
Ecosystem Services –
One Family’s Ongoing Adventures



ÅBasis for discussion/conversation
ÅHow have we approached the    

topic?
ÅWhat have we learned?
ÅWhat have we accomplished?
ÅWhere from here?
ÅSix dilemmas

(warning –no wisdom) 





Our assessment of place in historical transition

Five Phases:
1. Forests as problem
2.Forests as resource to be mined
3.Single value –single revenue stream
4.Multiple values –single revenue stream
5.Multiple values –multiple revenue streams



So what?

Why does the transition to 
phase 5 matter?











ά²ƘŜƴ ǘƘŜ ƭŀƴŘ ŘƻŜǎ ǿŜƭƭ ŦƻǊ ƛǘǎ ƻǿƴŜǊΣ ŀƴŘ 
the owner does well by his land; when both 
end up better by reason of their 
partnership, we have conservation.  When 
ƻƴŜ ƻǊ ǘƘŜ ƻǘƘŜǊ ƎǊƻǿǎ ǇƻƻǊŜǊΣ ǿŜ Řƻ ƴƻǘΦέ

- Aldo Leopold



baseline

Additionality



άIŀǾŜ ȅƻǳ ƎƻǘǘŜƴ ǇŀƛŘ ȅŜǘΚέ

Our Approach:
1. Manage for the value
2.Understand the value
3.Measure the value
4.Get compensated for the value

Building partnerships –from theory 
to practice  - laboratories?



Seven Angles



1 ςStream Enhancement ςWater Quality and Quantity

Lousignont Creek, Upper Nehalem River

2 Projects –1996 and 2008











“In each case, StreamBank projects generated a gain 
in ecological functions though all of them had more 
room for improvement. The LousignontCreek site 
started with the highest rated ecosystem services 
delivery capability at 55%. Though the project 
increased that rating to almost 60% –best among all 
four projects –the total number of credits it delivered 
was the lowest of all four projects. This was due to 
the fact that it was already operating at such a high 
functional level.”



2 ςWetland Enhancement



3 ςBiodiversity

ÅBirds
ÅAmphibians –aquatic and terrestrial
ÅStream invertebrates 



4 - Carbon



5 ςAforestation



6 ςEducation and Recreation





ΧΧ!ƴŘ ǿƘƛŎƘ ƻƴŜ Řƻ ǿŜ ƎŜǘ ǊŜƭƛŀōƭȅ ŎƻƳǇŜƴǎŀǘŜŘ ŦƻǊΚ

MEAT!



Six Dilemmas We Wrestle With:

1. ²ƘŜǊŜΩǎ !ƭŘƻΚ  Where is the line?
2. Realistic route to compensation –Bundled?  

Separate? Bundled with wood?
3.aǊΦ CŜǊƎǳǎƻƴΩǎ tƻǎƛǘƛƻƴ –“We’re already being 
compensated”  - T/F?

4. Inequity #1 –Difference in expectations of 
contribution to public good across landuses

5. Inequity #2 –Great rewards to those who have been 
least responsible while least for those who have been 
most

6. Enabling degradation?  T/F?



The Upshot:

ÅAre we “phase 5”?
ÅIs it realistic and desirable to chart our 
course in that direction?
ÅHow can/will we get there together? 
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