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Many services are public goods

Spiritual & religious
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Costa Rica Payments for Ecosystem Services
Program established 1997

By 2001: 280,000 ha enrolled at cost of $30 million
Typical payments: $35 to $45 per hectare
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Downstream Users

Pay upstream landowners to benefit from protection
maintain forest cover on their of upstream ecosystem
. land services
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1
«A thing is right when it tends to
erve the integrity, stability, and
ity of the biotic community. It is
ng when it tends otherwise.-

Aldo Leopold. 1939. A biotic view of the land. Journal of Forestry 37: 727-730.
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