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Sunburnt Country 
11 April 2018 

Summary 
Dr Joëlle Gergis (University of Melbourne) gave a presentation on 11 April 2018 on the contents of her 
recently released book, Sunburnt Country. She was accompanied by Tessa Connelly, a representative 
from Melbourne University Press. Assoc. Prof Nerilie Abram chaired the event which consisted of Joëlle’s 
talk followed by discussion and audience Q&A. Nerilie began the discussion by posing two questions for 
Joëlle before opening up to audience members. A representative from Dymocks, Allison, also attended to 
allow participants to purchase the book before and after the presentation. Joëlle stayed on after the 
presentation to talk to people and sign copies of her book. 

Methodology  

Event participants were asked to fill out a 1 page questionnaire (questionnaire is attached at the end). This 
was the first event where digital versions of the survey were available for attendees to fill out as well as the 
paper-based version. The paper version was on a table at the entrance/exit of the lecture hall while the 
digital version had been sent via email just prior to the close of the event. Nerilie made an announcement at 
the start and the end of the event that both were readily available. 

There were 4 paper and 87 digital versions filled in after the event. The first question was included on the 
email to encourage participants to click through to the survey.1 From those 87 respondents, 56 people 
(64%) completed the whole survey while 31 (36%) clicked the first question in the email without completing 
the rest of the survey form. We will experiment with options to encourage people to fill out the whole form. 
The majority of people did the survey on the day (49%) or the day after (41%) the event while the rest 
undertook it through the following week. 

The following results were taken from a sample size of 91 participants out of approximately 173 attendees 
(53% response rate). Where responses were text based (Questions 4-5, 7-9), categorical or key-word 
analysis was performed to support graphic representation. 

  

                                                
1 Varghese, L., Moore, R. and Earnhart, B., 2018. Are Embedded Survey Items the Solution to Low Web Survey 
Response Rates? An Investigation of the Interaction between Embedded Survey Items and Time of Survey 
Administration. Survey Practice, 11(2), p.3127. DOI: 10.29115/SP-2018-0012. 
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Audience breakdown 
The event attracted a diverse mix of people with the community making up more than one third of 
respondents (39%), followed by Students (21%) and Academia (17%).   

 
Based on 99% response rate 

Number of CCI Events attended 
For almost a quarter of the respondents (22%) this was their first ANU Climate Change institute event. 

  
Based on 64% response rate 
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Relevance 
The large majority of respondents (80%) indicated the event had ‘Very high relevance’ to them, the 
remainder all indicated it had ‘Some relevance’ (20%). 

 
Based on 65% response rate 

Best Features 
Attendees enjoyed many different aspects of the event, Joëlle and the quality of her presentation was 
mentioned as the best feature by almost a third of respondents (30%) followed closely by the topic and 
content of the talk (25%). People appreciated the clear and engaging manner of the presentation (7%) as 
well as the opportunity for Q&A at the end (7%). Respondents also made positive comments about various 
aspects of the venue (6%) and the availability of the book at the event (5%). 

Some specific comments were: 

“Almost full house (interest)” 
“Speaker able to discuss issues in 'plain English'” 
“Availability of the book on the night.” 
“Getting a better idea of the historical context” 
“Joëlle's positive and empowering narrative” 
“Great visual presentation” 
“Interesting content with new insights into Australia's historical weather” 
“The speaker's passion and concern” 
“Easily accessible venue” 
“The speaker was excellent- good presentation. She understands not only the science but how to 
communicate.” 
“I could hear her! Previous events have had poor quality sound systems” 
“Being inspired to action” 
“Facilitator 'cutting off' (politely) questioners who thought they were at a conference of climate scientists” 
“The opportunity for Q and A” 
“Good venue” 
“Very comprehensive slide pack which told the story and took you on the journey.” 

High relevance
80%

Some relevance
20%

How relevant was this event to you?



4 

 
Based on 56% answer rate 

 

What respondents would do differently 
About half of respondents said that they will do things differently after attending the event with many of 
them (35%) saying they were planning to do more. Other respondents (27%) said they will communicate 
the topics with others and some (12%) said they would research the issue further. 
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See some comments below: 

“I look forward to reading Joelle's book and discussing what I learn with family and friends. I will continue to 
do my part to combat climate change.” 
“Try to live better” 
“Spread the word even more about the massive risks to our lifestyle we are taking by not acting now.” 
“It was a call to arms, and while I am already active in restricting my negative impact on the planet, I can do 
more” 
“Concentrate on what can be done locally and press body corporate to allow solar panels on common roof” 
“Suggest a project - agricultural droughts now more extreme - using rain, temp, crop data and models.” 
“Convince my nephew to go to uni” 

  
Based on 64% answer rate 

Improvements 
Many respondents (16%) were irritated by other audience members being long-winded during question 
time or having asked inappropriate questions. Others (14%) wished there was more time for discussion 
while some (12%) felt there should have been catering at the event. Other comments made by respondents 
included some who felt sound was too low (11%), wished the event was longer (7%), thought the 
presentation assumed knowledge (5%) and that the venue needed to be cooler (5%). 

