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Opening of the session

1. The third sessioof the Plenary of the Intergovernmental ScieRodicy Platform on
Biodiversity and Ecosystem Services was held in Bonn, Gernframy,12 to 17 January 2015.

2. The session was opened at 10.15 a.m. by the Chair of the PlenaBgkvirAbdul Hamid.

Callingit a landmark event ithehistory of the Platform to date, he said that the sesattended by
representatives of 145 Governments and an equal number of organizations, was an opportunity both to
reflect on achievements and lessons learned and to cemianning for the years to come. Recalling

the achievements of the first two sessions of the plenary in establishing the Platform's procedures and
structures and adopting an initial work programimeexpressed satisfacti@t the progress made so

far onthe 18deliverables of the work programme and the number of experts that were with great
enthusiasm contributing their tinaed expertise to the Platform. The current rate of decline in
biodiversity, 100 to 1,000 times greater than the natural rate, nl@idehe critical importance of the
Platform in providing policymakers with sound scientific information as the basis for policymaking
aimed at reversing biodiversity loss, raising awareness of and fostering appreciation for the importance
of biodiversityand the ecosystem services that it provided and buitdmgapacityof developing

countries to measure and assess biological and genetic resources and valtenesesyices

Expressing thanks to those that leadycontributed in cash and in kinde sid that urther

$19million would be needed to implement the Platftgrimitial work programméully, andheurged

all to contribute as much as possible to the Platform trust fDodcluding with thanks to all for the

work to date, he wished paiifi@ants a productive meeting in the constructive spirit that had prevailed
thusfar.

3. Welcomingremarks were then made by Ms. Arrsigauderie, ExecutiveSecretary of the
Platform secretariaiyls. Jacqueline McGlade, Chief Scientisid Acting Director, Division of Early
Warning andAssessmentUnited Nations Environment Programme (UNERE. Barbara Hendricks,
Federal Minister for the Environment, Nature Conservation and Nuclear Safagrmainy; and

Mr. Juergen Nimptsch,ord Mayor of Bonn.

4, Ms. Larigaudee, expressing thanks fahe trust placed in her by virtue of her appointment as
Executive Secretary, said that the year sinces¢itendsession of the Plenary had been an active one.
Considerable progress had been made in implementing the programmkdbr 2014-2018, with

all of its 18 deliverables at various stagepumfgress, and the yeaadh seen the establishment of

14 expert groups, the conduct of 20 meetings and the selectiareftharb00 experts from among
nearlyl,700nomineesThose eperts had already contributed their time and had expressed the desire

to continue their involvement, and the Platform had been warmly welcomed by the scientific
community and other knowledge holders on whasiliccess dependebhe year had also seen the
testing of the Platform s conceptual framework
discussed at the current session; the recruitment of all secretariat sthffflibedevelopment of
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collaborationwith the Food and Agriculture Organizati of the United Nation~AO), the
UnitedNations Development Programr(iégNDP), UNEP and the United Nations Educational,
Scientific and Cultural Organization (UNESCG@Jdthe establishment of technical support umits

the Netherlands, Norway, the Repualdf Korea and UNESCO. The Plenary would have much to
consider at the current session as a result of those activities, including seven scoping reports, two
guides, two catalogues and the outcomes of three task farwk# was hoped that additional
parnerships made possible through the provision g support would be announced during the
current sessiarThanking the Government of Germany and the City of Bonn for both financial and
logistical support and a warm welcome, she wished the participdnigful meeting.

5. Ms. McGlade, speaking on behalf of FAO, UNDP, UNEP and UNESCO, said that the
partnership between those organizations and the Platform was eniblehedforts across the

United Nations to deliver as one. The four organizations wenengitted to ensuring that biodiversity

and ecosystem services were taken into account in the broader policy dialogue taking place across the
globe through various means such as national reporting under relevant multilateral environmental
agreements, inclunlg ecosystems accounting and Biediversity Indicatos Partnership; capacity

building, including through the Biodiversity and Ecosystem Services Network;agercy

agreements such as the memorandum of understanding between FAO and UNEP on faga@isécuri
ecosystenbased management; interdisciplinary and transdisciplinary approaches to data collection
and knowledge management; and links to the Global Environment F&gilidence continuetb

mount that human activities were causing unprecedentechape s i n t he Earth'’' s s\
leaders sought to end poverty and transform the economy through20éstievelopment agenda

that included a strengthened sciepadicy interface and agreed sustainable development goals,

raising the question krether the Platform community was ready to influence decisiaking by

providing highquality data and frameworks for tracking changes and progress in the use of resources,
biodiversity and ecosystem services. For their part the four organizationsyalesaaly involved in

ensuring that biodiversity and ecosystem services were embedded in the sustainable development
goals, targets and indicators, stood ready to help the community to do so.

