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1.0 Executive Summary  
This report contains a forecast of the economic, social, and environmental outcomes of a reforestation 

project in coastal Louisiana at the southern tip of the Mississippi Alluvial Valley (MAV). The Social 

Return on Investment (SROI) was commissioned by Restore the Earth Foundation (Restore the Earth), a 

non-governmental organization that aims to generate support from corporate donors to fund forest and 

wetland restoration efforts in the MAV. Restore the Earth has an initial focus on Louisiana coastal 

environments in the face of the state's ongoing coastal land loss crisis (Couvillon et al 2011). This report 

looks at its reforestation of 4,000 acres of cypress trees on the Pointe-aux-Chenes Wildlife Management 

Area (Pointe-aux-Chenes, LA) as part of its future goal of restoring a million acres of the MAV. 

 

Figure 1. Mississippi Alluvial Valley and Pointe-aux-Chenes WMA location (Louisiana, USA) 

 
 

Restore the Earth contracted with The Water Institute of the Gulf to research and complete a Social 

Return on Investment (SROI) report as means of assessing and valuing the intangible aspects of 

restoration efforts on a variety of stakeholders impacted by this project. Research methodologies were 

informed by two goals: 1) collecting data to fulfi ll the requirements of social return on investment report 

assurance by Social Value International; and 2) populating Restore the Earth EcoMetricsÊ Model, a tool 

developed by Restore the Earth to collaboratively analyze the social, economic, and environmental 
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benefits of investing in reforestation efforts. The model combines quantitative and qualitative values 

across numerous social, economic, and environmental categories to forecast the relative social and 

economic outcomes for corporations interested in investing in reforestation projects. The EcoMetrics 

model was built on the guiding principles of Social Value Internationalôs (SVI) SROI Methodology and 

the International Integrated Reporting Councilôs (IIRC) International Integrated Reporting Framework 

(IIRF).  Stakeholder relationships are of primary importance to both methodologies. The SVI approach 

concerns an in-depth, evidence-based understanding of change for a full range of community stakeholders 

with recognition of both positive and negative changes as well as intended and unintended outcomes.   

Value in this context refers to the relative importance placed by a stakeholder group on one potential 

outcome over another. Assigning these valuations using SVI principles requires the use of financial 

proxies, as many of the identified outcomes are difficult to quantify using conventional accounting 

practices. The IIRC methodology is principally concerned with value creation for funding stakeholders 

and resources are allocated based on the potential benefit to the corporation and quantified using 

conventional accounting practices. 

This report specifically presents an analysis of the data collected by The Water Institute between 

September 2016 and February 2017. This review is an opportunity for Restore the Earth to assess the 

extent to which reforestation can create social, economic, and environmental value in ongoing projects 

and how stakeholders perceive the project creating diverse forms of social and environmental returns. 

This report discusses the impacts to stakeholders as they have articulated them while also considering the 

various limiting factors on the projected social return on reforestation, and assesses the creation of social 

value for both community stakeholders and funding stakeholders.  Both market and non-market social 

value was generated for various stakeholder groups and the relationship between these stakeholder groups 

can be quantified through application of the six capitals identified by the IIRC: financial, manufactured, 

intellectual, human, social, and natural. 

1.1. SROI TYPE AND PERIOD 

¶ This report contains a forecast of a reforestation project in the Mississippi Alluvial Valley in the 

state of Louisiana, U.S.A. 

¶ The reforestation is located on public lands (state owned) 

¶ The Pointe-aux-Chenes Wildlife Management Area (WMA) is a 40-year forecast study that 

examines the perceived impacts of cypress reforestation in southeast coastal Louisiana which 

broke ground in October 2016 

¶ The Water Institute began research for the SROI of the Pointe-aux-Chenes WMA in September 

2016 and finished in February 2017 

¶ The final report was drafted in February and March 2017 

¶ Revisions based on SVI feedback were made in June 2017 
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1.2. AUDIENCE 

The audience for this SROI report is Restore the 

Earth Foundationôs management and staff, as well 

as existing and potential investors. Restore the Earth 

Foundation will use this study to communicate its 

impact to potential funders and stakeholders.  

