Task description:
Select one of the following protected areas. Let other students know by posting your selection under the designated discussion topic on MyLO. Note, there is a maximum of five students for each protected area. 
[bookmark: _GoBack]Topic:  Arthur Pieman Conservation Area, Tasmania 
For your group’s protected area, contribute a series of postings in MyLO “Discussions” on the following: 
1. Basis of management: 
 • Describe the context of the protected area including aspects such as    IUCN category, purpose, governance structure, and management authority.    • Indicate the key management objectives and show how these relate to the IUCN category. 
• Discuss whether these objectives are aligned with the purpose, IUCN category and governance system in which the Protected Area is embedded. As a group, select a focal feature related to a key management objective. 
2. System components and relationships: 
• Identify the key drivers of change that are likely to influence the state of the focal feature over the next 20 years. You should consider, where relevant, biophysical, social and economic drivers. 
• Identify the governance and management influences that potentially have beneficial impacts on the key drivers of change. 
• Draw a diagram (conceptual SES model) showing the relationships between key drivers of change, governance and management influences, and your selected focal feature. 
3. Strategic interventions: 
• Using your conceptual SES model, identify potentially powerful leverage point(s). 
• Suggest an intervention strategy that takes advantage of your, identified leverage point(s), and indicate how this strategy might be of benefit to the state of your focal feature. 

Submission: Submit your final answers to the above, based on group discussion and work, to the MyLO submission link. You will be assessed on both the quality of your final answers as well as quality of contribution to your group discussions. See criteria for details.

Your submitted answers and active postings will be judged according to the table below.
Approximately 3,500 words (a diagram counts for about 300 words)
At least 12 references. (including 5 academic references)


[image: C:\Users\yyl\AppData\Local\Temp\1564451859(1).png]
image1.png
Task 1assessment criteria

‘Standard
Criteria Excellent Very Good Good Adequate Poor
Inyour postings you: | In your postings | In your postings | In your postings | In your
you: you: you: postings you:
Ability to « Contributed a « Contributedan |« Contributeda | Contributedan |« Failed to
effectively thorough and accurate | accurate account | mostly ‘account of meet at least
describe the account of protected | of protected area | accurate manage of one of the
basis for area context, context, ‘account of protected area ‘adequate’
‘management governance and govemanceand | protectedarea | context, level
‘management management context, governanceand | requirements
« Identified several key |+ Identified several | govemance management
‘management objectives | key management | and « Identified several
and how they relateto | objectives and management | management
context how they relate to |« Identified objectives
« Insightfully responded | IUCN category several
to other students’ « Respondedto | management
postings other students’ mmwm EI':E
posti el
e toIUCN
category.
Ability to « Contributed insightful, |+ Mettwoofthe |+ Metone ofthe |« Contributed « Failed to
effectively evidence-based ‘excellent level | ‘excellent level | some suggestions | meet atleast
analyse system | suggestions for system | and one of the. andtwoofthe | for system two of the
components and | components and ‘adequate’ level | ‘adequate’ level | componentsand | ‘adequate’
relationships relationships requirements. requirements | relationships level
« Constructively « Offered some | requirements
discussed other discussion of other
students’ suggestions students’
« Made a major suggestions
contribution to « Made some
development of a ‘contribution to
credible and useful SES development of a
‘model credible and
useful SES model
Ability to « Contributed insightful |« Mettwoofthe |+ Metone ofthe |« Contributed « Failed to
effectively suggestions for ‘excellent level | ‘excellent level | some suggestions | meet atleast
design strategic | leverage point(s) and one of the andtwoofthe | for leverage two of the
interventions « Constructively ‘adequate’ level | ‘adequate’level | point(s) ‘adequate’
discussed other requirements requirements |4 Offered some | level
‘students’ suggestions discussion of other | requirements
+ Made a major students’
contribution to the suggestions
design of an « Made some
intervention strategy contribution to
the design of an
intervention





