May 1, 2020
    11:03 AM
    from Matthew David to everyone:
For everyone trying to figure out Billy Crystal's "one thing" from City Slickers last time, here's my take on it:  family.  Or to put it in Dobzhansky Template terms:  Nothing in Billy Crystal's life makes sense except in the light of his family.  That's what his experience on the cattle drive makes clear, that it really has always been his family.  And that even explains his actions with Norman the calf at the end of the movie - even Norman has become a member of his family, so to him it makes sense, in the light of Norman being family, to ship him from Colorado to New York and adopt him.


May 1, 2020
    11:08 AM
    from tim to everyone:
"Lost" was aggravating because it didn't fallow the archplot. But it was wildly popular and engaging, yes?


May 1, 2020
    11:09 AM
    from mcollier to everyone:
Games of Thrones has multiple protagonists but is wildly popular. Do you have any thoeries as to why this series doesn't fit the sinlge protagonist  prescription?


May 1, 2020
    11:09 AM
    from Eric Haney to everyone:
Seems like Lost had a lot of "Buts"


May 1, 2020
    11:16 AM
    from Elizabeth L Mclean to everyone:
I recommend the movie 'Parasite' ... but i felt very wound up with the drama 


May 1, 2020
    11:16 AM
    from Michael Barthelmes to everyone:
A couple thoughts on Game of Thrones... I think that the author's original intent was that the MAIN character would be Danaerys, and she does have the most "complete" of an ending. Even with the number of strong protagonists (all of whom are flawed individuals), I suspect that if you ask any one person, they have a favorite character that becomes their single protagonist. The reason the final season got so much dislike from viewers? Most of these characters did NOT get complete endings!


May 1, 2020
    11:16 AM
    from Aline Zimerman to everyone:
How do you explain the success of TV shows with multiple protagonists, like FRIENDS?


May 1, 2020
    11:18 AM
    from Tanya Wilkins to everyone:
Would it be possible to share those guidelines from NY Times?


May 1, 2020
    11:18 AM
    from Evelyn Wight to everyone:
I would love to see those too if possible. 


May 1, 2020
    11:18 AM
    from Marissa Metz to everyone:
I haven't watched a lot of these shows (I know, shocking), but is it possible that each episode follows these guidelines instead of the show as a whole?


May 1, 2020
    11:18 AM
    from Michael Barthelmes to everyone:
Check out individual episodes of sitcoms... Usually, each episode has one of the characters as the main protagonist


May 1, 2020
    11:18 AM
    from Dean Pentcheff to everyone:
https://www.amazon.com/York-Times-Manual-Style-Usage/dp/081296389X


May 1, 2020
    11:19 AM
    from Michael Barthelmes to everyone:
Yes, exactly ^^


May 1, 2020
    11:19 AM
    from Tanya Wilkins to everyone:
Thanks @Dean


May 1, 2020
    11:21 AM
    from mcollier to everyone:
Marissa, that is a good point and is probably part of the equation.


May 1, 2020
    11:23 AM
    from Evelyn Wight to everyone:
What year was this Michelle Wolf event?


May 1, 2020
    11:25 AM
    from Evelyn Wight to everyone:
Randy


May 1, 2020
    11:26 AM
    from Liz Foote to everyone:
sound ok on my end


May 1, 2020
    11:26 AM
    from Julie Claussen to everyone:
Ok on my end


May 1, 2020
    11:26 AM
    from James Spencer to everyone:
Like Burr, he Misogyny Speech by the former Australian PM - which was mostly extemporized, was almost completely AAA, but was electrifying - and however the size of the but and the stakes of the moment made the AAA strong in that context. 


May 1, 2020
    11:27 AM
    from Liz Foote to everyone:
James, can you share a link to that speech?


May 1, 2020
    11:28 AM
    from Cathy Richter to everyone:
needs a more specific action/resolution


May 1, 2020
    11:28 AM
    from Christina.Dorado to everyone:
Interestingly, many conferences limit abstract submissions to 250 characters


May 1, 2020
    11:30 AM
    from tim to everyone:
BUT decades of drainage threaten the place and the people


May 1, 2020
    11:30 AM
    from Elizabeth L Mclean to everyone:
Daniel could move up what is at stake 'but water supply is at stake...'


