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 What is CICES?

 Why was it developed and what’s it used for?

 What are its strengths?

 What are its limitations?

 What do we need to do next?
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WHAT IS CICES?

 A hierarchical classification 
of ‘final ecosystem 
services’

WHY WAS IT DEVELOPED?

 To help standardise 
terminology for the 
development of 
environmental accounts as 
part of the revision of SEEA
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Class type

Class

Group

Division

Section Provisioning

Nutrition

Biomass

Cultivated 
crops

Cereals

Water

Non-nutritional 
biotic materials

.... ....

CICES: Hierarchical Structure
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Version 4.3 – see www.cices.eu

http://www.cices.eu/
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EU Biodiversity 
Strategy to 2020, 
Action 5 

WHAT IS IT USED FOR?

 Accounting and Mapping
 Valuation
 Ecosystem assessments



‘Cascade model’ Potschin & Haines-Young (2011) Progress in Physical Geography 8

‘Production 
boundary’

Natural, semi-natural 
and ‘artificial’ 
ecosystems

Connection to underlying  ecological 
system  is ‘broken’ or ‘re-established’

Human input

The ‘realm’ 
where things 
can be valued



Some strengths
 Built through a 

‘consultative process’
 Attempts to be 

‘comprehensive’
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Some strengths
 Built through a 

‘consultative process’
 Attempts to be 

‘comprehensive’
 Hierarchical structure 

allows flexibility of 
application

 Can be ‘customised’
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 Built through a ‘consultative process’

 Consultation vs design

 Classification [almost] limited to those 
dependent on biotic processes

 What about abiotic outputs from ecosystems?

 But if we include them where do we stop?
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 Confusion between ‘services’ and ‘benefits’, 
especially within the cultural division
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Environmental 
settings 

(the service)

Benefits for:
• Recreation
• Science
• Heritage
• Etc.
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Integrated system?

Beneficiaries

Benefits

CICES

 Providing a typology for 
describing ‘benefits’ and 
‘beneficiaries’

 Classification of products and 
activities

 Capturing the indicators 
and metrics people have 
used to characterise the 
different services

 Tools and ‘apps’ to help the 
user



For CICES, we are in an 
operational and testing 
phase and need to 
capture that experience

 EU ~ EEA propose a 
round of consultation 
early in 2015

 MAES mapping and 
accounting initiatives
 ESMERALDA

 BISE
 National assessments
 EU-funded projects

 OpenNESS

 OPERAS

 …
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 www.cices.eu

 www.openness-project.eu

 www.nottingham.ac.uk/CEM
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