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Arguments for biodiversity
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« Science and intrinsic value
arguments
— But disappointing outcomes
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A conceptual framework for
SE ecosystem services
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€3 Conceptual frameworks to
SE support knowledge
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ecosystem use and management
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* nutrition, clean air and water
* health, safety, security
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* economic value
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EEIIEI Assessments of status and trend
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E How do we govern
SAE ecosystem services?

Ecosystem services
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Operational planning
channels scientific
arguments to practice
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Dialogue improves the
effectiveness of
arguments

Strategic use of
arguments is effective
when it opens new views



€3 Governance of ecosystem
SE services
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EE Thank you!

Thanks go also to:

 Pekka Jokinen

« Gosia Blicharska
« David Barton
 Rob Bugter

« Marion Potschin
« Eeva Furman

« UIf Grandin
 Etc.!

eeva.primmer@ymparisto.fi
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E Discussion on governance
ElslalEle

How do ecosystem service arguments generate
effects in different modes of governance?

. é\re dgcisions made at the top of a hierarchy and then delegated
own’:

« Are decisions made using expertise, knowledge and technology?
* Are decisions made in interaction with others?

« Are decisions securing own benefits in negotiations between
interests?

« The aim is to learn from each other and contribute to a summary
policy brief on ecosystem service arguments and different modes of
governance.

10.50-11.00 Summary

11.00-11.30 COFFEE
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