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What is the Integration and Application Network?

IAN’s aim is to enable better communication to
empower change.
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REPORT CARDS
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Interactive symbol creation tutorial

Environmental report card workshop
in Surfers Paradise, Australia
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Streamlining environmental reporting
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Solving, not just studying
environmental problems

STUDY ﬁ SOLVE
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IAN is making a global impact
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IAN’s is creating a global symbol language
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IAN has three main focus areas
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Develop Science
Communication
products

Environmental
Report Cards

Science
Communication
Training



Several basic steps are involved in
producing report cards

Step 1 Step 2 Step 3 Step 4 Step 5

Create
conceptual

Choose Define Calculate | Communicate

indicators thresholds scorecard results
framework




Step 1: Create conceptual framework

f Estuarine Marine
2 Turbid Sewage Fluvial

{' K; Catchment

Riverine

Oceanic
impacted

Soil disturbance |

Ecosystem Health Indicators Key Features

£ Turbidity due to resuspension of fine grained sediments \ﬁ/ Light limitation #* (Oceanic flushing

” Seagrass loss resulting from high turbidity from resuspension V{'\F R
and catchment inputs ¥ Nutrient limitation Humic rich runoff
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Step 2: Choose indicators

that convey meaningful ecological information and can be
rmeasured reliably
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Step 3: Define thresholds

and reporting regions to establish environmental benchmarks and
spatial details
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Step 4: Calculate scorecard

for dissemination to decision-makers, resource managers, and
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Chesapeake Bay
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Step 5: Communicate results

effectively through mass media with supporting material in
technical or web-based venues
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Chesapeake Bay report card & trajectories
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BayStat tracks health, pressures and solutions
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