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Structure  



4 

Should they be 
SNA benefits? 
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Should they be 
SNA benefits? 
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Protection of human property is 
assimilated to residential, is it correct? 

Should they be 
SNA benefits? 
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Should they be non- SNA benefits? 
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One specific issue 
Any comment on habitat maintenance? 
Do you think it is appropriate to name its benefit as “conservation of 
existing conditions in nature”? 

Any comment on Global climate regulation? 
Do you think it is appropriate to name its benefit as “mitigation of CC 
effects”? 

Do you think it would be better to create “GLOBAL” as additional USER 
instead of allocating service/ ecological end product to each economic 
sector and HH? 

Do you think it would be correct to allocate service/ ecological end 
product to Government? 
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What for? 

Trying to establish complementarity or at 
least comparability between two different ES 
classification systems 

Start thinking what are the boundaries 
between SNA and non-SNA benefits service-
by-service, use-by-use 

…any hope to succeed? 
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• EU Science Hub: ec.europa.eu/jrc 

• Twitter: @EU_ScienceHub  

• Facebook: EU Science Hub - Joint Research Centre 

• LinkedIn: Joint Research Centre 

• YouTube: EU Science Hub 

Stay in touch 


