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OUTLINE	OF	PRESENTATION	
•  Some	introductory	comments	
•  An	overview	of	the	transboundary	conserva=on	survey	results	on	
financial	sustainability	(Figure	9)	

•  The	merits	of	an	ecosystem	goods	and	services	approach	
•  Wrap	up	with	some	ques=ons	and	discussion	
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INTRODUCTORY	COMMENTS	

•  The	financial	sustainability	of	any	conserva=on	work	is	possibly	
the	greatest	challenge	we	face	as	a	fraternity.	

•  Perhaps	we	have	been	going	about	it	the	wrong	way	for	too	long	
and	we	need	to	be	more	innova=ve	and	“out	the	box”	thinkers.	

•  We	tend	to	get	too	caught	up	in	the	drive	to	protect	threatened	
species	and	lose	sight	of	the	ecosystems	they	represent.	

•  We	are	also	trapped	in	the	belief	that	tourism	is	a	key	to	unlock	
our	financial	woes.	



(©	Mace,	2014)	
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FINANCIAL	SUSTAINABILITY	SURVEY	RESULTS	

•  Not	surprisingly	–	the	results	start	with	the	ten	most	common	
obstacles	or	barriers	to	funding,	but	also	

•  Illustrates	what	is	seen	by	the	respondents	as	the	most	promising	
strategies	for	funding	for	transboundary	conserva=on	…	
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AN	ECOSYSTEM	GOODS	AND	SERVICES	APPROACH	

•  So	–	how	to	capitalise	on	these	sources	of	funding?	
•  The	concept	of	ecosystem	goods	and	services	provides	us	with	an	
opportunity	to	befer	understand,	package	and	communicate	the	
value	of	TBC.	

•  Surely	if	a	TBC	ini=a=ve	brings	about	enhanced	ecosystem	
func=onality,	its	capacity	to	deliver	ecosystem	goods	and	services	
will	also	be	enhanced,	and	so	to	will	the	livelihoods	of	those	who	
benefits	from	these?	



Source:	SANBI	Na=onal	Biodiversity	Assessment	2011.	





Ecosystem	Goods	and	Services	
Descrip7on	

Ecosystem	Goods	and	Services	Scores	

Scenario	1:	
Status	Quo	

Scenario	2:	
Mine	

Scenario	3:	
Sustainable	
Livelihoods	
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Sand	for	brick	making	 5	 5	 10	 2	 5	 7	 5	 4	 9	
Wood	for	fuel	for	cooking	and	
hea=ng	 4	 4	 8	 0	 4	 4	 3	 3	 6	

Fodder	for	livestock	 2	 5	 7	 -4	 5	 -9	 4	 5	 9	
Surface	water	for	food	
produc=on	 1	 3	 4	 -5	 3	 -8	 3	 5	 8	

Etc.	
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AN	ECOSYSTEM	GOODS	AND	SERVICES	APPROACH	

•  This	concept	carries	wide	support	with	the	development	of	a	
wide	variety	of	tools	available	for	our	use	and	forums	available	
for	support.	

•  Promo=on	of	the	concept	does	not	seek	to	commodify	nature,	
but	rather	to	enhance	the	link	between	the	significant	
contribu=on	nature	can	make	to	societal	and	economic	resilience.	

•  Such	an	approach	can	be	extended	to	assess	the	implica=ons	of	
allowing	further	biodiversity	loss	or	ecosystem	degrada=on,	i.e.	
increased	social	costs.	

•  It	may	further	be	used	to	demonstrate	the	returns	that	are	
possible	by	inves=ng	in	ecosystem	restora=on.	



Benefit-cost	ra=os	of	restora=on	(bars,	range	of	values:	bofom	of	bars,	worst-case	scenario	
[analysis	conducted	at	100%	of	highest	restora=on	cost	reported,	30%	of	benefits,	and	social	
discount	rate	8%];	top	of	bars,	best-case	scenario	[analysis	conducted	at	75%	of	highest	
restora=on	cost	reported	and	75%	at	a	social	discount	rate	of	−2%])	across	9	major	biomes	on	
the	basis	of	316	case	studies	over	20	years	with	a	management	cost	component	of	up	to	5%	of	
the	capital	cost	(de	Groot	et	al,	2013).		



QUESTIONS	AND	DISCUSSION	
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