May 1, 2020
    11:30 AM
    from Eric Haney to everyone:
The But also reiterates the points made in the And


May 1, 2020
    11:31 AM
    from Julie Claussen to everyone:
People will connect that this threatens them most powerfully 


May 1, 2020
    11:31 AM
    from Allyson Gantt to everyone:
"But lack of water"


May 1, 2020
    11:31 AM
    from Dean Pentcheff to everyone:
The "threatened..." section of the BUT may not be necessary because it's so closely implied by the AND. Essentially, any BUT is already going to be implicitly read as threatening the AND elements.


May 1, 2020
    11:31 AM
    from euan belson to everyone:
I's like to see THEREFORE being more specific.... prioritising is perhaps not gutsy enough...??


May 1, 2020
    11:32 AM
    from James Spencer to everyone:
Interesting - Daniel keyed on "restoration" as vague - a nominalization.


May 1, 2020
    11:33 AM
    from Cathy Richter to everyone:
some examples of special places might help in the AND?


May 1, 2020
    11:33 AM
    from Robert McLachlan to everyone:
Again the "Therefore" repeats the "and


May 1, 2020
    11:33 AM
    from tim to everyone:
The BUT could be more foreceful if it were more direct: "BUT visitors are denied complete and unbiased stories"


May 1, 2020
    11:33 AM
    from Eric Haney to everyone:
I wonder if the And should start off with having complexity and diversity as the focus?


May 1, 2020
    11:34 AM
    from Allyson Gantt to everyone:
What does "borderlands region" mean?


May 1, 2020
    11:35 AM
    from Allyson Gantt to everyone:
Cultural and natural history are ingrained in the culture and are essential for understanding...


May 1, 2020
    11:35 AM
    from euan belson to everyone:
in AND... crucial-truly-understanding and conection: you've packed a lot in but I was too big a chunk to understand quickly.


May 1, 2020
    11:35 AM
    from Dean Pentcheff to everyone:
Tweaking Randy's note, perhaps (if it's closer to your intent): "traditionally, stories are told from only one perspective" (if the problem is that there are multiple biassed ways of coming at things)


May 1, 2020
    11:35 AM
    from KIMBERLY SWANSON to everyone:
Why not take all that is in the Therefore up to cultural history and make it the And...what would then follow?


May 1, 2020
    11:36 AM
    from tim to everyone:
Use active voice


May 1, 2020
    11:37 AM
    from Julie Claussen to everyone:
to simpliy the Therefore - educate and connect are similar + visitors and learners are similar


May 1, 2020
    11:37 AM
    from Albertha Joseph-Alexander to everyone:
Zach -It is  not giving  too many examples upfront, I wonder if you were trying to show what happens when the perspective is biased. 


May 1, 2020
    11:38 AM
    from tim to everyone:
The 2nd clause in the BUT statement is unnecessary


May 1, 2020
    11:38 AM
    from tim to everyone:
And you could use active voice: "BUT Congress has not continued to fund the program"


May 1, 2020
    11:39 AM
    from Julie Claussen to everyone:
the statement "do and use science" is confusing.  Science-based evidence? science education?  research? 


May 1, 2020
    11:39 AM
    from Eric Haney to everyone:
For simplicity's sake, perhaps "on the road to unsustainability" could be reworded to "is not sustainable"


May 1, 2020
    11:39 AM
    from Dean Pentcheff to everyone:
Why does science matter to NPS? "...to inform decisionmaking" may be weaker than needed. I'd like a deeper sense of crisis if NPS science doesn't continue strongly.


May 1, 2020
    11:40 AM
    from Albertha Joseph-Alexander to everyone:
Alice- What about swiching the order of the "ands"


May 1, 2020
    11:41 AM
    from Julie Claussen to everyone:
the if/then would help see why it is important and interesting


May 1, 2020
    11:41 AM
    from Cathy Richter to everyone:
more specifics in the BUT and THEREFORE?


