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METHODS BACKGROUND
* Consulted experts at Boise State University and Communities are increasingly concerned about how population TR T
ldaho State University to determine applicable growth and climate change impact human well-being.t Along witr
ecosystem services to study areas these large-scale issues, researchers and managers recognize the
* Conducted over 900 face-to-face surveys in need to address diverse stakeholder values in order to implement
study areas; data collected included: successful policies.2
 Ecosystem Services perceptions and

Our project determines what stakeholders value most about their
surrounding environment, and trade-offs between ecosystem
services that will occur based on different policy scenarios.

preferences
 Opinions on how land use and climate may

affect different ecosystem services
« Demographic data and environmental Our desire is to produce data that is applicable to urban planners

attitudes and land managers in shaping the best alternatives for their

NEXT STEPS romment
* Interview key policy informants to establish PRELIMINARY RESULTS

policy scenarios

+ Model how different policy scenarios will Treasure Valley Portneuf Valley
impact land use change and trade-offs a. Urban development  b. Agricultural land a. Urban development b. Agricultural land
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