pens for drawing.  

 

 

Activity 2: Plenary discussion: The rapporteur in each group summarizes the discussion and report 

back in plenary– 5 mins each.  

Plenary discussion. (20 mins).   

 

 
Group 1  
 (Daniel) 

Group 2 
 (Norman)* 

Group 3 
(Sandra) 

Where? Lennox room 

 

Seminar room 4  Miller Theatre 

Moderator • My  
 

• Phuong (little) 
 

• Haruka O. 
 

Rapporteur • Bounta 
 

• Nita 
 

• Magnai 
 

Discussants • Di-Ann 
• Shiming Shen 
• Sonam  
• Gil 
• Tu  
• Irma 
• Ari 
• Haruka Y. 
• Sangita 
 

• Gowin 
• Lan  
• Tahmina 
• Leah 
• Sophal 
• Phuong 
• Tungaa 
• Hai 
• Wiki 
• Simon 

• Liz 
• Cat 
• Sothyro 
• Dhitri 
• Stefan 
• Ngoc 
• Jonathan  
• Thu Hoang 

 



Tutorial 10: 19th October 2011   

Environmental Policy and Communications: Action as communication: What is the role 

and impact of social media? 

Learning outcomes:  

• Understand the role and impact of social media on environmental advocacy campaigns 

• Understand the role of environmental advocacy campaigns in catalyzing action as a form of 

communication 

• Understand environmental governance issues with an environmental NGO context.  
 

Mandatory readings: 

• Cox, 2010, Environmental Communications and the Public Sphere, Sage:  read Chapter 7 

‘Environmental Advocacy Campaigns’, pp. 225-262 

• Liddick, D. 2006, Eco-terrorism: radical environmental and animal liberation movements, 

read the Introduction (link posted on Wattle).  

 

Suggested reading (posted on Wattle): 

• Jepson, P. 2005. Governance and accountability of environmental NGOs. Environmental 

Science & Policy 8: 515–524. 

• Kietzmann, JH, Hermkens K, McCarthy I.P, Silvestre, BS. 2011. Social media? Get 

serious! Understanding the functional building blocks of social media. Business Horizons 

54: 241-251. 

 

Tutorial question:  

 

You are the communications manager of an environmental NGO (ENGO). You have been asked by 

the board of Directors of the ENGO to design a social media advocacy campaign to address an 

environmental issue relevant to your country.  

How would you design this social media campaign? Use an example to illustrate your answer.  

Supporting questions (that may help you answering the tutorial question):  

• What mode or modes of advocacy you would plan to use? (See Cox chapter 7, Table 

7.1, p.228)  

• What elements of social media functionality would you take into consideration and 

why? (see Figure 1 below). 

 

Tutorial written assignment: Answer the tutorial question above in a 300 word essay by Monday 

17
th

 October 9am and post it in the EMDV 8007 box next to Student Services.  

 

Tutorial – Starts at 9am 

 

Activity 1: ‘The board meeting’ 

 

Ultimately the governing boards of ENGOs must account to society for the continued 

relevance, integrity and impact of the environment and conservation movement, which 

legitimates ENGO engagement in the shaping of policy and delivery of services.  

-Jepson, 2005: 523 

Before the tutorial 

• Read chapter 7 of Cox’s textbook, in particular make sure you understand Table 7.1 in 

page 228 and Figure 7.1 on page 233.  

• Read Liddick’s introduction. What is the meaning of the terms ‘direct action’ and ‘eco-

terrorism’ (pages 7-8).  



• See in the table below what your role during the discussion will be and prepare your 

arguments accordingly.  

 

During the tutorial 

 

• Address from the ENGO Director: Explains the objective of the meeting and process to 

follow.  

• The communications manager will explain first the meaning of direct action and then 

explain his/her communication strategy using visual aids if needed. (15 mins).  

• Feedback: The different board members will provide feedback to the communications 

manager and team from their different point of view as per the role assigned. (30 mins).  

• Response to feedback by communications team (including the manager): The team will 

discuss the feedback provided by the board and indicate how they would update their 

proposal if required.  

• The moderator (ENGO Director) makes sure everybody participates in the discussion, 

summarizes key points during the conversation and keeps the discussion on track.  

