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1. Context 
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Work Package 6: Welfare impacts of stopping teviala 



1. Context / Objective 

 What can qualitative techniques tell us about quantitative survey? 

4 

PhD project: Choice-experiment-based approach: How VALID 
and RELIABLE are local welfare cost estimates ?  

Supervisors: Neal Hockley, Jette Jacobsen and Helle Larsen 



2. Choice experiment methods: Intro 
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▪ Questionnaire-based techniques 

▪ Elicit preferences under hypothetical scenarios 

▪ Attribute-based approach: 
- Identify significant attributes & their levels 

- Construct two or three alternative compositions of the 
good/policy 

- Ask respondent to choose 

▪ A “price”-attribute Estimation of 
Willingness-To-Pay / or Willingness-To-Accept 
for each attribute  Value different policy 
schemes 

 



▪ D-Efficient design using 
NGENE , 6 choice cards 
per respondent, 2 blocks 

▪ Lengthy warm-up steps 
to desensitize teviala 
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2. Choice experiment survey: Design 
Attributes Levels 

Annual cash payment (106 MGA) – (framed as 
development assistance) 

0, 3, 6, 9, 12, 15 

Number of instalments  (years) 1, 10,20 
Improved rice cultivation (agricultural support) Yes, no 
Teviala No teviala (strict protection), 1ha teviala 

and free teviala (open forest frontier) 
 
 

 ALTERNATIVES  A   B C 
 

 
Annual cash  (106 MGA)  
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2. Choice experiment survey: In practice (cont.) 

 
 

  

+ Quantitative psychometric data  (certainty, comprehension, trust, beliefs and 
perceptions) 



2. Choice experiments  - Preliminary results 
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Group 1: Holdouts 
Teviala is incommensurable?  

Cultural identity? 

Group 2: Trade-offs 
Compensatory decision-makers 

Group 3: WTA = WTP ~ 0 ? 
Forest protection? 

Trust? 



3. Qualitative methods 
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▪ Individual debriefings 
▪ Sub-sample of respondents: 35 

households from 300 HHs in total 

 

▪ Focus group debriefings 
▪ FG: a forum where participants (within the 

same group): 

 To unravel respondents’ thought 
processes and motivations for their 
answers  

 share understandings of feelings about 
the valuation exercise and deliberate other 
issues 



3. Qualitative debriefings: Themes 

▪ Respondent’s thoughts processes 
under hypothetical scenarios 

▪ Ability to invest cash 
compensations 

▪  Effects of their choices on their 
current household vs. 

▪ i) effects on the next generation 
(future descendants) and 

▪  ii) effects on the wider society 

▪ Respondents’ beliefs about their 
rights, legitimacy, equity and 
fairness 

▪ Freedom of choice 
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CE methods are useful but if used alone, analysts may fail to unravel complex cultural 
values and the validity / reliability of people’s answers. 

3. Individual debriefings: Preliminary results 
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“I am deeply saddened that people 
are put in jail because they are 

making a living from the forestlands 
which are Zanahary’s  Creation, not 

the government’s property.” 

“We cannot invest that money, we cannot 
count, we cannot read, the only things that 

matter are that we have enough rice to 
eat! Lands are the most valuable 

inheritance you can leave to your kids! ” 

▪ Better understanding of people’s 
thoughts processes  

 

▪ Numerous anchors: e.g. 
- incommensurability of teviala,  
- trust issues,  
- very high WTA,  
- inability to negotiate compensations,  
- Inability to invest money,  
- future descendants’ needs and rights, etc.  
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3. Focus group debriefings: Preliminary results 
▪ Many additional insights: e.g., 

people’s interactions, social 
cohesion, rights and 
responsibilities, etc. 

“Teviala is all about livelihoods but I must 
say that how you make a living is deeply 

rooted in what you believe and your 
cultural norms!”  

“ If the forest frontier was open and the 
government didn’t enforce the ban at 

all, in 3 years’ time, all the forests would 
be cleared by migrants from 

everywhere, and social life would be 
horrific….”  

 Deliberation  on land tenure rights, 
nature and magnitude of 
compensations, trust, etc. resulted in 
changes in people’s preferences 

“ …Well, may be we didn’t think 
well enough, if we got enough 
financial support and we are 

properly coached, there might be 
hope…We really cannot risk losing 

both the lands and the 
compensations”  
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3. Individual & Focus group debriefing? 

▪ Thought processes of 
respondents are best reflected 
within an individual interview 
situation 

whereas, 

▪ FGs promote deliberation and 
allow respondents to share 
their feelings and any issues 
that the CE raised 

 

Individual interviews and focus groups may be combined for the purposes of data 
completeness 
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▪ Qualitative approaches are very 
useful to explore further the 
conclusions of quantitative surveys 

▪ Quantitative techniques alone may 
not be a legitimate and acceptable 
way of representing people’s values 
and thus supporting policies! 

▪ Way forward: Build quantitative 
researcher’s capacity 

▪ Questions: Which qualitative 
methods? Timing? 

 

 

 

CONCLUSIONS 

“There hasn’t been nearly enough attention to what has been called .methodological 
marriages., blending different methods . For example, survey research and ethnography.” 

(Bulmer 1998: 164). 



15 

No increase in material wealth will compensate… 
For arrangements which insult their self respect 

And impair their freedom… 
Tawney, 1989, p46 

Thank you! 
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