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Threatened Species Manageme

Threatened species management:

wildlife policy framework

interactive relationships

Information, values & efforts

Biophysical; sociostructural; valuational institutional/regulatory
(Kellert & Clark 1991)

Economic, ecological & socigpsychological
(Steinhoff 1980)




General public is also interested in wildlife management:

X recreation & tourism choices
X response to humaiwildlife conflict
x wildlife diseases
x concern for environmental sustainability
Social science perspective:
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Ethinking & behaviour in wildlife situation

(Manfredo 2008, Who Cares About Wildlife?)



Wildlife management involves understanding & dealing with people:

E deeply rooted in biological disciplines

E integration of social sciences occurring slowly

e.g. humanwildlife relationships

x wildlife management priorities
x decision making processes

(Manfredo 2008, Who Cares About Wildlife?)



Brief History of Wildlife Values Resea

Established social science methods used since 1970s
E practical concerns of wildlife management profession (USA)
E worth of wildlife to profit driven society
E wildlife values = conservation costs

E economic & social benefits from wildlife

(Manfredo 2008)
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E cannot be observed directly

E expression in the form of attitudes & behaviours

Values are critical;

E personal goalsgood & bad, right & wrong

E interpret events and information

E across situations & events



Values: Attitudes: Behaviours:

enduring culture and society
-
values

o

general beliefs/worldviews
4

specific beliefs/specific attitudes

behavioral commitments & intentions

Cary et al 2000



(Manfredo 2008)



1976- 1993
9 perspectives of nature

Sociepsychological
framework

- affective cognition

- evaluative perceptions
- no links

4,000 Americans, 48 states
- diverse taxa

- human groups

- cultures

- across time
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(Manfredo 2008)




Evolution & Wildlife Value
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perceptions of animals gradually emerged as the possibility of universal
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Evolutionary advantage
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might very well be the reflections of universal & functional
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Conservation ethic
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meaningful & fulfilling human existendghat is, how the pursuit of
seltinterest may constitute the most compelling argument for a
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(Wilson & Kellert 1993, The Biophilia Hypothesis)