1.2.1. Social Value Creation 

The major stakeholder groups who will benefit from 

the reforestation project in the MAV include: 

 

¶ Restore the Earth Foundation, which will benefit from the enhancement to its reputation, which 

will allow it to continue working towards their goal of reforesting 1 million acres of land in the 

MAV and the carbon, nitrogen, and phosphorus offsets generated by the reforestation project 

¶ Volunteers involved in replanting who will benefit from the enhanced sense of accomplishment 

and wellbeing from working on the reforestation project, and will gain an enhanced awareness of 

the importance of ecosystem restoration 

¶ Corporate Sponsors who will benefit from an enhanced social license to operate in coastal 

Louisiana, and are assigned the carbon offsets for the project, proportionate to their investment in 

the project 

¶ Recreational users, including general recreational users, hunters, fishers, wildlife viewers 

and birdwatchers who benefit from the enhanced recreational opportunities reforestation 

provides 

¶ Those employed directly by the reforestation project, including state and federal wildlife 

managers and local business owners who benefit from the enhanced business opportunities 

resulting directly from the reforestation project work and indirectly through increasing visitation 

to the region 

¶ Communities surrounding the site and downstream/wind of it who benefit from improved 

water and air quality, storm protection, and soil stabilization due to the reforestation  

¶ Communities that benefit from other ecosystem services such as habitat refuge and cultural 

value including community services and outreach organizations, indigenous communities, 

and educational users of the site who benefit from an enhanced sense of community pride, the 

restoration of historical landscapes that can be used for cultural traditions, and an increase in 

education programs 

¶ Government Officials who will benefit from the enhanced coastal protection and future savings 

in storm recovery time and cost  

¶ Conservation Organizations who benefit from the enhanced ecosystem benefits that the projects 

provide to the broader ecological region 

¶ Environmental outcomes that benefit all stakeholder groups but are not immediately apparent to 

stakeholders or may not manifest for several years and include the societal benefits of reduced 

nitrogen and phosphorus and the sequestration of carbon resulting from the reforestation 

The SROI analysis of the anticipated outcomes for each stakeholder group shows a significant social 

return associated with the Pointe-aux-Chenes reforestation.  An investment of $15,467,764 in the 2016 

financial year creates approximately $218,076,777 of net social impact over 40 years, resulting in an 

indicative SROI ratio of 14.10:1 (Table 1).  In other words, the SROI analysis presents evidence that 

substantiates that for every dollar invested in reforestation in the Points-aux-Chenes WMA by Restore the 

Earthôs corporate sponsors, $14.10 is returned to community stakeholders in social value.  Additionally, 
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$25,664,585 in direct market value is returned to Restore the Earth and corporate investors, a direct 

market return of $1.66 for every dollar invested (Table 2).  In sum, with an initial investment of 

$15,467,764 in financial and intellectual capital, the community and funding stakeholders see a return of 

$243,741,362 in financial, manufactured, human, social, and natural capital over 40 years (Table 3), for a 

total return on investment of 15.76:1. 

 

Table 1. Social Return on Investment for reforestation in Pointe-aux-Chenes WMA 

Stakeholders 
Real outcomes due to Pointe-aux-

Chenes reforestation project 
Social Value Creation 

Social Value per 

Stakeholder 

Group 

Environment 

Social value of carbon sequestered  $18,811,375.10  

 $26,259,939.68  

Improved soil formation and nutrient 

cycling 
 $1,342,049.29  

Erosion control and sediment retention  $15,676.22  

Increased waste treatment capacity,  $6,090,839.08  

Volunteers involved in 

replanting 
Sense of accomplishment  $127,035.00   $127,035.00  

Government Agencies 
Enhanced coastal protection for adjacent 

communities 
 $30,006,508.50   $30,006,508.50  

Conservation Organizations Enhanced habitat refuge  $23,365,326.49   $23,365,326.49  

Recreational users (general 

recreational users, hunters, 

fishers, wildlife viewers and 

birdwatchers) 

Enhanced habitats for hunting  $254,831.74  

 $367,433.72  
Enhanced habitats for fishing  $107,240.72  

Enhanced habitats for general recreation  $3,220.83  

Enhanced habitats for birdwatching  $2,140.44  

Those employed directly and 

indirectly by the reforestation 

project 

Direct employment for local nursery and 

planting services 
 $1,758,782.51  

 $3,042,834.44 
Enhanced business opportunities  $1,284,051.93  

Enhanced habitat refuge 

Shared Value with 

Conservation 

organizations 

Communities surrounding the 

site and downstream/wind of it 

that benefit from water and air 

quality, waste treatment, storm 

protection, soil stabilization, 

biological control 

Enhanced Water Quality. Value of 

Marginal Nitrogen and Phosphorus 

Mitigation. 

