Common Objections to Historical Research in Marine Environments – Expert Scoring

There are two tables to fill out. All information will be anonymised and contribute only to aggregated state and visualisation!
Aim
To determine how frequently you have encountered different presupposed judgements about the relevance or usefulness of historical research of marine environments, and to obtain your views about how important these objections have been in the uptake of your research findings in marine policy making. 
Scoring will be done according to your own experiences in this field and you are kindly asked to follow the next steps.
First
First get familiar with our definitions of possible objections on the use of historical data in research of the marine environment:

	Objection
	Definition

	Moral
	Nature has no intrinsic rights. Ethics must be guided by the benefits to present and future humans. We need to put the past to rest as irrelevant – and potentially distracting – to our choices for the future. 

	Functionalist
	We need to optimize ecosystems for our needs (food security and other services) – not in the interest of other species

	Apologist
	It is inappropriate to highlight evidence that aboriginal peoples affected the historical ecosystem when these people (more correctly their descendants) have so many serious social issues confronting them at present

	Defeatist
	Why bother when we can’t turn back the clock?

	Sceptical
	There are not enough data of sufficient quality to establish the structure of previous populations or ecosystems so the exercise will be fruitless.

	Puritanical
	Marine systems should be viewed only from a natural science point of view – social research has no part; or alternatively, historians should never work with natural scientists – they will just use you to supply ‘data’, ignore the historical context, and force you into multi-authored publications

	Modernist
	The modern environment is completely different from those that sustained past ecosystems so contrasting then and now is inappropriate.

	Futurist
	The world is confronted with major global environmental issues so focusing on historical change is a distraction from the real issues

	Others
	Please describe



Second
· In Table 1 below:
· Identify the research issue you are working on and your geographical area of interest.
· Then in each column indicate your frequency of encounter of each objection:  0 (never), 1 (once), 2 (occasionally), 3 (frequently), 4 (continuously)
· Different objections can have the same score

Third
· Describe your experiences
· Where you have encountered an objection please provide a brief description of one of those encounters and list any literature you know that discusses or illustrates this sort of objection. An encounter may range from highly aggressive and in your face, to much lower key and apparently friendly discussion among peers suggesting that a different research approach would be more likely to be funded, useful or relevant. We are interested in the whole range of encounters that may form a barrier to undertaking historical research in marine environments.

Fourth
· In Table 2 below:
· According to your experiences, please score objection categories with respect to how important each has been in limiting the uptake of historical research in marine policy making.  Score range is between 0 (no relevance) to 10 (very important)
· Different objections can have the same score.

Fifth
· Please send your evaluation by 25 March 2018 to Alison MacDiarmid a.macdiarmid@niwa.co.nz

Sixth
· Happily await our anonymised summary 

Seventh
· Many thanks!



Expert opinion scoring by……………………………………………….(place your name here)
Table 1: Please briefly describe your research interest and the geographical area of your research. Then score each objection in terms of frequency of your encounter:  0 (never), 1 (once), 2 (occasionally), 3 (frequently), 4 (continuously). In each column please consider the different groups of stakeholders that may have raised objections to your historical research in marine environments. Where you have encountered an objection please provide a brief description of those encounters and list any literature you know that discusses or illustrates this sort of objection. We understand that some encounters may blend or draw on more than one type of objection. In this case make an entry for each type of objection encountered and describe whether this was the main or subsidiary objection.
	Description of your research issue and geographical area of interest
	



	Type of Objection
	Frequency of encounter among researchers (inside academia)
	Frequency of encounter with stakeholder outside academia

	
	Natural Sciences Researchers
	Social/Humanities Researchers
	Regional ecosystem/fisheries manager
	Policy maker (national/international)

	Moral
(Nature has no intrinsic rights. Ethics must be guided by the benefits to present and future humans. We need to put the past to rest as irrelevant – and potentially distracting – to our choices for the future.)

