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The Logic model is a tool used for planning, implementation and evaluation. In this documents: 1) Model elements, 2) a blank template, and 3)
an example model.
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[Program: Reducing environmental impact of livestock production — water quality (W. Powers. Specialist example)

Logic Model

Situation: Livestock production provides an important protein source in human diets. Practices used in raising livestock can result in negative
environmental consequences. My program aims to minimize negative environmental consequences as a result of providing animal protein sources
thus providing a public value of protected natural resources and improved environment.
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Research findings were spplicable across time and space; otherinfluencing factors for
improved outcomes were contributors in sdditionto my program efforts
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Legislstion changedto enforce stricter manure handling requirements and associsted
compliance enforcemant — contributed to improved outcomes, feed ingradientprices

influence adoption of diet recommendations




