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intergovernmental bodies: high impact
papers, diverse networks, fun
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Science and Policy
for People and Nature




Why we need a new body considering
the so many already exist?

O

SYociery tor Conservation Biolos

One, comprehensive, trusted opinion.
Naivity to think that even a brilliant scientific opinion &
evidence will have an effect.
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IPBES creates its own ,,bridge”

* This , bridge” is the science-policy interface (SPI).

* SPI needs to be organised, several years, meetings,
negotiations.



other knowledge
systems model of IPBES

Science-policy interface on biodiversity and ecosystems services
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Figure 2 An interface system interlinking science and other knowledge systems with policy and decision-making through a dynamic process.



Key structures of IPBES

Plenary: Decision-making body

Responsible for the overall work programme, working through Bureau and MEP gove n ments
Bureau Responsible for Multidisciplinary Expert
overseeing the administrative Panel (MEP) Responsible for the
functions of IPBES scientific and technical functions of the
work programme
< <
Expert groups for Task forces on capacity-building,
assessments, policy support <1:'> knowledge and data, and indigenous 2600 experts
tools and other studies and local knowledge
< <

Secretariat (including Technical Support Units)
facilitate and support process



Balanced representation across UN regions

B African States (AFR)
Asia Pacific States (ASIA PAC)
- Eastern European States (EES) k.

- Latin American and Caribbean States (LACS)
- Western European and Other States (WEOG)
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A miniszterelnok 30/2021. (VI. 11.) ME hatarozata
a bioldgiai sokféleség és az okoszisztéma szolgaltatasok
valé magyar részvételrol

A nemzetkozi szerzodésekkel kapcsolatos eljarasrol szold 2005. évi
a természetvédelemért felel6s miniszter és a kiilgazdasagi és kiligy
1. egyetértek azzal, hogy a bioldgiai sokféleség és az 6ko
tlésszakain (a tovabbiakban: tilés) Magyarorszag Korm
2. felhatalmazom a természetvédelemért felelés mi
kiligyminiszterrel egyetértésben esetenként kijeldlje;

3. felhivom a kiilgazdasagi és killigyminisztert, hogy
sziikséges meghatalmazasi okiratot az adott tilés el6tt .
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Major outputs Assessment Process

1 year 3 years
Plenary Plenary Plenary
\ scoping assessmen/t1 \ writing assessment /

Expert group Expert group

SCOPING ASSESSMENT AUTHORS
EXPERTS & REVIEW EDITORS

“Nomination = Peer Review Nomination ~ Peer Review = Peer Review

 GOVERNMENTS = GOVERNMENTS _ GOVERNMENTS EXPERTS = GOVERNMENTS
 &STAKEHOLDERS | | &EXPERTS . &STAKEHOLDERS =  &EXPERTS




,assessment specialities” — it is not new research

* it is a collective opinion of best experts — simply no time for new data
collections, systematic reviews, etc.

* reports are under the name of the researchers,

* great colleagues work together in real global teams,

 great colleagues work together in real transdisciplinary teams,
* there used to be scientific publications,
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Editorial

Engaging the conservation community in the IPBES

process

ening the ability of currently underrepresented groups
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The IPBES Global Assessment: Pathways
to Action
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Ecology Letters, (2017) 20: 673-689 doi: 10.1111/ele.12762
REVIEW AND
SYNTHESIS Ecological intensification to mitigate impacts of conventional

intensive land use on pollinators and pollination

Abstract
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How to diminish the geographical bias in IPBES
and related science?

Andras Baldi® | Brigitta Palotas




RESEARCH

REVIEW SUMMARY

GLOBAL CONSERVATION

Pervasive human-driven decline of life on Earth GS: 1650 citations o
" . Assessment summary: 2600 citations
points to the need for transformative change

Sandra Diaz*, Josef Settele, Eduardo S. Brondizio, Hien T. Ngo, John Agard, Almut Arneth,
Patricia Balvanera Kate A. Brauman, Stuart H. M. Butchart, Kai M. A. Chan, Lucas A. Garibaldi,

ianguo Liu, Suneetha M. Subramanian, Guy F. Midgley, Patricia Miloslavich,

id Obura, Alexander Pfaff, Stephen Polasky, Andy Purvis, Jona Razzaque, Altmetric
Rinku Roy Chowdhury, Yunne-Jai Shin, Ingrid Visseren-Hamakers,
Katherme J. Willis, Cynthia N. Zayas

Zsolt Molnar D3

‘
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. Picked up by 10 news outlets
Blogged by 2
Tweeted by 3696