 $37,383,790.69  

 $134,021,266.95  

 $90,701,489.02  

Increased atmospheric oxygen and 

cleaner air 
 $5,935,987.24  

Enhanced storm surge protection 
 Shared Value with 

Government agencies  

Communities that benefit from 

other ecosystem services such 

as habitat refuge and cultural 

value 

Sense of community pride; community 

gathering place 
 $274,880.07  

 $886,431.73  
Enhanced ecosystem that can be used 

for cultural rituals and traditions 
 $604,736.16  

More educational programs and 

opportunities 
 $6,815.50  

  Total Present Value   $218,076,776.51  

  Total Investment  $15,467,763.67  

  Non-Market Return on 

Investment (dollar 

returned per dollar 

invested) 

 14.10  
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Table 2: Market Return on Investment for reforestation in Pointe-aux-Chenes WMA 

Stakeholders 
Real outcomes due to Pointe-aux-

Chenes reforestation project 
Market Value Creation 

Market Value 

Creation per 

Stakeholder 

Group 

Restore the Earth Foundation 

 

Enhances Restore the Earth's 

reputation by planting the first 4,000 

acres of 1 million acre goal 

 $156,000.00  

 $22,700,585.27  

Organization of volunteer labor to 

offset 10% of the project costs 
 $1,546,275.97  

Market value of carbon sequestered  $15,186,048.89  

Market value of nitrogen offset  $3,955,114.65  

Market value of phosphorous offset  $1,857,145.77  

Corporate Sponsors 

Social license to operate (effects to 

reputation; positive impact on 

communities) 

 $2,964,000.00   $2,964,000.00  

  Total Present Value   $25,664,585.27  

  Total Investment  $15,467,763.67 

  Market Return on 

Investment (dollar 

returned per dollar 

invested) 

 1.66  

  

 

Table 3: Investment, market value, and social value delineated by IIRC shared value capital for 

reforestation in Pointe-aux-Chenes WMA.  

Shared Value Capital Investment Market Value Social Value 

Financial  $12,000,000.00   $22,700,585.27   $3,042,834.44  

Manufactured    $30,006,508.50  

Intellectual  $3,462,759.67    

Human $5,004.00   $367,433.72  

Social and Relationship   $2,964,000.00   $24,378,793.22  

Natural     $160,281,206.63  

Total Investment  $15,467,763.67    

Total Present Value   $25,664,585.27   $218,076,776.51  

Market and Non-Market 

Return on Investment 

(dollar returned per dollar 

invested) 

  1.66   14.10  

 

The SROI, however, provides more than the estimated social value per dollar invested. The report has 

been a concrete way to test theories about stakeholders' understanding of the way environmental 

reforestation projects impact their lives and livelihoods. To that end, it is important to recognize that 
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while this case study on face represent before and after scenarios, it speaks solely to the reforestation of 

this specific area of the MAV and the unique uses of this WMA. Furthermore, the coastal location of this 

reforestation is a highly variable environment within the MAV, making the success of the reforestation 

contingent upon the extent the environment remains stable enough for the trees to mature. One reason that 

this location was selected was that it is protected by the Morganza to the Gulf levee system, which 

reduces some of the risk to the site.  Nevertheless, coastal Louisiana is a highly dynamic environment, 

and it is difficult to predict the frequency or severity of weather events that might impact the reforestation 

project.  These uncertainties, to a certain extent, shape how stakeholders view the long-term impacts, 

successes, or failures of this reforestation.  The funding stakeholder, Restore the Earth, has considered 

these uncertainties and has taken steps to circumvent unexpected damages to the reforestation.  It has, for 

example, invested in a proprietary system for growing its cypress trees - EKOgrown® trees - which 

delivers higher survivability and faster growth to maturity (Restore the Earth Foundation). Such factors 

are key to the success of the reforestation as cypress trees can better withstand saltwater inundation the 

more mature they are.  Finally, this research utilizes three forecast scenarios that bound the environmental 

uncertainty to some degree: conservative, realistic, and aggressive. The focus of this analysis is on the 

realistic scenario, which uses a discount rate of 5% for climate change mitigating investments.   