6. In her remarksMs. Hendricks said that th@overnmentf Germanywas honoured to host the
current session and greatly valued the trust placed in it doshef the Platform. Biodiversity and
ecosystem services, she said, were critical to sustainable development, yet the loss of biodiversity and
intact ecosystems ctinued unabated. To halt that, policymakers needed the Platform to provide
detailed proposals for action and specific recommendations on how to achieve the Aichi biodiversity
targets by 2020 and implement the p2815 development agenda. The current sessould helpo
determine whether the platform could become a vital instrument for the environment and sustainable
development in the twendfirst century, and four areas were of particular importance in that regard.
First, the platform needed to produrssessments of issues for which policymakers had not yet
implemented effective measures, as such assessments could play a major role in convincing all
ministries and sectors to factor biodiversity into their daily work. In particular, the assessment on
sugainable use should be conducted as an independent assessment to ensure that it did justice to the
importance of the issue, and it should examine a wide range of issues. Second, the Plenary should
adopt an effective communications strategy aimed at ragsirggeness of the importance of

biodiversity for prosperity and welleing. Third, stakeholder participation was critical to the success

of the Platform. Germany had establishethtional coordination office aimed at promoting

participation by scientistpolicymakers and citizens, and it hogtkdt the Plenary would adopt a
stakeholdeengagemendtrategy at the current session. Fourth, the balanced participation of scientists,
policymakers and the public was critical to the position of the Platform drivenglobe, andapacity
building wasthereforeneeded, particularly in the context of development cooperation. To that end,
Germany would give particular consideration to the needs of partners, for example in the context of
projects supported underthneg i r onment ministry’s | nternthet i onal
progress to date and pleaseith the efforts of the secretariat, Germany would do all it could to

support the Platform, including through Wtsluntary contribution of Inillion eurcs per year to the

Platform trust fund. In closing, she called on alirtaintain the momentum and to adopt decisions
allowing the Platform to reach its full potential.

7. Mr. Nimptsch welcomed the participants to Bonn and to what he said was an auspicigis ven

for the current session. The plenary hall in which the session would take place was the former home of
the German Parliament, and a 28@ar old conference hall for 1,000 people had recently been
discovered on the site. Such a deep history of debgtetaue d wel | f or the Pl ena
Platform, with its close links to climate change and desertificatidgadfit perfectly at the

UnitedNations campus in Bonn and would contribute to cses®oral synergies with the

UnitedNations FrameworkConvention on Climate Change, the United Nations Convention to Combat
Desertification in those Countries Experiencing Serious Drought and/or Desertification, Particularly in
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Africa, academic institutions and ngovernmental organizations. As was the Fabl@overnment,

Bonn was committed to biodiversigndt o i t s rol e as the Platform's
ambitious at the current session, he expressed the hope that they would find time to see Bonn and its
green surroundings and that they would k e h o me wi t h Fréutiée gnjoyaa séngneehti n g
that featured in both the Bonn city motto and

8. Following those welcoming remark®presentatives speaking on behalf of regional groups,
stakeholdershathad met in preparation for the current meeting multilateral environmental
agreements made general statemignighich they spoke ahe progress of the Platform to datiee
activitiesof those on behalf of whom they spdkesupport of the Platforrand their expectations for
the current meetingnd the futurémplementation of the Platform

Organizational matters

Adoption of the agenda and organization of work
9. The Plenanadopted the following agendaen the basis of the provisional agenda (IPEBEB:
1. Opening of the session.
2. Organizational matters:
(@) Adoption of the agenda and organization of work;
(b)  Status of the membership of the Platform;
(c)  Admission of observers to the third session of the Plenary of the Platform.

Credentials brepresentatives.

4. Report of the Executive Secretary on the implementation of the work programme
2014-2018.
5. Initial work programme of the Platform:

(a) Task forces on capaciyuilding, knowledge and data (including data and
management plan/systeamd indigenous and local knowledge systems;

(b)  Guides on assessmenpelicy support tools and methodologies, and preliminary
guides on scenario analysis and modelling and the conceptualization of values;

(c)  Scoping documents for regional assessmeantsl tliegradation and restoration
and the conceptualization of values.