I On 14 Facebook pages
Reddited by 5

See more details

Article usage

Article lifetime Last 6 months This month

Article usage: December 2019 to December 2019
Abstract Full Pdf

Dec 2019 1323 47011 10983



Published July 9, 2022 | Version 1.2 [ & Open |

Summary for policymakers of the methodological assessment of
the diverse values and valuation of nature of the Intergovernmental
Science-Policy Platform on Biodiversity and Ecosystem Services
(IPBES)

Intergovernmental Science-Policy Platform on Biodiversity and Ecosystem Services

Editors:
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»  Show more details

Versions

Version 1.2 Jul 9, 2022
10.5281/zenodo. 7410287

Version 1.1 Jul 9, 2022
10.6281/zenodo 7075892

Version 1.1 Jul 9, 2022
10.6281/zenodo 7043608

Version 1 Jul 9, 2022
10.6281/zenodo 6832427

* Kelemen E., Subramanian, S., De Vos, A. ... et al. (2023) Signposts on the road toward
transformative governance: how a stronger focus on diverse values can enhance environmental

policies. Current Opinion in Environmental Sustainability 64: 101351

* Jacobs, S., Kelemen, E., O’Farrell, P. et al. (2023) The pitfalls of plural valuation. Current Opinion in

Environmental Sustainability 64: 101345

* Pascual, Unai, Balvanera, P, ... Kelemen, E.... et al. (2023) Diverse values of nature for

sustainability. Nature 620: 813-823



Strong scientific

record, expertise
(+ geogr, discipl, gender)

Invitation to policy
and science policy
bodies

VIP colleagues,
networking, hot
topics, papers!

Shape policy,
fill gaps,
research
funding




Responsibility for East Europe

CLA authors_, IPBES
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Global Assess ;..

All authors

ASIA PAC

14% 7
6 EASTERN EUROPEAN STATES
2 5
WEOG EES IJD—: 4 W SelAu
52% 3% 3 3 M ContAu
5 I
S 1 I
z I EEEEEEEN
2 D 2 & KRS Qb S
'?) Q:, \l;- 0 {\% ’ES\ Q}‘Q‘ \ L ¥ » <<'3-
Q\oﬁ% o «3‘ & (9‘2’0 JEAS ?‘@ﬁ %é"? VO &



Example on modus operandi
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KEY MESSAGES
A. Nature underpins and sustains quality of life, but biodiversity, ecosystems, and

most of theirits contributions to people are deteriorating worldwide

Nature and the contributions it provides are essentiatfundamental for human existence and good

quality of lifethe existence-and-richness-ofHhuman life-on Earth. While more food, energy and materials

than ever before are now being supplied to people in mos! placeseverywhere, this is increasingly at the

expense of nature’s ability to provide such material contributions in the future and frequently

undermines nature’s many otherregulating and-non-material contributions, which range from water
ty2s-common-heritage

quality regulation to se of place. Fron-genestospecies; blodiversity—huwm
and-safety-net—is declining fast- The global-envirommental connons of land,-ocean -atmosphere-and
as a whole depends, isare being altered to an unparalleled degree

biosphere, upon which humanity
ading-impacts-on-regionat-and local-ecosystems. Biodiversity — the

across all spatial scales; with-case
diversitv within species, between species and of ecosystems — is declining faster than at any time in

human history.

%] NLhe contributions-that-people derive from nature isare essential for humanthe existence and good
yd&- mMost of nature’s contributions to peoplethent are

quality of liferichness ofhuman life op-Earth
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Example on modus operandi

* Plenary 2016, Kuala Lumpur

* Pollination assessment (technical report + main results (SPM))

* SPM for Pollination Assessment for line-by-line approval by the Plenary.
* SPM address pesticide use, neonicotinoid use, GMO, etc.

* Day 1: approval (line by line) of sensitive issues was done ©

e Day 2: block of the process due to term: biocultural diversity, danger of
annihilation!

 Day 3: solution is: ,,”



The assessment report on

POLLINATORS,
POLLINATION AND
FOOD PRODUCTION

SUMMARY FOR POLICYMAKERS

ipbes

A number of cultural practices based on indigenous
and local knowledge contribute to supporting

an abundance and diversity of pollinators and
maintaining valued “biocultural diversity” (for

the purposes of this assessment, biological and
cultural diversity and the links between them are
referred to as “biocultural diversity”) (established
but incomplete). This includes practices of diverse
farming systems; of favouring heterogeneity in landscapes

anA nardaonc: nf kinehin ralatinnehine that nrntart Manyv
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IPBES MEP scores future assessments
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