2.0 SROI Analysis  

2.1. PURPOSE OF THE SROI  

This report presents a Social Return on 

Investment (SROI) analysis of a 

reforestation program in the Mississippi 

Alluvial Valley (MAV) of Louisiana, 

USA conducted for Restore the Earth 

Foundation, a 501(c)(3) non-profit 

dedicated to restoring forest and wetland 

ecosystems. Restore the Earth Foundation 

works closely with public agencies and 

local experts to identify critical restoration 

projects in need of funding and utilizes its 

EcoMetrics model to develop the business 

case for each restoration project based on 

its benefits and returns (environmental, 

social and economic). Using this business 

case, Restore the Earth assesses its 

existing network of partners as well as a 

consortium of potential project 

stakeholders including business, industry, 

government, local and regional 

communities to determine interested 

parties with vested interests. Using aligned interests, paired with the business case, Restore the Earth 

works to "unlock" funding in the form of financial or in-kind support. This report is built based on the 
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respective interest of each potential investor ï i.e. carbon offsets, community resilience, storm protection, 

ecosystem restoration, job creation, sustainable sourcing of raw materials, etc.   

 

This report contains a forecast SROI analysis of a cypress reforestation project located in the Pointe-aux-

Chenes Wildlife Management Area (WMA), located in Louisianaôs coastal zone in Terrebonne and 

Lafourche Parishes. It covers the actual tree planting reforestation activities from years 1-10 and the long-

term growth and maintenance of the project and its environmental outcomes through year 40. 

 

This report is not an analysis of the operations of Restore the Earth Foundation or an assessment of the 

business model. This report does not focus on the sustainability of the operations of Restore the Earth 

Foundation, but rather focuses on understanding the impact that the activities undertaken by Restore the 

Earth will have on stakeholders.  The objectives of this project were to use the SROI methodology to: 

¶ Identify and engage key stakeholders affected significantly by reforestation ï Understand what 

each stakeholder wants changed (objectives), what they contribute (inputs), what activities they 

do (outputs) and what changes for them (outcomes, intended or unintended) as a result of their 

involvement; 

¶ Measure and value the social impacts of reforestation ï Understand the value created as a result 

of the changes experienced by each stakeholder group by using indicators to measure the 

outcomes and financial proxies to value the outcomes; and 

¶ Create a forecast analysis to measure and evaluate the impacts of reforestation ï Articulate the 

key drivers of social value and identify what data are needed to best measure and evaluate the 

impacts of activities. 

To fully measure and evaluate the impacts of reforestation, this research incorporates scientific data on 

the objective impacts of environmental degradation and the mitigating effects of forest restoration into the 

SROI evaluation.  These data are directly tied to the outcomes defined by the key stakeholders and used 

to quantify the social value of environmental change. The SROI methodology presents these social values 

in terms of financial equivalents, which allows stakeholders across the board to evaluate the cost/benefit 

favorability or unfavourability  of proposed environmental interventions.  Such valuation of outcomes will 

allow Restore the Earth and its corporate funders to understand the internalized financial benefits and 

externalized societal benefits of making investments in so-called ñgreen infrastructureò or natural capital. 

 
This report provides a brief overview of the SROI methodology, project approach, the objectives and 

activities of the reforestation and afforestation projects, and the key findings and assumptions made when 

completing the analysis. Finally, this report includes a discussion of the SROI results and 

recommendations. The audience for this SROI report is Restore the Earth Foundationôs management and 

staff, as well as existing and potential investors. Restore the Earth Foundation will use this study to 

communicate the impact to potential funders and stakeholders.    

2.2. SROI APPROACH  

SROI is a framework for measuring and accounting for the broad concept of social value, a measure of 

change that is relevant to people and organizations that experience it.  This concept of value goes beyond 

what can be captured in pure, market-based financial terms, seeking to reduce inequality and 

environmental degradation and improve wellbeing by incorporating social, environmental, and economic 

costs and benefits into project valuation (SROI Network, 2012).  For analytical purposes, SROI converts 
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non-financial values into their financial equivalents, using both subjective and objective research to 

estimate those values. Restore the Earth believes that is what makes SROI different from other forms of 

social-impact analysis, and therefore more valuable to corporate funders and governmental agencies that 

have fiduciary responsibility to the public. 

 

There are two types of SROI analysis:  

¶ Evaluative, which is conducted retrospectively to validate a forecast or baseline SROI to 

understand if the impact sought was achieved  

¶ Forecast, which is designed to understand and predict the desired impact and outcomes of a 

program or activity for significant stakeholders  

Forecast SROIs are especially useful in the planning stages of an activity.  They can help show how 

investment can maximize social impact and are also useful for identifying what should be measured once 

the project is implemented (SROI Network, 2012). 

