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E Selection process

« Several meetings and discussions
Pre-scanning of initially chosen cases
Selection criteria
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(September 2012)
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A . L
EIE Selection criteria

« Different arguments
« Variety of contexts

 Criteria based on research
questions
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A . L
EIE Selection criteria

Research questions What do we want to learn?

BESAFE: Effectiveness of Which arguments work best in
arguments different contexts?

Are there different arguments at
WP 3: The interaction different governance levels?

between governance scales How does arguments transfer
across the levels?

WP 4: Relationship between  How different stakeholders
ecosystem services (ES), perceive the relationship
biodiversity (BD) and values between ES, BD and values?
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A . .
EIE The final choice
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« 12 deep case
studies: general
BESAFE question;
specific WP 3 & 4
questions

« 2 comparative
studies:
specific WP 3 & 4

questions
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 EU Biodiversity Strategy 2020 - national
implementation = governance scales (WP3)

« Perceptions of ES, BD and values at the national
level = ES, BD and values (WP 4)
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EE Deep case studies (1)

the value of biodiversity and ecosystem services

Arguments in policy framing and implementation

Invasive species strategies, Germany, Belgium, Hungary

National Strategy for Mires and Peatlands, Finland

Department of Environment, Food and Rural Affairs Biodiversity Action Plan, UK
Implementing NATURA 2000 network, EU level, Europe
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EE Deep case studies (2)

the value of biodiversity and ecosystem services

Arguments in biodiversity conservation conflicts

Large mammals in Norwegian wild-lands

Public controversies around return of red fox & wild boar to Flanders, Belgium
Bialowieza Forest conflict, Poland
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EE Deep case studies (3)

the value of biodiversity and ecosystem services

Arguments in planning and management

Nested Socio-Ecological Systems in Romanian Lower Danube River Catchment
Long-term management of urban green areas, Finland

Management plans for the Andalusia national parks, Spain
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EE Deep case studies (4)

the value of biodiversity and ecosystem services

Arguments in business and investments

Water company uses of valuation evidence in investment planning, UK

An underwater tidal electricity turbine, Northern Ireland
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« WP 3 (governance scales):
— All deep case studies

- WP 4 (ES, BD and values):
— Large mammals in Norway
— Spanish national parks
— Danube River social-ecological system
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