                       Rehearsal Exam
1. Multiple choice

Conservation is a normative concept

-describe how we ought to or should act towards sth

-values & beliefs that differ across groups and cultures

Conservation is normative because it prescribes that we act in particular ways in the context of Human-E relations

Means v Ends

Ends: things that matter to people goals

Guest Lecture 

Rebecca Witter: elephant

-Maintaining biological diversity, protect wildlife and improve people’s livelihood

Robert Kozak: social business

-Corporate social responsibility to help natural resources conservation (but it doesn’t work)

Jana Kotaska: bear

-Banning trophy hunting, respect aboriginal rights
George Hoberg: pipeline

-Addressing the anti-tanker declaration from FN and reduce the risks and passive impacts that pipeline project brings about.

Robin Naidoo: CBNRM, African conservation program

-Improve livelihoods and maintain biodiversity

Jone Innes: conservation in China

-To change the weak conservation situation and protect the endangered species in China

Sabine Jessen: Marine areas

-Protect marine areas and ecological important species

Peter Wood: Logging in Africa

-Protect B.C’s Flathead and its biodiversity value, wildlife and communities 

Means: Actions to achieve particular ends

H-E relationship:

-Historical: Subtle modifications to local environments

-Contemporary: global scale impacts, long-term consequence, complex interdependent linkages and feedbacks

Human dimensions: Responding to human-caused crises

-Historic traditions and relationships

-Normative beliefs and values about right H-E relations

-Ins & Gov

Naidoo: CBNRM program, to devolved rights to local coms, communal land as “conservancies”, increase income and increase wildlife population and range

Jone: wildlife is used as a resource, utilitarian approaches when dealing with animals, anthropocentric views towards wildlife.

Jana: poor science management and make no economic sense

Peter: logging & trophy hunting, maintain its value and biodiversity

Rebecca: dilemmas, conflicts between residents and wildlife

Rober: CSR to mitigate global climate change and maintain biodiversity

Sabine: mitigate human impacts on ocean, NGOs mutual work reinforce the management and research.

Human impacts shaped by 

-Historic traditions & relationships 

-Normative beliefs and values

-Institutions & governance

Dichotomous thinking vs holistic thinking

-Conservation in China & pervasive in western though

-many societies challenge the H-N dichotomy

Leopold: land ethic

Biotic community

Non-economic

Respectful uses: wilderness with utility

Cronon: the trouble with wilderness

-Evictions of indigenous people and closes the opps to explore use

9 Key earth system processes

-Climate change

-Rate of biodiversity

-interference with the N and P cycles

Planetary boundaries- a (normative/prescriptive science & policy)

Ecosystem services: the supply of benefits from ecosystems to society

-explicit reference to beneficiaries

-instrumental approach

Problems related to decision-making in terms of intrinsic value

-complex trade-offs

-offers little guidance for resolving tradeoffs

-not required as a basis to protect source of value

A common proposition: Absence of pro-ecological values or value orientation has led to contemporary environmental problems.

            Behaviors       

         Behavioral intentions
         Attitudes and norms
         Values orientations 

             Values    
NEP: (new ecological paradigm) A measure of environmental worldwide.

About the nature of the earth and humanity’s relationship to it.

Missing adequate item to tap intrinsic value?

Bias/ reproduction of dichotomous thinking?

Economic perspective of value: Externalities, ecosystem services, tradeoffs

Payments for ecosystem services

Ecosystem-focused market-based instruments

-e.g REDD  a win-win for climate + biodiversity

Value 

A holistic appreciation of the linked ecological economic and social issues at play.

The tragedy of the commons  Hardin

Solution:

-Centralized government

-Private property

Property-rights systems (regimes)

Open access

Common pool resources ( CPR)

A valued natural or human made resource or facility that is available to more than one person and subject to degradation as a result of overuse

What social and ecological factors facilitate long-term sustainable outcomes for common pool resources?

SES (social-ecological systems)

Governance is one crucial factor that influence SES outcomes

Scale and common pool resource so far

Uses share common interest with respect to maintaining the resource

Users share a common cultural and institutional context

Learning from experience

Local vs. Global resource commons

Compare to local resource commons, global scale commons have more limited aspects such as large proportion of scale and number of participants, less feasible, more complex in understanding system dynamics and reach a consensus/an agreement

Conservation strategies over time

-Protected areas (national park)

-Shift in governance state based => community based initiatives

Co-management governance  ( MEAs)
State actors: government & gov agencies

Non state actors: NGOs, citizen groups

Function:

-Establish a legal framework & set clear goals

-Shared knowledge & technology 

-Monitor 

-Financial resource

Linkages: effective national governance and identifying linkages and tradeoffs.

