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Description 
Each year millions of people participate in thousands of public ecology projects 
worldwide. Public ecology is a distinctive approach to environmental science, policy, and 
governance that seeks to improve environmental quality and the quality of life in places 
where people live, work, and play. As such, public ecology has much in common 
with civic environmentalism, community-based conservation, sustainable development 
and related approaches to understanding and managing human ecosystems.  
  
Public ecology exists at the confluence of several major currents shaping today's 
environmental arena: 1) the need for dialogue and collaboration across the many 
disciplinary, professional, political, cultural, and other institutional boundaries that divide 
environmentally concerned scientists, policymakers, and citizens; 2) the need for citizens, 
communities, government agencies, international organizations, and other social 
institutions to work together using local knowledge, professional expertise, and other 
resources to address today's complex and controversial social and 
environmental concerns; and 3) the need for shared visions of nature and human society 
that encourage people to create healthy human ecosystems and sustainable, resilient, and 
livable communities at local, regional, and global scales.  
 
This course examines the history, current status, and future prospects of public ecology 
by exploring three broad themes: Nature, Science, and Society. In addition, this course 
has a service-learning aspect to the extent that it can help 1) advance the art and science 
(theory and practice) of public ecology and 2) unify and empower public ecologists and 
public ecology projects worldwide. 
 
Learning Objectives 
Upon successful completion of this course, students should be able to: 

• Think more critically and creatively about environmental science and policy;  
• Demonstrate a broad, transdisciplinary understanding of ecology, environmental 

science, and ecosystem management;  
• Communicate effectively with specific audiences regarding public ecology 

and human ecosystems:  
o Define key terms and concepts;  
o Identify contributing disciplines, professions, and cultural perspectives;    
o Identify significant people, projects and publications;  



o Describe the history, current status, and future prospects of public 
ecology; 

• Conduct independent research and writing regarding public ecology in action. 
 
Evaluation/ Grading Criteria 
•        Discussion & Participation 40% 
•        Short Assignments  30% 
•        Final Project   30% 
Critical and creative thinking are the keys to success in this course! 
 
Methods 
This course includes weekly readings, class discussion, independent research, creative 
thinking and critical writing.  
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