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Millennium Ecosystem Assessment, 2005. Fcosystems and Human Well-being: Synthesis. Island Press, Washington, DC.
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Source: Milennium Ecoeystem Azsassment
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IPBES Website: http://www.ipbes.net/conceptual-framework
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HRERY—EXDHRT—FIL—LT—% (Maes et al,, 2012)
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Maes et al. (2012) “Mapping ecosystem services for policy support and decision

making in the European Union”, Ecosystem Services, Vol. 1, pp. 31-39.
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Martinez—Harms, M.J. and Balvanera, P. (2012) “"Methods for mapping ecosystem service supply: a review”, International Journal of Biodiversity
Science, Ecosystem Services & Management, Vol. 8, No. 1-2, pp. 17-25.
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Bagstad, K.J., Villa, F., Batker, D., Harrison—-Cox, J., Voigt, B. and Johnson, G.W. (2014) “From theoretical to actual ecosystem services: Mapping
beneficiaries and spatial flows in ecosystem service assessments”, Ecology and Society, Vol. 19, No. 2, pp. 64.
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Nelson et al. (2009) “Modeling multiple ecosystem services, biodiversity Esg
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UK National Ecosystem Assessment (UK-NEA)
FIFABEQERRY—E RO FMEDZE 1L ZE ZE /MM 25T

MNature@Work
5
- _‘}'.'
¥ &
.:I. iy = E 4
. N, _
¥ &’ﬁ A w
SR, o o o
"'\t"”*j 4 AR - Y e o
P ik, L4 :

Change in agriculhural

Change in GHG emissicn

Change in recreafion value

Change in urban greenspoce

Biodiversity index: Changs in

wishies [FGM E/hay/yr] valees (E/ha/yr) {£'000/Skm cell/yr] values (/househaldyr] genesal bird diversity (%)
M Cain > 200 [ B Gain > 1000 B Gain > 8400 W15
B Gain 50 %0 200 M 411060 I Gain 500 to 1000 B Gain £300 1o £400 B

Gain < 50 21 to 40 Gain 100 o 500 Gain £100 10 £199 0%

Mo changa 11020 Gain 10t 100 Gain £50 fo £69 <]

Loss < 50 Ota-19 Loss 10 o Gain 10 Cain £49 to Loss E50 M <-1.5%
B Loss 5010 200 201039 Loss 1040 100 loss B51 o 400
I Loss - 200 B w5 B loss 1000 500 I loss BAO1 10 £900

N -59 Il Loss 500 o 1000 I loss £701 fo £2000 0 250 500
B Loss> 1000 B Loss > £2000 } } '

km

UK National Ecosystem Assessment (2011) The UK National Ecosystem Assessment: Synthesis of the Key Findings. UNEP-WCMGC, Cambridge
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European Commission (EC), Organisation for Economic Co—operation and Development (OECD), United Nations (UN) and World Bank. (2013) System of
Environmental-Economic Accounting 2012 Experimental Ecosystem Accounting. &WUERK.
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Relational Values (Chan et al., 2016)

HRRFHIMEESEFEMMEDF v T Z2EDBT M

A Intrinsic value
Nature has value,

independent of people

Instrumental value
Being in/seeing nature brings people
pleasure or satisfaction

-

Fh:eumwuntwwpeoph.b who we are asa peopletcmusmm
Being in nature providesa vehide for me to connect with- peupk(&odﬂmhuipju}
Qnmmemsymsﬁatﬁummmrmymvhmmwmmt usporsﬂirm

Caring for all msmmlmnmntmmmwmmm

Chan et al. (2016) Why protect nature? Rethinking values and the environment, PNAS, 113(6), 1462-1465
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