• The rapporteurs (Civil society representatives) will take notes and report back in 

plenary and comment on the effectiveness of the ‘updated’ campaign.  

• The tutor will support if there are any issues to move the discussion along and will help 

keep track of time and will provide paper and pens if needed by students.  

 

Activity 2: Plenary discussion:  

The rapporteur(s) in each group summarizes the discussion and reports back in plenary– 5 mins 

each group.  

Plenary discussion. (20 mins).   

 
Group 1  
 (Daniel) 

Group 2 
 (Norman)* 

Group 3 
(Sandra) 

Where? Lennox room 

 

Seminar room 4  Miller Theatre 

Communications 
manager 

• My  
 

• Nita 
 

• Liz 
 

Communications team • Di-Ann 
• Shiming Shen 
• Sonam 

• Gowin 
• Lan  
• Tahmina 
•  

• Cat 
• Sothyro 
• Dhitri 
 

NGO Director (and 
tutorial moderator) 

• Bounta 
 

• Leah 
 

• Sothyro 
 

Civil society 
representatives  

(and tutorial 
rapporteurs) 

• Gil 
• Irma 

• Sophal 
• Phuong 
 

• Stefan 
• Ngoc 

Field official / assistant • Tu  
• Ari 

• Hai 
• Wiki 
• Phuong (little) 
 

• Magnai 
• Haruka O. 

Policy maker  
(NGO political supporter) 

• Haruka Y. 
 

• Simon  
 

• Jonathan  
 

Donor 
(NGO main financial 

supporter) 

• Sangita • Tungaa 
 

• Thu Hoang  
 

 

 



 

 

 

Figure 1. The honeycomb of social media (Kietzmann et al, 2011: 243).  

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Tutorial 11: 26th October 2011   

Environmental Policy and Communications: Gender, cultural and religious influences 

Learning outcomes:  

• Understand the significance of gender issues for many environmental policies 

• Understand the role of cultural and religious values and how they are formed 
 

Mandatory readings: 

• Cox, 2010, Environmental Communications and the Public Sphere, Sage:  read Chapter 2 

‘Social/Symbolic constructions of the Environment’. 

 

Suggested reading (all available from Wattle): 

• Lwanga, M. 2002. Gender, Environment and Sustainable Development. A Paper presented 

at the Conference on “Sustainable Development, Governance and Globalisation: An 

African Forum for Strategic Thinking Towards the Earth Summit 2002 and Beyond” 

Nairobi Kenya 17 – 20 September 2001. 

• MacKenzie, S. 1984. A Socialist Feminist Perspective on Gender and Environment. 

Antipode 16 (3), 3-10 

• Salleh, A. 1984. Deeper than Deep Ecology: the ecofeminist connection.  

Environmental Ethics, Vol. 6, No. 4, 335-341.  

• Zelezny, L.C, Chua P-P., Aldrich C., 2000. Elaborating on Gender Differences in 

Environmentalism. Journal of Social Issues, 56 (3): 443-457 

 

Tutorial question:  

Discuss an example of an environmental policy where gender is an important issue. 

 

Tutorial written assignment: Answer the tutorial question in a 300 word essay by Monday 24
th

 

October 5pm and post it in the EMDV 8007 box next to Student Services.  

 

Tutorial – Starts at 9am 

 

Activity: Debate - The female quota system and implications for environmental policy  

 

There has been discussion about establishing a quota system at the different executive boards of all 

levels of government and private businesses in your country. In particular, the ‘Ministry of 

Environment, Gender and Indigenous Affairs’ supports this policy to be implemented as soon as 

possible and the proposal is about to be discussed at the Parliament.  

The proposed quota system follows these gradual targets:  

Year Target of senior women in 

boards (%) 

2013 

2015 

2017 

2019 

2021 

25 

30 

38 

46 

50 

 

You are part of the Technical Review Team commissioned by the Congress to provide feedback on 

the proposal. There are discrepancies within the Review Team so the members have decided to split 

and prepare their arguments FOR and AGAINST the proposal.  

 

1. Internal discussion: Students will be divided in 4 sub-groups, 2 of them will be FOR and 2 

AGAINS. Each sub-group has to come up with at least 3 key points to present during the debate.   