 

SROI was developed from social accounting and cost-benefit analysis and is based on seven principles of 

social value (SROI Network, 2012):  

1. Involve stakeholders ï Inform what gets measured and how this is measured by involving 

stakeholders; 

2. Understand what changes ï Articulate how change is created and evaluate this through evidence 

gathered, recognizing positive and negative changes as well as those that are intended and 

unintended; 

3. Value things that matter ï Use financial proxies in order that the value of all outcomes can be 

recognized including those that are not traded in markets but are affected by activities; 

4. Only include that which is material ï Determine what information and evidence must be included 

in the accounts to give a true and fair picture, such that stakeholders can draw reasonable 

conclusions about impact; 

5. Do not over-claim ï Only claim the value that organizations are responsible for creating; 

6. Be transparent ï Demonstrate the basis on which the analysis may be considered accurate and 

honest, and show that it will be reported to and discussed with stakeholders; and 

7. Verify the result ï Ensure appropriate independent assurance. 

The SROI process works by developing an understanding of the program being analyzed, how it meets its 

objectives, and how it works with its stakeholders. The SROI framework accounts for a broad concept of 

value and focuses on answering five key questions: 

Table 4. The SROI framework focuses on answering five key questions 
Question Definition  

Who changes? Taking account of all the people, organizations, and 

environments affected significantly 

How do they change? Focusing on all the important positive and negative changes 

that take place, not just what was intended 

How do you know? Gathering evidence to go beyond individual opinion 

How much is you? Taking account of all the other influences that might have 

changed things for the better (or worse) 

How important are the changes? Understanding the relative value of the outcomes to all the 

people, organizations, and environments affected 
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SROI puts a value on the amount of change (impact) that takes place as a result of the program and looks 

at the returns to those who contribute to creating the change. It estimates a value for this change and 

compares this value to the investment required to achieve that impact, resulting in an SROI ratio. It takes 

standard measures of economic return a step further by placing a monetary value on social returns (Social 

Ventures Australia Consulting, 2011). Critical to the process is the development of an impact map 

demonstrating the impact value chain for each stakeholder group. It links stakeholdersô objectives to 

inputs (e.g. what has been invested), to outputs (e.g. number of trees planted), through to the outcomes 

(e.g. increase in income through employment). The process then involves identifying indicators for the 

outcomes, so that we can measure if the outcome has been achieved. The next step is to use financial 

proxies to value the outcome.  

 

It is then necessary to establish the amount of impact each outcome has had. Impact is defined in the 

SROI as an estimate of how much of the outcome would have happened without the project and the 

proportion of the outcome that can be isolated as being added by the activities being analyzed. A number 

of fil ters are utilized in the analysis to render additional validity and stability to the conversion of non-

market values into their financial equivalents. SROI uses four filters applied to each outcome to establish 

the impact of the activities:  

¶ Deadweight ï what would have happened anyway?  

¶ Displacement ï were other outcomes displaced to create the outcome?  

¶ Attribution ï who else contributed to the outcome?  

¶ Drop-off ï how much does the outcome drop-off each year?  

Establishing impact is important as it reduces the risk of over-claiming and may also help identify any 

important stakeholders that may not have been included in the analysis. 

2.3. CHALLENGES WITH APPLYING THE SROI METHODOLOGY TO ENVIRONMENTAL PROJECTS  

Restoration and reforestation projects mitigate carbon emissions through sequestration of carbon and by 

eliminating nitrogen and phosphorus runoff from sediment loss. This process restores and rebalances 

ecosystems and establishes healthy natural capital buffers. Married with the direct environmental impacts, 

the indirect co-benefits created include improved air and water quality and quantity, job training and 

creation of jobs, lessening of extreme weather patterns, storm protection, pest control, increased 

recreation and tourism through bird watching, hunting, and fishing, and the creation of new technology. 

Many of these outcomes have multiple benefits to multiple stakeholders. 

 

Applying the SROI methodology to environmental projects such as ecological restoration and 

reforestation projects, however, poses unique challenges. The SROI methodology has historically be used 

by community organizations focused on social welfare programs which have a clearly defined period of 

investment and an associated commensurate period of benefits (Social Ventures Australia Consulting, 

2011). With restoration projects, many of the benefits are often not readily or immediately apparent to 

stakeholders. For example, the assignment of carbon, nitrogen, and phosphorus offset credits provide 

direct benefits to Restore the Earth and its partners. However, the environmental value of carbon, 

nitrogen, and phosphorus for other stakeholders and society at large are generally not identified as 

outcomes through stakeholder engagement. To account for these more intangible assets, the environment 

is considered as a stakeholder, as though it were a person or an organization. The specific outcomes 
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associated with the environment were derived from the scientific literature and research contracted by 

Restore the Earth.  The results of this research can be considered outcomes that will accrue to various 

stakeholder groups in the future.   

