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<+Lake Okeechobee acts as the hydrological heart How much do South Florida residents value different Lake Willingness to Pay Results
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1.Reducing discharges info the St. Lucie and
Caloosahatchee estuaries
2. Improving Lake Okeechobee water quality
3. Water storage for agriculfure
4. Water storage for Everglades National Park

WTP calculationsin progress.

to be ’rhe future source of water for Everglades We asked residents to
I’eSTOrOI.IOﬂ value these outcomes:

|t Is critical to understand stakeholder

perspectives on Lake management
“*This research contributes to existing literature on
how the public values Everglades restoration ownet
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“*Everglades National Park water delivery needs Preference for Water Storage for Preference for Water Storage for the
Agriculture Everglades

“ Agriculture warer sforage needs Which Lake Okeechobee management outcomes are
»Urban population water needs important to residents?

*Impacts on recreation
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»Impacts on tourism Y P
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the St. Lucie and blooms such as fish kills and dead zones 03 .
. . Caloosahatchee Estuaries |2.Economic impacts on real estate values . |
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. . Lake Okeechobee water |1.Ecological impacts on habitat and water quality for Lake O HFESTYLES WATER PROTECTION
2. QUdanfy resident 3 Combine WIP and ecological quality species (such as wading birds, largemouth bass, and native plants) Priority scores calculated using analytical hierarchy process methodology
1. Measure South willingness to pay ) . 2.Cultural impacts on experiences with nature in Lake Okeechobee
Florida resident for improvements in results with 3.Economic impacts on tourism and recreation in Lake
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management using Everglades ecosystem J esidents in rural areas 1. Understanding how the public values natural
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¥ and economic impacts of protecting drinking water in anOgemenT IS critical for sound management
South Florida . | | 3. Valuing natural systems that do not exist on

and economic impacts of reducing the impacts of sea

level rise with freshwater deliveries markets requires the use of multiple methods
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