6. Financial and budgetary arrangements for the Platform:
(a) Budget and expenditure for 2042D18;
(b)  Trust Fund;
(c)  Technical support units.
7. Rules and procedures for the operatibthe Platform:
(@) Nomination and selection of members of the Multidisciplinary Expert Panel;
(b)  Procedures for the preparation of Platform deliverables;
(c)  Procedure for the review of the Platform;
(d)  Policy and procedures for the admission of obeses;
(e) Conflict of interest policy.
8. Communications and stakeholder engagement:
(@ Communications and outreach strategy;
(b)  Stakeholder engagement strategy;
(c)  Guidance on strategic partnerships.

9. Institutional arrangements: United Nations cotieative partnership arrangements for
the work of the Platform and its secretariat.

10. Provisional agenda, date and venue of future sessions of the Plenary.

(
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11. Adoption of decisions and report of the session.
12.  Closure of the session.

10.  The Plenary alsagreed that it would hear a presentation fromR&jendra Pachauri, Chaf

the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change, oexperienceof he Panel ' s afdi ft h
the findings presented in theporton that assessmerind that it woulatonsidera norpaper

containing draft decisiorthathad been circulated on 30 Decembéi4

11.  With regard to the organizatiaf work, ane representativeaid that hislelegationvas
conceredregardingtime management aritle holding ofight sessions andultiple parallel

meetings of contact groups, saying ttiegty causedunnecessarglifficulties, especiallyfor small
delegationsTwo representativealso expressed concern that contact group meetingsevbedeld
without the benefit of interpretatipsaying that such a practice was inconsistent with the principles of
the United Nations and would underchi¢ teffectiveness of the sessitmresponse, the representative
of the secretariat explained that budgetary constraints precluded the provisitammtiation for
contact group meetingand highlighted the fact that all decisions would be adogtieithg sessions of
the Plenary at which interpretation would hgrovided At the lastmeetingof the sessiorone
representative expressed concern thaersal documents befotlee Plenary for adoptiorat thatsession
were available only in English.

Status of the membership of the Platform

12.  The Chair reportethatAfghanistan, Belarus, Cameroahe Czech Repuic, Greece,

Maldives, VietNam andZambiahad joined thdlatform since the second session of the Plendmg. T
Platform, as at 12 January 20i&ushad the following 123 member States: Afghanistan, Albania,
Algeria, Andorra, Antigua and Barbuda, Argentina, Australia, Austria, Azerbaijan, Bahrain,
BangladeshBelarus,Belgium, Benin, Bhutan, Bolivia (Plurinational State of), Bosnia and

Herzegovina, Botswana, Brazil, Burkina Faso, Burundi, Camb@dimeroonCanada, Central

African Republic, Chad, Chile, China, Colombia, Comoros, Congo, CostaRitd, e d’' | voi r e,
Croatia, CubaCzech RepublicDemocratic Republic of the Congo, Denmark, Dominican Republic,
Ecuador, Egypt, El Salvador, Ethiopia, Fiji, Finland, France, Gabon, Georgia, Germany, Ghana,
GreeceGrenada, Guatemala, GuinB#&ssau, Guyana, éhduras, Hungary, India, Indonesia, Iran

(Islamic Republic of), Iraq, Ireland, Israel, Japan, Kenya, Kyrgyzstan, Latvia, Liberia, Libya,

Lithuania, Luxembourg, Madagascar, Malawi, Malaysa)dives,Mali, Mauritania, Mexico,

Monaco, Montenegro, Morocco,gdal, Netherlands, New Zealand, Nicaragua, Niger, Nigeria,

Norway, Pakistan, Panama, Peru, Philippines, PortRggdublic of KoreaRepublic of Moldova,

Russian Federation, Saint Kitts and Nevis, Saint Lucia, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Slovakia, South Africa,
Spain, SriLanka, Sudan, Swaziland, Sweden, Switzerland, Tajikistan, Thailand, Togo, Trinidad and
Tobago, Tunisia, Turkey, Uganda, United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United
Republic of Tanzania, United States of America, Uruglfégt Nam, Yemen Zambiaand Zimbabwe.

