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Study Site Discussion Continued...

A benefit transfer of values was Respondents were willing-to-pay:
applied to households within the

drainage basin of the lower Suwannee

River by adjusting attributes of the
model (Fig. 1.) . * less for programs that propose the use of land acquisition or

conservation easements compared to programs that do not
state how the program would be implemented.

INTRODUCTION

* the most for programs that target resources within their own
local drainage basin.

Florida’s forested Ecosystems are highly effective in
protecting water quality by reducing nutrient loading,
however, information about the economic benefits and
ecosystem services associated with preserving forested
areas is frequently lacking.
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AWhere the dependent variable is the natural log of WTP and independent

Econometric Model Researchers should consider the possibility that certain

program implementation strategies may not be utility

variables are linear.
Stepwise Multiple Regression model: B Where WTP and Income are natural log and remaining independent

variables are linear.

LnWTP = B, + B, Survey * B, Index + B, Weighting + B, neutral and recognize the potential consequences of
: * Significantly different from zero at the 5% level. . . .
Income * B. Region * B, Resource + B, Scope * By suppressing related preferences in welfare analysis.
Program +--++ ¢ Discussion

Total WTP to protect the lower Suwannee River watershed
illustrates the substantial value individuals place on forest
conservation and protecting water quality.

Equation 1. Respondents were willing-to-pay:

Indicators within each variable category were .
hierarchically compared against a corresponding

more each year to protect water quality.

* slightly less to protect water quality in the Southeast

reference indicator to calculate a regression coefficient. A
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