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The policy processes pertaining to environmental- or natural resource management is 
typically surrounded by a range of potential conflicts of interest, giving rise to different 
problems for policy-makers to negotiate: the legitimacy and public acceptance for the 
decisions made; the effectiveness of the policy implementation; economic efficiency 
aspects as well as the social and ecological rationality of the policy outcomes. In order to 
avoid or at least reduce these problems, it has been suggested that policy-makers should 
take care to integrate public input into the policy process and thereby clarify and resolve 
any trade-offs between conflicting interests and values attached to the specific resource. 
Over the recent past, environmental decision-making has been increasingly influenced by 
stated-preference approaches to environmental valuation (such as contingent valuation, 
e.g. Pearce et al, 2006), typically aiming at measuring people’s willingness to pay for an 
environmental improvement or their willingness to accept a change that is likely to 
reduce welfare. However, these assumptions have increasingly been challenged, with 
criticism relating to the context of choice (i.e., the information provided to respondents as 
well as the limited opportunities for deliberation) (Jacobs, 1997), the assumption of well-
articulated, exogenous preferences for environmental goods (Norton et al, 1998), and the 
focus on individual rather than community values (Sagoff, 1998). This suggests that an 
important challenge for policy-makers lies in implementing institutions, within which the 
usefulness of economics in making rational choices over limited resources is 
complemented by specifying the conditions for public discourse about what should be the 
important criteria in environmental decision-making. Further theoretical and applied 
research focusing on methods to resolve and weigh the different interests of resource-
system users against each other in the policy process is therefore needed. 

In this paper, we take our point of departure in recent attempts to combine 
methods based on economic valuation with different deliberative approaches, and aim at 
extending the so far limited empirical evidence on these issues. By combining an 
economic choice experiment with deliberative techniques, our focus is on the extent to 
which deliberative practices will contribute to the identification of shared community 
values and the alteration of both personal preferences and the willingness to make trade-
offs between different environmental attributes; as well as on the extent to which 
deliberative methods and economic valuation approaches complement each other. The 
empirical context is that of land-use conflicts surrounding the establishment of a large-
scale on-shore wind farm in northern Sweden. Here the both economic and socio-cultural 
interests of different stakeholders clearly conflicts, as energy policy meets the demands 
of several extractive and non-extractive uses such as grazing lands for reindeer; areas for 
tourism and recreational use; as well as claims on sustained nature conservation. With its 
focus on user conflicts at the local level this single case-study should provide knowledge 
that is relevant for designing institutions that can deal with such conflicts while still 
fulfilling the important policy criteria of efficiency and legitimacy. 