May 1, 2020
    11:42 AM
    from Allyson Gantt to everyone:
But human activity has caused increasingly devastating effects...


May 1, 2020
    11:42 AM
    from euan belson to everyone:
Good point in this one... if our issue, the BUT has been around for a while.. it becomes the norm... we are in danger in Aus with the Gt Barrier Reef more frequently bleaching, we are exposed to what is becming a "normal event" .. it loses impact of BUT as its been happening for ages. How do we deal with that?


May 1, 2020
    11:42 AM
    from KIMBERLY SWANSON to everyone:
How did you gt from Florida Bay in the And to Everglades in the Therefore?


May 1, 2020
    11:43 AM
    from Robert McLachlan to everyone:
Euan - ready Randy's "shifting baseline" article, linked on wikipedia


May 1, 2020
    11:43 AM
    from James Spencer to everyone:
Therefore could be strengthened by telling us who must prioritze restoration (?)


May 1, 2020
    11:43 AM
    from Julie Claussen to everyone:
prioritized with whom? public? funders? 


May 1, 2020
    11:43 AM
    from Dean Pentcheff to everyone:
"...devastating effects" — you live, eat, breathe those effects. But we don't know what they are. A particular devastation would focus my attention.


May 1, 2020
    11:44 AM
    from KIMBERLY SWANSON to everyone:
But how does restoration of the Everglades impact Florida Bay. Need to connect the two BEFORE the Therefore.


May 1, 2020
    11:44 AM
    from Albertha Joseph-Alexander to everyone:
Michelle - Why it cannot be prioritized now, and how you can help to prioritize ?


May 1, 2020
    11:44 AM
    from Liz Foote to everyone:
"people in the way" seems significant here...


May 1, 2020
    11:44 AM
    from James Spencer to everyone:
The electorate must prioritize? 


May 1, 2020
    11:45 AM
    from Julie Claussen to everyone:
Gets back to - why should we care?


May 1, 2020
    11:45 AM
    from Elizabeth L Mclean to everyone:
For Michelle: The 'Therefore' would likely involve an adaptation, or compromise.


May 1, 2020
    11:45 AM
    from KIMBERLY SWANSON to everyone:
Flordida Bay is a natural treasure and it's health is closely tied to the efforts to restore the Everglades...


May 1, 2020
    11:46 AM
    from Laurel Low to everyone:
people are not prioirtizing restoration....


May 1, 2020
    11:46 AM
    from KIMBERLY SWANSON to everyone:
To all: "Kimberly Swanson" is really Mike Strauss using Kimberly's Web connection.


May 1, 2020
    11:46 AM
    from Dean Pentcheff to everyone:
I'll whine about specifics again :) — "experience Florida Bay as we do": how? Ride boats over crystal clear water, catch fish, view anhingas, ... evocative specifics (can you tell I don't live there?)


May 1, 2020
    11:46 AM
    from Cathy Richter to everyone:
what action?


May 1, 2020
    11:47 AM
    from Albertha Joseph-Alexander to everyone:
Michelle-Do you need more in the 'and'-  probably how many persons use it or benefit from it. How does this build up the stakes.


May 1, 2020
    11:47 AM
    from Robert McLachlan to everyone:
heart goes out to south florida :-(


May 1, 2020
    11:47 AM
    from tim to everyone:
Allyson -- maybe focus this on an individual (person, bird, alligator, visitor, etc.)


May 1, 2020
    11:48 AM
    from Julie Claussen to everyone:
"we need to take action" is used so often for so many things.  More specifics on exactly what can be done?


May 1, 2020
    11:49 AM
    from KIMBERLY SWANSON to everyone:
I have a second in someone's suggestion about using Active Voice...good for Randy to comment on. How important is it to use Active Voice?


