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Combining Revealed and Stated Preference Methods 

It is possible to combine revealed and stated preference methods to estimate what both 

types of choices imply for characterizing an individual’s willingness to pay for changes in 

environmental services.  Cameron (1992) was the first to propose this idea for environmental 

applications.  To be informative, this strategy must be based on an analysis of the revealed and 

stated behaviors to establish that the empirical models used to describe these outcomes share at 

least one parameter. That is, they must each be capable of identifying at least one common 

parameter.  Ideally there would be more parameters shared between the models. Most 

applications collect the two types of data (i.e., revealed and stated preference) from the same 

respondents.  This requirement is not essential.  It would be possible in principle to combine 

samples with different respondents providing the revealed and stated components of the analysis.  

A key issue in applying these methods to the task of valuing ecosystem services is the need to 

have measures for the quality and amount of ecosystem services that are compatible with models 

and data typically available for revealed and stated preference models. 

 See Adamowicz, et al. (1994), Earnhart (2001, 2002), and McConnell, et al. (1999) for 

more recent applications. 
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