Berkes

-Impacts from visitor use

-Without people and their disturbance => desired ecological states

-Managers need to include residents’ livelihoods
Biodiversity is used by people, conserving species and ecosystem depends on understanding and interactions (Naidoo & Robert case) 

Local & traditional knowledge is significant to sustain ecosystem (Jana case)

Reflect regional & global processes => cross scale interactions (George & Sabine case)

Threatened species and community-based conservation ( Sabine, glass sponge reef)

Resource co-management ( Jana & Peter case) banning trophy hunting 

Critical social-ecological properties that support both cons & livelihood

(Rebecca & Innes case)

Number of uses (group size)

Size of resource system ( moderate territorial size is more conductive)

Norms/ social capital (sharing moral and ethical standards)

Productivity of system

Predictability of system dynamics

Resource unit mobility

Collective-choice rules

Importance of resource to users: Substantial portion of their livelihoods attach high value to sustainability of the resource

2. Short Answer

List and describe...... 

-The functions of MEAs (The role of multilateral environmental agreements)

Legal framework, goals, financial resource, monitor

-Intervention proposals
Assisted migration: translocation of species outside their historical range

Climate modification: mitigate the passive impacts that climate change brings about

-Governance: key aspects

Who participates and who decides: the formal and informal rules that govern human behavior

Processes through which theses rules area made

The decisions themselves: rules in legal, policy and organizational frameworks

Define and compare.....

-Local & global scale resource commons

Limitation, feasible, diverse, predictive ability, number

-Indigenous territorial gov & co-management (G2G)

EBM and CONS traditional and local knowledge to protect biodiversity and wildlife

Share decision-making and engagement frameworks, provide economic opps 

-Instrumental & Intrinsic value

Entities that are valuable to the extent that they are considered valuable by the valuers  (anthropocentric= utilitarian)

Non-anthropocentric=non-utilitarian=intrinsic value independent of humans, derives from ethical arguments and generates a moral responsibility

Complete the table....

	Resource system (RS)
	Governance system ( GS)

	Great bear rainforest
	Crown governments

	
	First nation government

	Resource units ( RU)
	Users (U)

	Bear
	visitors

	Wildlife resources
	First nation

	Actors type
	Role 

	Federal & indigenous Government 
	Co management & Decision-making


	Resource system (RS)
	Governance system ( GS)

	LNP
	Resettlement managers

	
	World bank

	Resource units ( RU) 
	Users (U)

	Wildlife-elephant


	Local residents


	Actors
	Actors type

	CPAWS
	NGOs

	Focal scale
	role

	Global & regional
	participant

	 
	Help decision-making


	Actors
	Actors type

	CBNRM
	Local residents
	NGOs          
	Local communities

	Focal scale
	role

	regional
	participant


	Resource system (RS)
	Governance system ( GS)

	Cameroon Forest
	NGOs (WWF)

	Flathead Valley
	Federal and provincial government

	Resource units ( RU)
	Users (U)

	wildlife
	Local communities and logging company

	Wildlife and natural resource
	Local residents and visitors


Why CSR? Corporate society responses

CSR in forestry, forest participants and conservationists ar well positioned to take a a leadership.

Paradigms of value / normative beliefs:

Ways of describing different normative perspectives about the right relationship between humans and non-human nature

Anthropocentric-biocentric

Biospheric altruism, Humanistic altruism, self-interest

Value of concern / desired objectives:

Multiple types of benefits derived from non-human nature 

Economic, recreational etc

CBNRM, devolved mitigate, altruism, biocentric, stakeholders, utilitarian dichotomous,  flathead, initiatives, evictions, consensus, reinforce

2. Synthesis / short “essay” question (s)
Apply the cons 200 human dimensions framework to a conservation case

Institutions and governance ( including participation in decision making)

Historical relationship & normative beliefs & values

Objectives

Outcomes from different social groups

Jana 

Indigenous values: animals and humans are family

Economic development should be local and conservation-based

Indigenous territorial governance & knowledge & EBM conservation

Peter Wood

People-focused approach (DRC Cameroon with global witness) primarily addressed issues of governance - or lack thereof (and the tensions between local communities, conservation organizations like the WWF and logging companies)
International schemes to protect forests are unlikely to succeed until they ensure that local civil society and communities are at the heart of forest monitoring
Actors: local communities, WWF, logging companies

Role: participant, 

Focal scale: local forest

Objectives: addressing the tensions between local communities, WWF and logging companies, protect forest and wildlife. Under local civil society monitoring and efficient governance, the conflicts and dilemma between different social groups can be mitigated. civil society and community participation could improve the effectiveness and reliability. 
Ecological-focused approach to conservation (flathead valley) provided good examples of different (and competing) values of concern at stake in the Flathead Valley, as well as different rationales for mobilizing conservation resources. 