See some comments below: 

“Longer would have great” 
“Maybe giving information on how the data can be accessed?” 
“Be stricter on only having questions. Cut off ramblers and commenters.” 
“More time for Q&A” 
“Tailoring different events to different levels of knowledge; would have been great to chat with Joëlle in a 
smaller seminar” 
“Turn on air conditioning” 
“Audio was not clear and needed increased volume” 
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“Pre-vetted questions rather than the questioners picking the eyes out of the presentation” 
“REFRESHMENTS!!!” 
“More succinct questions from audience” 
“Providing online materials about topics beforehand” 
“Longer would have great” 

 
Based on 44% answer rate 

 
  

9

8

7

6

4

3

3

2

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

Stop inapproriate questions / ramblers

More time for discussion

Lack of catering

Low Sound / Microphone

Longer Event

Presentation assumed knowledge

Venue /  Needed Air-con

Time of Event

Suggestions for Improvement



7 

Suggested Topics 
There were 26 suggestions for future topics, some are listed below: 

“Workshops for accessible sustainable living (when small things matter)” 
“Population growth's effect on climate change” 
“Transport fuels” 
“Behavioural insights psychologists talking about practical ways to make climate change information 
relatable and empowering” 
“Dan O'Neill / Rod Dietz to talk about ecological economics / Transition Towns' Rob Hopkins (by 
videoconference!)” 
“A talk on how to implement the G20 'Investing in Climate, Investing in Growth' report in Australia.” 
“Re: Grass-roots input - how is this seen by academia, how grassroots level and academia cooperate?” 
“Dan O'Neill / Rod Dietz to talk about ecological economics” 
“Alan Savory, or a representative of the Savory Institute.” 
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Additional comments 
Majority of the respondents (39%) said thanks to the organisers and speakers while others took the 
opportunity to provide similar feedback to questions 4 (best features: 22%) and 5 (improvements: 22%). 

 
From the coordinator’s point of view, the event was very successful with only one comment for future 
improvement. At Finkel Theatre, the wire connections for linking the computer to the projection equipment 
were not operational with the exception of an HDMI cable. Joëlle informed the organisers of her need to 
hook up a Mac computer to the projector. Since some Mac laptops do not often contain standard hook-ups, 
adapters are used to convert the plug to suit the connection. While Joëlle had an adapter with her, it was 
not an HDMI adapter which as stated was the only functional connector. Luckily an ANU PhD student and 
CCI member, Jennifer Wurtzel was able to provide an adapter prior to the starting time of the event. In 
order to avoid these issues in future, it is recommended that a Mac laptop adapter is purchased for future 
use. 



 Event evaluation  
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The ANU Climate Change Institute (CCI) is seeking your feedback on this event.  We’d like to learn 
from you so that we can improve the value of future events for attendees.  

By voluntarily completing this evaluation, you provide your informed consent to participate: 
I have read and understood the Information Sheet you have given me about the research project, 
and I have had any questions and concerns about the project addressed to my satisfaction.  

Please complete the questions below, then return to event organisers. 

1. What sector are you from? (Please indicate which sector best represents you at this event.) 
 Government NGO 
 Business  Community 
 Academia / research 
 Student 

 Other ___________________________ 

 
2. Approximately how many CCI events have you attended prior?   ___ or tick if this is the first 

one:  � 
 

3. How relevant was this event to you? 
 � � �  
 No relevance Some relevance High relevance  

 
4. What were the best two features of this event?  
1. __________________________________________________________________________ 
2. __________________________________________________________________________ 

 
5. What are two ways this event could have been improved?  
1. __________________________________________________________________________ 
2. __________________________________________________________________________ 

 
6.  Will you discuss what you’ve learnt from the event with others?  

� Yes          �     No           �    Maybe  
 

7.  Will you do anything differently as a result of attending this event?       �   Yes        �    No 
If yes, what? 
 

8. Do you have any suggestions for topics, themes, or speakers you would like included in 
future ANU Climate Change Institute events?  
______________________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________________ 
 

9.   Please provide any additional comments here. 
______________________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________________ 
Thank you for participating in today’s event, and for taking the time to complete this evaluation. We really 
appreciate you sharing your perspectives with us.   If you haven’t left your form at the event, please email to 
climate@anu.edu.au 
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