G Ecosystem Science
@\ OPERAS for Policy & Practice

S WP2 Synthesis Across Exemplars
| on Social Valuation

Ariane Walz, Katja Schmidt, José Lascurain,
Samantha Scholte, Deirdre Joyce, Anja Liski,
Inés Rosario, Margarida Santos-Reis,

Nuria Marba, Lisa Ingwall-King, Aster de Vries,
Adéline Bierry, Sandra Lavorel

Full Consortium Meeting | 16 May 2017 | Sofia, Bulgaria




SYNTHESIS PRODUCT

Integrating stakeholder perspectives into environmental planning
through social valuation of ecosystem services:
Guidance and Prototype Applications

Aim

Enable users to set up a tailor-made social valuation procedure for a specific

problem

Two main parts
Technical guidance Catalogue of Prototype Applications

Four-step towards a tailor-made social

valuation procedure

Addressees: Land use planner, natural resource managers and local

Social Valuation of ecosystem services:
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TECHNICAL GUIDANCE .

Main steps towards a tailor-made social valuation

@ Define purpose and objectives
@ |dentify main addressees
@ Decide for an appropriate format for data collection

@ Choose appropriate methods for data collection
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TECHNICAL GUIDANCE

Step 1: Define purpose and objective

Purpose of social valuation Specific objectives

(1) Identify current social values

Assess :
: (2) Measure current social values
current social value
of an ecosystem and its services (3) Understanding the underlying reasoning for
social values

(4) Identify visions for future land management
Determine (5) Identify preferences and acceptable trade-
preferred future ecosystem states and offs between distinct management options
acceptable trade-offs (6) Develop and test feasibility of alternative land

management

(7) ldentify (diversity of) beneficiaries and

Identify stakeholders and potential stakeholders

beneficiaries, and their interactions.

(8) Understand actor behaviour
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TECHNICAL GUIDANCE .

Step 2: ldentify main addressees

Individuals or representatives of groups
» who are affected by these decisions,
» who need to make the decisions in ecosystem management, or

» who are particularly knowledgeable about the ecosystem and its
management.
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TECHNICAL GUIDANCE

Step 3: Decide for appropriate format for data collection

Common formats

n = (©
= " & oD W
Purpose Objectives O g s | 5, |EE 2
52| & | 5| 85 |8z2°®
=G| £ 7 Os |08 &
2 E (1) Identify social values v v
o
o 3 g E (2) Measure social values v v v
= ©
QU= >
2‘ g (3) Understand underlying reasoning v v 4
) g % . (4) Identify visions for future LM v 4 4 4
5529 (5) Identify preferences / acceptable / /
E o § % trade-offs
o -
S .:; *  |(6) Develop and test feasibility of LM v v
- ‘é >i, s ® (7) Identify stakeholders 4 4 4
Y= ()
§ *3 < T |(8) Understand actor behavior v 4 v 4

{




TECHNICAL GUIDANCE

Step 4: Choose appropriate methods

Surveys Observation Document and
media analysis

e Expert e Semi-structured e Structured e Participant e Analyses of
workshops interview questionnaires observation written texts
e Participatory e Unstructured (face-to-face e Unstructured e Analyses of
workshop interview |nter}I/;ew, online,  gpservations social media
emai
e Focus groups o .. Cho e Structured channels
e Choice
¢ Participatory E : t e Observations e Analyses (?f
: HPETITTET other media
mapping . :
Cit o ¢ Q method (e.g. films,
[}
itizen juries « Delph ohotos)
¢ techniques . ...

= Methods in Inventory of Methods (Appendix)
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CATALOGUE OF PROTOTYPE APPLICATIONS .

10 Prototype Applications distilled from Exemplars:

Dublin/Fingal Kaikusha Marsh
Pentland Hills Grenoble
Inner Forth Barcelona

Balearic Islands




CATALOGUE OF PROTOTYPE APPLICATIONS .

Overview

b Format Addressees
=]
o o
5 Specific N a w | 8 @
o . Prototype Application B = S| ® Methods/tools g
- Objective E > | = E £ TS| o
T S|z |8 |32 2 |85 5
= 2 |a |E | & |0 5 |58| 2
o |?wh| W
e Focus groups
" . Spatial planning and « Participatory mapping
o (1) Identify coastline management / / * Rating values /
T social values on the North County s Scenario analysis
T’: Dublin Coastline, Fingal
©
a Structured questionnaire
g Visitor appreciation at viaface-o-face
2 interviews, available also
£ (2) Measure the Pentland Hills 4 : ' /
3 social values - online
- Regional Park
[=]
5
= In depth face-to-face
e (3) Understand Estuary restoration and interviews using the
5 underlying conservation planning / interactive visual tool J
& reasoning for at the Inner Forth (“streamline”)
social values Estuary‘ Scotland
Structured interviews
A. Future visions based s On-site (tablet-based)
on visitor survey for the J e Online /
(4) Identify Pentland Hills Regional
L Park
visions for future
land —
mananameant * f’art!0|pe§torylu?rork§hops




CATALOGUE OF PROTOTYPE APPLICATIONS -
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Take-home messages

» Within the framework of an ecosystem service assessment, social valuation has the
potential to make people”s opinions, beliefs and preferences visible.

» Setup a tailor-made social valuation procedure for your specific problem:
» Be clear about the purpose and specific objectives for your specific problem.
» Identify the addressees.
» Consider the appropriate format.
» Decide for coherent methods.
» Learn from experience:
« We provide you with a Catalogue of Prototype Applications of social valuation.
« Use an established community of practices, such as Ooppla
» Be aware:

» Perception and preferences of stakeholders might not be based on a comprehensive
understanding of the ecosystem. They cannot replace biophysical assessments of
ecosystem and ecosystem services.

» Besides concrete results of the social valuation, the process itself is likely to trigger
changes in perception, knowledge and preferences of all pariners.

Social Valuation of ecosystem services:
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