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PROPOSED METHODOLOGY

This will be applied to three case studies. Remarks: * = selection of experts is based on meeting at least
one of the following criteria: min. 2 relevant (i.e. subject related) publications in peer reviewed journals;
min. 8 years of relevant experience; ** = selection of participants is based on indicators of diversity in
order to improve approximation of local discursive representation (i.e. mapping of all discourses).
Abbreviations: ‘BD’ = biodiversity; ‘MCDA’' = multi-criteria decision analysis.

(Possibly Participative Rural Approach: used to include stakeholders unable to participate in Q or Delphi)

Case Studies

SELECTION OF CASE STUDIES

The selection of case studies was done based on differences in characteristics likely to influence
stakeholders and the local discourses. (CS = Case Study)

Case study Characteristics likely to influence stakeholders and the local discourses
Ccs1  Industrialised country
« Singaporean Mangroves « Environmental pressure: continued existence threatened
* Location: Singapore « Management framework: no clear priority
cs2 « Developing country : Peninsular
+ Matang Mangrove Forest « Environmental pressure: continued existence relatively ensured -
» Location: Perak (Malaysia) + Management framework: silviculture Ma|ays|a
CcsS3 « Developing country
* Sungai Pulai Ramsar Site « Environmental pressure: continued existence questioned
* Location: Johor (Malaysia) * Management framework: divergent, i.e. nature protection & development
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