2.4. PROJECT APPROACH  

The comprehensive benefits of these 

reforestation projects ï which include social, 

economic, and environmental outcomes ï 

were tracked, measured, and reported on 

through Restore the Earth Foundation 

EcoMetrics Model that is based on the 

guiding principles of Social Value 

Internationalôs SROI Methodology. The 

Pointe-aux-Chenes project was analyzed 

using the 2016 financial year investment and 

assessing the benefits over a 40-year time 

horizon with a 5% discount rate.  

 

The forecast SROI analysis for Restore the 

Earth Foundation was undertaken in six stages. The activities in these six stages include:  

1. Establishing scope and identifying stakeholders 

a. define boundaries and time scale for analysis  

b. define stakeholders  

2. Mapping outcomes 

a. engage with stakeholders to develop an impact map which shows the relationship 

between objectives, inputs, outputs and outcomes  

3. Evidence outcomes and giving them a value 

a. synthesize data from stakeholder interviews into an impact map  

b. identify relevant indicators and financial proxies to monetize the social outcomes, where 

possible 

c. define the investment, both direct cash investments and pro bono contributions from the 

various stakeholders  

d. conduct follow up interviews to verify evidence where required  

e. test assumptions with other Water Institute of the Gulf and Restore the Earth Foundation 

staff  

4. Establish impact  

a. determine those aspects of change that would have happened anyway or area result of 

other factors  

5. Calculate the SROI  

a. populate and use the EcoMetrics model to add up all the benefits, subtract any negatives 

and compare the result to the investment. This is also where the sensitivity of the results 

is tested.  

6. Reporting, using and embedding  

a. write a detailed report which describes the methodology, assumptions made, results and 

recommendations  
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b. complete summaries of the SROI analysis  

c. report to stakeholders, communicate and use the results, and embed the SROI process in 

the organization  

In addition, the SROI analysis will be used to provide a baseline indicator of whether social value created by 

the Pointe-aux-Chenes reforestation project. The primary purpose of the baseline SROI is to identify 

outcomes, guide forward planning and establish what needs to be monitored and measured to demonstrate 

success.  

2.5. WHO WORKED ON THE REPORT?  

This SROI analysis and measurement and evaluation framework had input from the following individuals and 

organizations:  

¶ Scott A. Hemmerling, the lead author from the Water Institute of the Gulf, spent approximately 

60 days conducting the analysis and compiling the report and assumed overall responsibility for 

the analysis  

¶ Monica Barra, co-author and research associate from the Water Institute of the Gulf, spent 

approximately 90 days conducting stakeholder engagement, conducting the analysis and 

compiling the report 

¶ Harris Bienn, co-author and research assistant from the Water Institute of the Gulf, spent 

approximately 30 days conducting stakeholder engagement, conducting the analysis and 

compiling the report 

¶ Richard Landry from Restore the Earth Foundation contributed approximately 20 days reviewing 

the analysis and assuring consistency with the EcoMetrics model 

¶ Ben Carpenter from Social Value International contributed approximately 5 days reviewing the 

analysis and assuring consistency with SVI report assurance criteria 
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3.0 Case Study #1: Pointe-aux-Chenes Wildlife Management Area 

3.1. BACKGROUND: POINTE-AUX-CHENES WILDLIFE MANAGEMENT AREA AND REGIONAL 

DEMOGRAPHICS 

The Pointe-aux-Chenes Wildlife Management Area (WMA) is a state-owned wildlife management area 

that encompasses 33,488 acres of intermediate/brackish marsh and bottomland hardwood forest.  It is 

located in Louisiana's coastal zone in two parishes (counties) - Terrebonne Parish and Lafourche Parish - 

which have a total population of 208,178 as of 2010. The WMA was established in the 1970s through the 

donation of land and marsh by regional landowners. It is staffed by Louisiana Department of Wildlife and 

Fisheries staff. Today, the area is primarily accessible by boat and is a popular fishing and waterfowling 

destination for people across the state and gulf coastal region. The area is also adjacent to several state 

recognized Native American tribes whose ancestors have lived in the region for multiple generations. 

There are a number of small communities that surround the Point-aux-Chenes Wildlife Management area. 

Restore the Earth project site is located closest to Montegut, LA, on the west end of the WMA.  

 

  Figure 2. Pointe-aux-Chenes Wildlife Management Area 

 
 


