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E verg/aa’es Coalition

Everglades Coalition Resolution advocating the
Valuation of Ecosystem Services as decision-support for
Comprehensive Everglades Restoration Plan (CERP) implenzentati

WHEREAS, The White House Council on Environmental Quality’s drafised
version ofPrinciples and Guidelines on national water and land resources policy
will consider both monetary and non-monetary benefijgsfy and select a project
that has the greatest net benefits, in which casetimetary benefits can capture
reduced damages measured in dollars while the non-monetaefit can capture
the increased economic benefits associated with prdtectenhanced ecosystem
services and biodiversity; and

WHEREAS, In a 2005 Study titleffaluing Ecosystem Services — Toward Better
Environmental Decision Makinghe National Research Council recommends that
policymakers use economic valuation as a means of evguhtrtrade-offs in
environmental policy choices, further that an assessafdmnefits and costs should
be a part of the information set available to polickena in choosing among
alternatives; and

WHEREAS, In the 2005 Study, the National Research Council nbtgsahen the
economic benefits of ecosystem services are naoha&tsd, they are de facto given a
value of zero, and this in turn appears to result in éigadlprocess that undermines
the national policy oho net loss of wetlangdand

WHEREAS, The National Research Council 2010 Biennial Report ribtgghe
concept of valuing ecosystem services is promising, ardgiades restoration
planners should be alert to specific opportunities to ingtbe methods for
economic valuation of ecosystem services and adapttthém Everglades; and

WHEREAS, The 2010 Plan for Coordinating Science update to the Scutidd|
Ecosystem Restoration Task Force includes Ecosystent&gas an emerging
theme; and

WHEREAS, Government and non-government time and expense is jeaingto
“A Conference on Ecosystem Services” - a biennial conéré&nown as ACES,
whose 2008 and 2010 sponsorship includes virtually all CERP fepterainment
partners, including U.S. Geological Survey employedgSma€hairs, the U.S.
Department of Agriculture Office of Environmental Markatsl National Oceanic
and Atmospheric Administration who is the first to lenpent a protocol of valuing
ecosystem services as part of their CERP implementapproach; and
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WHEREAS, When restoration benefits for Everglades restoratrercalculated using the total
economic valuation framework recommended by the 2005 Na&esearch Council Study, the
benefit-to-cost ratios appear to exceed 6:1, with thelteethat dollar benefits defined provide the
significant basis for supporting Everglades restoratiod; a

WHEREAS, Existing and restored ecosystem services have signigcamomic value, with the
overarching challenge to calculate the public and private ibeneferms of total economic value as
a means of achieving an optimal approach of maximizing lierafthe least cost over a long term,

Therefore Be It Resolvatat the Everglades Coalition requests the Souttdal&Ecosystem
Restoration Task Force establish a policy of applyalying Ecosystem Servicesto aid in the
analysis of alternatives, decision-support and economiefibesynthesis for Everglades Restoration,
and that the Science Coordination Group and Working Grioopld facilitate the execution of this
policy as a means of providing a case study for themétidollow.

Approved October 25, 2010.
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