	
Frequency (0 – 4):

Description:



Literature:

	
Frequency (0 – 4):

Description:



Literature:
	
Frequency (0 – 4):

Description:



Literature:
	
Frequency (0 – 4):

Description:



Literature:

	Functionalist
(We need to optimize ecosystems for our needs (food security and other services) – not in the interest of other species)
	
Frequency (0 – 4):

Description:


Literature:
	
Frequency (0 – 4):

Description:


Literature:
	
Frequency (0 – 4):

Description:


Literature:
	
Frequency (0 – 4):

Description:


Literature:

	Apologist
(It is inappropriate to highlight evidence that aboriginal peoples affected the historical ecosystem when these people (more correctly their descendants) have so many serious social issues confronting them at present)

	
Frequency (0 – 4):

Description:



Literature:
	
Frequency (0 – 4):

Description:



Literature:
	
Frequency (0 – 4):

Description:



Literature:
	
Frequency (0 – 4):

Description:



Literature:

	Defeatist 
(Why bother when we can’t turn back the clock?)

	
Frequency (0 – 4):

Description:


Literature:

	
Frequency (0 – 4):

Description:


Literature:
	
Frequency (0 – 4):

Description:


Literature:
	
Frequency (0 – 4):

Description:


Literature:

	Sceptical 
(There are not enough data of sufficient quality to establish the structure of previous populations or ecosystems so the exercise will be fruitless)

	
Frequency (0 – 4):

Description:

Literature:

	
Frequency (0 – 4):

Description:

Literature:
	
Frequency (0 – 4):

Description:

Literature:
	
Frequency (0 – 4):

Description:

Literature:

	Puritanical
(Marine systems should be viewed only from a natural science point of view – social research has no part; or alternatively, historians should never work with natural scientists – they will just use you to supply ‘data’, ignore the historical context, and force you into multi-authored publications)

	
Frequency (0 – 4):

Description:

Literature:
	
Frequency (0 – 4):

Description:

Literature:
	
Frequency (0 – 4):

Description:

Literature:
	
Frequency (0 – 4):

Description:

Literature:

	Modernist
(The modern environment is completely different from those that sustained past ecosystems so contrasting then and now is inappropriate)

	
Frequency (0 – 4):
Description:



Literature:
	
Frequency (0 – 4):
Description:



Literature:
	
Frequency (0 – 4):
Description:



Literature:
	
Frequency (0 – 4):
Description:



Literature:

	Futurist
(The world is confronted with major global environmental issues so focusing on historical change is a distraction from the real issues) 


	
Frequency (0 – 4):

Description:



Literature:

	
Frequency (0 – 4):

Description:



Literature:
	
Frequency (0 – 4):

Description:



Literature:
	
Frequency (0 – 4):

Description:



Literature:

	Others 
(please describe)
	
Frequency (0 – 4):

Description:


Literature:
	
Frequency (0 – 4):

Description:


Literature:
	
Frequency (0 – 4):

Description:


Literature:
	
Frequency (0 – 4):

Description:


Literature:



Table 2: According to your encounters, please score objection categories with respect to how critical each has been in limiting the uptake of historical research in marine policy making.  Different objections can have the same level of importance. 
	First please indicate the frequency of your encounters with policy makers, if any 0 (never), 1 (once), 2 (occasionally), 3 (frequently), 4 (continuously):

	Objection
	Definition
	[bookmark: _GoBack]Importance of objection in limiting uptake of historical research in marine policy making. Score from 0 no relevance, to 10 very important. Write NA if not applicable to you.

	Moral
	Nature has no intrinsic rights. Ethics must be guided by the benefits to present and future humans. We need to put the past to rest as irrelevant – and potentially distracting – to our choices for the future
	

	Functionalist

	 We need to optimize ecosystems for our needs (food security and other services) – not in the interest of other species
	

	Apologist
	It is inappropriate to highlight evidence that aboriginal peoples affected the historical ecosystem when these people (more correctly their descendants) have so many serious social issues confronting them at present
	

	Defeatist
	Why bother when we can’t turn back the clock?
	

	Sceptical
	There are not enough data of sufficient quality to establish the structure of previous populations or ecosystems so the exercise will be fruitless.
	

	Puritanical
	Marine systems should be viewed only from a natural science point of view – social research has no part; or alternatively, historians should never work with natural scientists – they will just use you to supply ‘data’, ignore the historical context, and/or force you into multi-authored publications
	

	Modernist
	The modern environment is completely different from those that sustained past ecosystems so contrasting then and now is inappropriate.
	

	Futurist
	The world is confronted with major global environmental issues so focusing on historical change is a distraction from the real issues
	

	Others
	Please describe
	



6

