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Snakes & Ladders
Ecosystem Services

The

of
Snakes & Ladders

Ecosystem Services
80 GLOBAL Tropical forests can be seen as global 
utilities, providing services to the world and allowing 
local people to benefit from providing these services.. 

66 CROSS-DISCIPLINARY The concept of ecosystem 
services allows environmental organisations to work 
more closely with the private sector.  

62 COMPENSATION Some people destroy forests 
because of immediate need. Payments for ES can be 
useful to provide immediate compensation for people 
using the forest.  

54 POLICY  Economic reasons for protecting the 
environment are more persuasive with policy makers 
than other arguments.  

49 CONNECTION Improved understanding of 
ecosystem services connects humans and society 
more closely to nature, creating a more holistic 
perspective that can challenge the dominant 
“exploitative” mode of thinking.  

43 TRANSPARENCY The invisible costs associated 
with consumer good and services are exposed and so 
can be properly costed based on the total cost, 
including the environmental impact.   

21 BOOM A market-driven approach can inject new 
finance into conservation and protection of 
ecosystems. 

10 COMPARISON By quantifying the value of nature 
you can make comparisons between sites, allowing 
better decisions on land management.    

8 COMPELLING The only way to stop tropical forests 
being cut down is by creating a compelling economic 
case to countries to keep their forests.  
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98 UNSUSTAINABLE The offsetting of biodiversity is 
ultimately unsustainable as it eventually saturates.  

95 CORPORATIONS The concept of ecosystem 
services is connected to the corporate, neoliberal 
restructuring of the economy and not conservation.   

92 VALUELESS The commodification of ecosystems 
has the potential to undermine non-monetary 
cultural, conservation and sustainable use values.  

83 BUST Markets incorporate uncontrollable risk that 
jeopardises the whole idea of ecosystem services as a 
conservation tool.  

73 SELL OUT NATURE By applying an economic value 
to nature it offers a justification to destroy it if the 
compensation is sufficient.  Nature can be exchanged 
for alternatives of equivalent monetary value which 
ultimately undermines conservation goals.  

69 NARROWNESS Payment for ecosystem services 
schemes tend to reward one single, marketable service 
and don’t reflect the range of values which local 
people have for their environment. 

64 UNFAIR If forests become increasingly valuable, 
they are more likely to be taken out of the control of 
local people.  

59 LOST VALUE Within the utilitarian framework of 
ecosystem services, it is difficult to incorporate the 
intrinsic value of nature.  

55 VAGUENESS There is an ambiguity around 
ecosystem services and the implications of their loss, 
with definitions that are impractical, open to 
interpretation and inconsistent. 

 52 LOST ETHICS We must continue to make moral 
and ethical arguments, not solely economic 
arguments, about the conservation of nature.  

48 GENERALITY Ecosystem services-based arguments 
do not work for all areas which might be conservation 
priorities and therefore organisations should be 
careful about how they use these arguments.  

46 NON-RADICAL The use of economic valuation of 
ecosystems leads to proposed solutions which are not 
sufficiently radical for what is required to address 
ecosystem degradation.  

44 UNJUST  The wealthy can justify over-consumption 
by off-setting their impact through financial payments 
for ecosystem services instead of changing consumer 
habits or business practices.
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