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- Introduction

Ecosystem services (ES) frameworks are promoted as a new and
important way to recognize and account for nature’s benefits to
humans
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MA Framework (MA, 2003)

* four categories of ecosystem services, in relation to human well-
being, and their interactions with drivers of change

Situating ecosystem services concepts

~—  Services or analogous concepts in green.
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Discussion

MA framing: a strong message about sustainability of ES flow

MA draws attention to land-use change as a driver; cannot
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Background & Purpose

ES concept introduced to awaken people to the global loss of

* |and units were classified, evaluated and ranked for limits to
human use; i.e., capability (Hills, 1961)

Environmental Planning — McHarg
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*  McHarg’s social values are bundled within landscape processes and
structures
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