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SCOPE OF THIS TALK 

Report of findings from a CEE Systematic 
Review funded by the STAP 
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WHAT IS A CEE SYSTEMATIC REVIEW? 

CEE provides a 
recognised 
standard of 
conduct 



STEPS IN A CEE SYSTEMATIC REVIEW 
Question  
 

Protocol* 

*Peer reviewed, published 
and registered with CEE 

Article Search 

Study screening 

Critical appraisal 

Data extraction 

Report findings 

Finalised review* 

Data synthesis 



THE QUESTION 
 
 

 

What are the human well-being impacts of 
terrestrial protected areas? 
 

A ‘PECO’ question 
Population – Human communities living in or around 
terrestrial PA’s 
Exposure – Establishment/implementation, presence or 
change in status of terrestrial PAs  
Comparator – Spatial or temporal comparators with no 
exposure 
Outcomes - Specific human well-being indicators 



HUMAN WELL-BEING INDICATORS 

Key Themes 

Livelihood strategies 

Social capital 

Empowerment 

Human rights 
Access to ecosystem 
goods and services 
and natural 
resources essential 
for well-being 



SOME FURTHER METHODS DETAILS 

 Post 1992 studies only 
 Limited searching in non-english language 
 Independent qualitative and quantitative 

reviews. 



CONCEPTUAL FRAMEWORK FOR STRUCTURING THE 
QUALITATIVE SYNTHESIS. 



TYPOLOGY FOR STRUCTURING THE QUANTITATIVE 
SYNTHESIS OF IMPACTS OF PROTECTED AREAS. 



RESULTS 

 1,700 potentially relevant 
articles screened 

 The qualitative evidence review 
mapped 306 articles and 
synthesised 34 that were scored 
as high quality.  

 The quantitative evidence review 
critically appraised 79 studies 
and included 14 of low/medium 
susceptibility to bias.  



FREQUENCY OF BROAD QUANTITATIVE OUTCOME 
TYPES IN INCLUDED STUDIES. 



SCORING CRITERIA FOR ASSESSMENT OF 
SUSCEPTIBILITY TO BIAS 

NOT ALL STUDIES ARE OF EQUAL RELIABILITY 
 Clarity of methods 
 Quality of experimental design 
 Appropriateness of analysis 
 Implementation bias 



QUANTITATIVE SYNTHESIS 



IMPLICATIONS FOR POLICY 

 a range of possible pathways of impact, both 
positive and negative is evident from the 
qualitative synthesis.  

 but the diverse and fragmented body of evidence 
is unsuitable for the purpose of informing policy 
on how to achieve win-win outcomes for 
biodiversity and human well-being.  

 THE EVIDENCE BASE LACKS PREDICTIVE POWER 
 



THE WAY FORWARD 

Things to do to improve the evidence base 
Monitoring must be mandatory part of 

programmes 
Raise reporting standards 
Establish standard indicators of wellbeing 

and their measurement 
 Interdisciplinarity of subject requires co-

ordination of the research community. 
Fewer bigger and better resourced studies 

 
 



THANK YOU 
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