May 1, 2020
    11:49 AM
    from euan belson to everyone:
Allyson.. is ther a tipping point you could strike on? Maybe use "and if we do nothing'


May 1, 2020
    11:49 AM
    from James Spencer to everyone:
Everglades fresh water sustains life in SF, but sea level rise...


May 1, 2020
    11:50 AM
    from Dean Pentcheff to everyone:
I need something more specific to do in the THEREFORE — my fear is that if I'm activated to worry about Everglades water, but the implication is that sea level rise from anthropogenic climate change is the problem, I really can't do anything effective to help the Everglades. It's just too big a lift for me: I have to save the world first, then the Everglades will be OK. Are there smaller/more-specifically-Everglades actions that should be taken?


May 1, 2020
    11:50 AM
    from Albertha Joseph-Alexander to everyone:
Hi Michelle, so lovely to see the baby. 


May 1, 2020
    11:50 AM
    from James Spencer to everyone:
Active voice and avoiding use of "to be" makes space for concision and opens up space for more information.


May 1, 2020
    11:50 AM
    from Dave Cannon to everyone:
The probelm comes down to psychology - and humans being humans.


May 1, 2020
    11:51 AM
    from euan belson to everyone:
Id' say were not saving the oceans beacuse we dont "see it".. its out there far away & its all underwater!


May 1, 2020
    11:51 AM
    from Liz Foote to everyone:
Link to "staying connected" survey: https://forms.gle/92yeTadERrhtwHMF8


May 1, 2020
    11:52 AM
    from Albertha Joseph-Alexander to everyone:
Dean thanks for your suggestion on my ABT framework,  last Wednesday.


May 1, 2020
    11:53 AM
    from euan belson to everyone:
Thanks Dean. Good point. Where we identify problems where the capacity to bring about change is just too big, it just builds more anxiety and tension. 


May 1, 2020
    11:55 AM
    from J Chris Pires to everyone:
Not on Facebook - please not on Facebook


May 1, 2020
    11:55 AM
    from Allyson Gantt to everyone:
Can you explain (again) how you distinguish story from narrative? 


May 1, 2020
    11:56 AM
    from Evelyn Wight to everyone:
Google group? Old fashioned listserv?


May 1, 2020
    11:56 AM
    from Eric Haney to everyone:
Should we be linear in the structure of our ABTs?  For example, instead of “Because of our mission, we do xyz and…”, should we make it linear by saying “We do xyz because of our mission…”


May 1, 2020
    11:57 AM
    from Albertha Joseph-Alexander to everyone:
What would be an incomplete causality? 


May 1, 2020
    11:59 AM
    from Evelyn Wight to everyone:
That sounds incredible to read - looking forward to it! 


May 1, 2020
    12:00 PM
    from Albertha Joseph-Alexander to everyone:
My previous question  is inlight of you using the descriptor complete with the word causality.


May 1, 2020
    12:01 PM
    from James Spencer to everyone:
I think part of the value of ABT is that it promotes good flow of information. Too many nominalizations and passive constructions screw that up - so I would quibble with Randy on that - there's not a neat content/form distinction on this - but I think it's probably easier to talk about ABT as Randy does, but look at passives etc. when you go back to writing on your own - it's a form of sentence issue and ABT is kind of a form of idea / form of thought template, it seems to me.


May 1, 2020
    12:02 PM
    from Julie Claussen to everyone:
Having good vs poor examples of causality in science narrative would be helpful to get a deeper understanding.


May 1, 2020
    12:03 PM
    from Robert McLachlan to everyone:
With big environmental issues like burning fossil fuels leading to sea level rise, there is some value in simply repeating these over and over in different context (eg south florida) because so far people aren't getting it.


May 1, 2020
    12:03 PM
    from Dean Pentcheff to everyone:
Albertha — an example in my mind of what I think may be "incomplete causality" is a science fiction novel I remember reading and being disappointed with. After hundreds of pages setting up a complex and dire situation with a number of interesting characters, the problems were all resolved when they stumbled across a storehouse of alien technology with near-magical powers. Hmph. There was no reason for that thing to be there, and it magicked away all the knotty problems we'd come to appreciate. Just effect, no cause.


