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Introduction



Context

The MarHa project

Natura 2000 network: 162 marine protected areas in
metropolitan France.

The restoration and maintenance of a favorable
conservation state for marine habitats

-> Strong operational scope
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Choice Paticipative Selection Reference Tariff-seﬁingi
env actions values

Advocacy Justification Indicators

Lack of opperational
impact of ecosystem
services assessment

Limited operational scope of ES

Shift from a supply-oriented approach of ES assessment
toward a demand-oriented approach

TRIAGE method for a strategic assessment

Step 1: Delineating
ESA scope &
objective

Step 2: Refining ESA
scope via ES
hierarchization

Step 3: Selecting

tools & methods for
ESA implementation

1. Why an ESA?
2. What are the issues?
3. What is the scope?

A 4

4. Importance for society
5. Exposure to factor of change
6. Possibility of action

4

7. Choice of indicators
8. Choice of method
9. Feasibility of the ESA




Limited operational scope of ES
ontext

Shift from a supply-oriented approach of ES assessment
toward a demand-oriented approach

"Informative"
ESV

"Technical”
ESV

Decisive"
ESV

A strategic approach to assess marine and coastal

ecosystem services in French Natura 2000 sites

Scemama Pierre, Alban F., Kermagoret C. & Mongruel R.
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involving scientists and B = 4. Importance for society
re ferenc e managers from marine protected areas (MPAs). scope via ES 5. Exposure to factor of change
Operating through three main stages, TRIAGE hierarchization 6. Possibility of action
guides ESA by prioritizing management issues.
Participants engage  throughout, fostering
and

Step 3: Selecting 7. Choice of indicators
tools & methods for 8. Choice of method
9. Feasibility of the ESA

ESA implementation

Poster session!!!!

1- Intensification of recreational activities
2- Conservation of Posidonia oceanica meadows

Top-right sﬁuaré: ES important and expcsed but with a low
possibility of action. Bottom right square: ES
exposed and easily manageable Fig.3~ Hierarchization of ES
but less important.

1- Assessment of the ES capacity of P. oceanica meadows under
different factors of change using i

2- Assessment of the social demand for ES associated to the
evolution of recreational and touristic practices using

Choice Paticipative Selection Reference Tatiff-set‘tingl Advocacy Justification Indicators
env actions values (accounts)
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Application to three case studies
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Two overlapping MPA status
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Pink Granit Coast Chausey archipelago Bay of Marseille




Pink Granit Coast Chausey archipelago Bay of Marseille




Pink Granit Coast

-

Chausey archipelago

TRIAGE approach

Bay of Marseille

Site problematic:
Extension of the nature
reserve

Assessment question:
What is the economic
impacts of the reserve for
the territory?

.

Site problematic:
Revision of the
management plan

Assessment question:

of visitors?

How to manage the number

/

.

Site problematic:

knowledge

Assessment question:

tourism?

~

Integration of ecological

What is the demand for
nature from recreation and

/
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Pink Granit Coast

~

Assessment of the
economic impact of the
reserve in the territory
On field interviews
146 residents et 171 tourists
7 recreational activities
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Comparing preferences for\
different management

options

Experimental choice method

Initially field surveys but Covid
Online survey

Scénario 1 Scénario 2

Scénario 3
(statut-quo)

Bay of Marseille
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Social demand, an
institutional analysis

Analysis of management
document between 2000 and
2020

Material

= Management
document

m Scientific
literature

Grey literature

/
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Pink Granit Coast
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Conclusion
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Conclusion

Same policy context: Natura 2000

Same entry point: recreation and
tourism

The need for three « tailor-made »
assessments

A system approach in the assessment process

Management rules
Institutions Stakeholders

Benefits

Direct and
indirect uses

Impacts
Natural Habitats Ecosystem services
Impacts

Ecological Social demand

Changes in management objectives
SAN01aVYaq 12P]0YIY VIS Ul SASUVYD)

Ecological functions

Multicriteria assessment: ecological status, social preferences , economic values

Mongruel, 2015
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Conclusion

Question for research
Building of trust and shared culture
Long-term involvement on field

New approach for research?

Increasing the appetite for socio-
economic information in an
interdisciplinary perspective

A system approach in the assessment process

Management rules
Institutions Stakeholders

Benefits

Direct and
indirect uses

Impacts
Natural Habitats Ecosystem services
Impacts

Ecological Social demand

Ecological functions

SAN010VYaq 19P]OYIYDIS Ul SASUVY)

Changes in management objectives

Multicriteria assessment: ecological status, social preferences , economic values

Mongruel, 2015

Example:

plateform s T
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