 

Among for and against arguments, discuss within the groups:  

a) Is the proposal realistic?  

b) What will be the implications if the proposal is accepted as law for the example of 

environmental policy you wrote about in your assignment?  

(25 mins) 

 

2. Debate:  

Discussants will present their arguments for and against in terms.  

(25 mins) 

Note: In order to give everybody an opportunity to practice presentation skills, discussants will be 

volunteers who have not yet presented in class.   



Tutorial 12: 02nd November 2011   

Environmental Policy and Communications: Citizen Activism

Learning outcomes:  
• Understand the argument that public participation is important for an effective democratic 

system 
• Understand the importance of information to empower the public 

• Understand the operation of freedom of information legislation in Australia and the United 
States and be able to explain the role of New Zealand Environmental ombudsman 

• Understand how new technology has changed the dynamics of public debates about 
environmental policy. 

 
Mandatory readings: 

• Allan, S, 2006, Online News, Open University Press, see Chapter 7 ‘Participatory 
journalism’, IndyMedia, OhmyNews and Wikinews, pp 121-142.  

• Isham, J. & Waage, S., 2007, Ignition: what you can do to fight global warming and spark 
a movement, Island Press.  

 
Tutorial question:  
 
1. Outline how you would use Australia’s freedom of information (FOI) legislation to gain 
information relevant to an environmental issue. 
 
Or 
 
2. Choose an environmental policy issue of your interest and discuss how you might join the public 
debate about it (Do not discuss what you would say, focus instead on the methods of 
communications that you could use).  
 
Tutorial written assignment: Answer the tutorial question in a 300 word essay by Monday 31st 
October 5pm and post it in the EMDV 8007 box next to Student Services.  
 
Tutorial – Starts at 9am 
 
Activity: Role play: ‘Meeting the activists’  

 
Before the tutorial 

• Each student is prepared with the key points based on their assignment (topic 1 
or 2). Depending on the topic you chose, during the tutorial discuss either:  

o How you would use Australia’s FOI legislation to gain information 
relevant to an environmental issue?  

or 
o How you have joined the public debate about an environmental policy 

issue? Focus on the methods of communication used.  

• Check in the table if you are going to be the moderator, panel member or 
audience who will be asking questions to the panel of activists.  

 



During the tutorial 
 
Activity 1: Q&A (Questions and Answer) session  
 

1. The moderator introduces the discussion and each of the panel members to the 
audience.  
The panel is formed by citizens explaining their own ‘activism’ actions/activities.   

2. The audience asks questions to the panel – 25 mins 
3. The tutor will support if there are any issues to move the discussion along and will 

help keep track of time.   
 
Activity 2: Plenary discussion: A member of the audience (*) will summarize the 
discussion and report back in plenary– 5 mins. Plenary discussion. (20 mins) 

 

Roles for Q&A  

 
Group 1  
 (Daniel) 

Group 2 
 (Norman) 

Group 3 
(Sandra) 

Where?  
Lennox room 

 

Lennox room 

 

Lennox room 

 

Interviewer • Gil  • Tahmina  • Thu Hoang 

Panel of activists 

• Shiming 
Shen Di-
Ann  

• Irma  

• Phuong 
(little) 

• Phuong 
• Tungaa 

• Ngoc  
• Magnai 
• Haruka O. 

Public 

• Bounta  
• Tu* 
• My  
• Sangita  
• Ari  
• Sonam  
• Haruka Y.  

• Lan  
• Leah  
• Hai 
• Wiki  
• Gowin  
• Simon 
• Nita* 

• Dhitri  
• Stefan 
• Sophal  
• Liz*  
• Jonathan 
• Sothyro 
• Cat 

* = member of the audience who will report back in plenary.  

This is your last tutorial of the Semester 2, 2011 for EMDV 8007, success in your final 
exam!   

REMINDER:  

Thank you for answering the official ‘SELT’ (Student Experience of Learning and 
Teaching) evaluations. You can find the link to SELT evaluations in your email.  

All answers are confidential and will be looked at as a group, not individually.  

Your feedback will be used to improve or make necessary adjustments to the content 
and delivery of this course next semester.  

Thank you for your feedback! 

 


