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Public Engagement with Science
Public engagement with science (PES) is focused on
two-way communication for mutual learning
between scientists and the public. PES has been
proven to benefit all participating parties, yet there
continue to be barriers. The four papers in this
BRIDGES cluster offer a guide for aquatic scientists
to overcome these barriers and elevate their
research through PES. Key points include:
▪

▪

▪

PES can improve research outcomes by
strengthening scientific knowledge and projects
while inspiring public action and informing policy.
Barriers identified by SFS members fit within the
larger context of challenges that scientists face
when doing PES including time, resources, training
and support (Golladay et al. 2021, Hopfensperger
et al. 2021).
Researchers can achieve successful PES by
creating meaningful interactions while building
collaborative networks (Burdett et al. 2021)
through the use of trust and responsiveness
(Golladay et al. 2021, Hall et al. 2021) to identify
target audiences and mobilize quickly (Burdett et
al. 2021, Golladay et al. 2021, Hall et al. 2021).

▪

Structuring activities appropriately by starting
small, leveraging existing skills and resources, and
including evaluation opportunities to learn from
the project leads to success (Burdett et al. 2021).

▪

PES outcomes can be achieved through facilitating
an inclusive public participation (Hall et al. 2021)
by connecting with the audience (Burdett et al.
2021, Golladay et al. 2021), valuing public
contributions (Hall et al. 2021), and designing
multiple points of entry (Burdett et al. 2021).

Two models for scientists to interact with the public: the older
deficit model on the left and the newer model on the right.
(Fig. 1 from Hopfensperger et al. 2021).
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