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Chesapeake Bay Commission



1990s, we developed science communication 
products, including report cards in Australia



Initial Moreton Bay report card was qualitative

“There is something fascinating about 
science. One gets such wholesale returns of 
conjecture out of such a trifling investment of 
fact.” Mark Twain



But it generated significant local media attention



So we developed a rigorous report card 
framework



The report card expanded geographically



Report cards expanded throughout Australia



Scholarship was redefined by the Univ. of Maryland 
Center for Environmental Science in 2000 



Chesapeake Bay: Data rich but synthesis poor



• In 2005, there were 101 indicators; mixed ‘state’ and 
‘response’ indicators

• No hierarchy or combined indices; No stories 

• Conflicting stories: “Happy Talk” vs. “Doom and 
Gloom” about perceived progress

Chesapeake Bay Program indicators 

Chesapeake Bay Program indicators as they 
appeared on the website 

http://images.amazon.com/images/P/0742523519.01.LZZZZZZZ.jpg


Initial Chesapeake Bay report card produced in 2006



Chesapeake Bay report card generates media attention



Report card website created
www.ecoreportcard.org



Partnership with WWF launched



Global network of practitioners established



Surveyed report card practitioners



Published Practitioner’s Guide
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• Delivery
• Simple and concise
• Most people can relate to them
• Don’t require instructions

• Effect
• Can identify areas needing improvement
• Results can be tracked over time

• Response
• Provides incentive
• Accountability (assessor and assesse)
• Mass media love it

Environmental report cards in context



Re-imagining report cards requires a new, expanded 
shared vision: Vargas-Nguyen 2020 dissertation



Expanding the Chesapeake watershed report card



Environmental justice indicators

• Proximity to hazards 
• Access to nature
• Restoration funding
• Management & governance

vs.
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Nylah McClain UMES
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• Coastal Ocean Assessment for Sustainability 
and Transformation (COAST) Card

• COAST Card merges three tools: 
– status assessment through a report card process, 
– societal guidance through social network analyses
– prioritized actions identified with system dynamics 

models. 

COAST Card is a new generation of 
report card



Click to edit

Belmont Forum project recently 
launched to globalize report cards
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