May 1, 2020
    12:04 PM
    from Evelyn Wight to everyone:
Since Randy didn't get to talk about that ocean comment Liz brought up above from Euan, can he or one of the other experts say something about it (about getting people to care about thigs they can't see, like the ocean)?  


May 1, 2020
    12:04 PM
    from Dean Pentcheff to everyone:
Robert — sort of flipping the direction of the narrative: the problem is anthropogenic causes of climate change and the specific example is the resulting crisis in South Florida.


May 1, 2020
    12:04 PM
    from Evelyn Wight to everyone:
Dean that sounds like a child's story


May 1, 2020
    12:05 PM
    from Robert McLachlan to everyone:
"incomplete causality" could be a factor my irritation with a lot of articles out lately that thay "coronavirus therefore we have to make a better world". There's a risk of these pieces just being vehicles for people to say what they wanted earlier, i.e. the coronavirus isn't really the causative agent


May 1, 2020
    12:05 PM
    from euan belson to everyone:
This checking back on what the ABT author meant and what the audience understands is a really good way of learning... so we might ask: "What did you understand by that?", "Was it easy?"... then chack back with what we meant.


May 1, 2020
    12:06 PM
    from Dean Pentcheff to everyone:
Evelyn: "Antarctica" by Kim Stanley Robinson (which I read long enough ago that I may be misrepresenting it at this point!)


May 1, 2020
    12:07 PM
    from Albertha Joseph-Alexander to everyone:
Dean - I suppose Dean they had the audience guessing on what the cause might really have been, and that made it incomplete.


May 1, 2020
    12:08 PM
    from Dean Pentcheff to everyone:
Albertha — yes. Rather like a classical murder mystery where, in the final scene, the "actual" murderer turns out to be a brand new character we've never met who did the murder for a set of reasons we never heard about. Why did we bother with the rest of the story?


May 1, 2020
    12:09 PM
    from Albertha Joseph-Alexander to everyone:
What about multiple causalities? Can this complicate the narrative ABT framework?


May 1, 2020
    12:10 PM
    from Dean Pentcheff to everyone:
On the question of how to make people care about ocean (or other invisible) topics: that's something we struggle with. Not necessarily a narrative-based approach, but one sort-of-mantra we use is that people will conserve what they love, and people will love what they know and experience, so we do our best to bring people into contact with marine life. 


May 1, 2020
    12:10 PM
    from Robert McLachlan to everyone:
Albertha - the "and" section can introduce several inependent elements which act causally


May 1, 2020
    12:11 PM
    from Evelyn Wight to everyone:
 and charismatic fauna dont hurt! 


May 1, 2020
    12:11 PM
    from Evelyn Wight to everyone:
(turtles, dolphins)


May 1, 2020
    12:12 PM
    from Robert McLachlan to everyone:
Hidden ocean: I agree this is a problem, but not unique to the ocean. All sorts of things are hidden, e.g. complex land eocsystems, atmospheric chemistry, abstract things like justice. 


May 1, 2020
    12:12 PM
    from Dean Pentcheff to everyone:
surprise and weird can also work well: "You mean that's alive?!?"


May 1, 2020
    12:12 PM
    from Albertha Joseph-Alexander to everyone:
Randy -I saw on the triangle there was the word antiplot. How does this relate to the ABT framework we are learning. If any?


May 1, 2020
    12:13 PM
    from Evelyn Wight to everyone:
Often we tell the story from nature's point of view, make the creature or the problem the main character. But if you can't relate to nature (or don't love it) that  might not work. I work on getting peopel in to all my stories, since most of us can connect to other humans if we think nature is icky or far away


May 1, 2020
    12:13 PM
    from Robert McLachlan to everyone:
recommend bluethefilm.org again for ocean storytelling


May 1, 2020
    12:13 PM
    from Evelyn Wight to everyone:
agree the weird and surprise elements are good for engagement


May 1, 2020
    12:14 PM
    from Matthew David to everyone:
One minute warning everyone!  Chat closing soon.

