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Introduction
Multifunctional landscapes are important to both human and natural systems, as they provide ecosystem 

services that contribute to community and landscape resilience. In Upstate South Carolina, there is a 

community of small farms that are reshaping local markets and traditional agricultural practices, offering the 

opportunity to support biodiversity and food production as well as potentially increasing community resilience 

during large-scale disturbances like COVID-19. There is a need for an improved understanding of smallholder 

value systems and how these inform landscape multifunctionality and livelihood pathways for incorporation into 

more effective agricultural policies. The data gathered in this study deepens our understanding of human value 

systems and decision-making in Upstate South Carolina, which can inform future land-use and policy decisions.
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Figure 1 Relationships between subcodes (solid lines) and co-

occurring codes (dashed lines) across all interviews. Strength of 

connection is denoted by line width.

Results and Implications

➢ The participant demographics questionnaire revealed that land managers in the study group were primarily white and young, held bachelor’s degrees 

or higher, .and described themselves as politically leftist. Notably, over half of participants identified as female (see Table 2).

Figure 2 Subcode frequency by capital. Frequencies were 

analyzed by the number of coded segments per subcode across 

all interviews. The y-axis shows this percentage

➢ Upstate smallholders valued natural and financial capital above human, built, or social capitals. Across 10 interviews, participants mentioned this 

topic 148 times. Close seconds in importance were Natural and Social capital, which were mentioned 96 and 86 times, respectively (see Table 1).

➢ Importance was placed on fostering biodiversity and ecological health in order to maintain livelihood diversity and valued social capital for their niche 

market as an avenue for continued success.

➢ There were indirect connections between financial and natural capitals through co-occurrence with social capital subcodes (see Figure 1). Absent 

consumer values and relationships with other farms connected them, as well as livestock and crop subcodes and state investment.

➢ Results from interviews and demographic surveys improve understandings of rural value systems by showing connections between capitals, which 

signify availability of livelihood pathways (Scoones 1998). A broader understanding of how value systems inform landscape multifunctionality and 

create pathway resiliency is important to future effectiveness of agricultural policies targeting these topics. The results found by this study support the 

idea that smallholders see a connection between the ecological health of the land and their resulting agricultural revenue (Figure 1).They are aware 

of and articulate how multifunctionality creates livelihoods for them and increases the resiliency of their land during disturbance.
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Table 1 Capital assets and key quotes from interviews associated with each that support the findings. Parameters and capital definitions are taken 

from Quandt 2018 and Scoones 1998.


