Instrument Developed by Karen Peterman Consulting, Co.
EV a Validity Evidence: Yes, Response Process & Item Response Theory
Self-Efficacy for Public Engagement with Science Scale

Scale Purpose: This scale was designed to measure the self-efficacy of scientists who engage with the public through
outreach activities.

Please indicate how much you agree or disagree with the following statements:

| am able to create props/activities/demonstrations that participants find engaging.

| have a hard time finding PES topics that people connect with.

| find it difficult to leave time for people to share their perspectives during PES activities.

| have a hard time finding the right words to convey my message during PES activities.

| am good at thinking together with PES attendees about science topics.

| am good at knowing when to inform and when to listen during my PES activities.

| am able to figure out how to improve PES activities based on the kinds of questions the public asks.
I am able to engage in critical discussion about science topics with non-scientists.

| am able to moderate discussions with participants, even when they include a wide range of perspectives.
| am good at reading the audience during PES activities, and making adjustments as needed.

| am good at finding ways to approach difficult topics.

| have a hard time answering questions from non-scientists in ways they understand.

| am able to moderate discussions that allow participants to engage with me and with each other.

Ratings are made on a six-point scale:
Strongly disagree, Moderately disagree, Mildly disagree, Mildly agree, Moderately agree, Strongly agree.

For additional information on this instrument, please review the associated one-page report or technical report.
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