Admission of observers to the third session of the Plenary of the Platform

13. Introducing the item, the Chair recalled that asd@sond sessiohé¢ Plenarjhaddecided that

it would resume consideration of the admissibolmservers at its third sessi(see IPBES2/17,

para.54) and thathe policy and procedures for the admission of observers to its second session would
be applied to determine the admission of observers to its third session, on the understanding that
observers admitted to both its first and second sessions would be among those admitted to its third
sessior(see IPBES/1/12, para. 22, and IPBES/3/INF/12)

14. In accordance with h e P | decisiarrayits second sessitime following organizations
wereadmitedas dservers at the current sessinraddition to thos&tates, conventionsultilateral
organizations, United Nations bodies and specialized agencies andrggizations that had been
approved as observers at the first and second sesaioirtsan Development Association; ALTER

Net; Association Fauna; Association Nodde Nooto; Australian National University; Bangalore
University; Bangladesh Unnayan Parishad; Benin Environment and Education Society; Biodiversity
Action JournalistsGambia; Centréor Development ResearcBonrn Centre for Environmental
Management, University of Nottingham; Centre for Natural Resources and Environmental Studies;
Consortium of European Taxonomic Facilities; Chinese Academy of Sciences; Climate Reality
Project, Climag¢ Reality Leadership CorpBepartment of Sustainable Development of Sepasad
Group; DesertNet Internation&arthindicators; Finnish Environment Institute; Forest Action Nepal;
Forest Stewardship Council; Fund For Sustainable Development; Future Eamtf;ABgust

Universitat Gottingen; German NetweRorum for Biodiversity Research; GLOBAL 2000/Friends of
the Earth Austria; Global Change Ecology; Global Conservation Standard; Global Forest Coalition;
Global South Initiative, Global Youth Biodiversity Neirk; Graduate School of Sciences, Kyusyu
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University; Group on Earth Observations Biodiversity Observation Network; IAV Hassan lI; Institute
for Culture and Ecology; Institute of Soil and Water Conservation, CAS and MWR, Northwest A&F
University; Internatinal Forestry Studeritéssociation,Japan Agency for MarinEarth Science and
TechnologyKasisi Agriaultural Training Centre; Leibniz Association; Leibniz Centre for Agricultural
Landscape Research; Luc Hoffmann Institute; Marquette University; Minthah@zhup Choeling;
National Institute for Environmental StudjelapanNational Network of Indigenous Women; Nepal
Indigenous Nationalities Preservation Association; Network for Environment and Sustainable
Development in Africa; Norwegian Institute for tdee Research; Observatoire du Sahara et du Sahel;
Pacari Network; Paribartan Nepal; PgazZN¢/au Association for Sustainable Development;
ProNatura- Friends of the Earth Switzerland; Quaker Earthcare Witness; Red de Cooperacion
Amazdnica/Amazon Cooperah Network; Sokoine University of Agriculture; Task Force on
Systemic Pesticidethe Small Earth Nepal; Universidad Auténoma de Madrid; University of
California, Berkeley, Department of Environmental Science, Policy and Management; Universidad del
Norte; University of Saskatchewan; University of Zurich, Department of Geography; Wildlife and
Environmental Conservation Society of ZamlzsindWilliams College United States

Credentials of representatives

15. In accordance with rulg3 of the rules of praure, the Bureau, with the assistance of the
secretariat, examined the credentials of the representatives of the members of the Platform
participating in theeurrentsession. The Buredaundthat the following87 members of the Platform
hadsubmitted crdentials of their representatives issued by or on behalHefad of State or
Government or minister for foreign affairs, as required by rujeahd that those credentials were in
good orderAlgeria, Antigua and Barbudairgenting Australia Austria AzerbaijanBelarus
Belgium, Bhutan Bolivia (Plurinational State ofBosnia and HerzegovinBrazil, Burundi
CambodiaCameroonCanadaCentral African RepublicChad Chile, Ching Colombig Congq
Costa RicaCubg Czech RepublicDenmark DominicanRepublic Ecuador Egypt, Ethiopia Fiji,
Finland France Georgia Germany GrenadaGuatemalaHungary India, Indonesialrag, Ireland
Israel JapanKenya Latvia, Liberia, Luxembourg, MadagascaMalawi, Malaysia Maldives Mali,
Mauritanig Mexico, Nepal,NetherlandsNew ZealandNicaraguaNorway, PakistanPery Portuga)
Republic of KoreaRepublic of MoldovaRussian Federatig$aint Kitts and NevisSaint Lucia
Saudi ArabiasSenegalSouth Africa Spain Sri Lanka Sudan Swaziland SwedenSwitzerland Togo,
Tunisia Turkey, UgandaUnited Kingdom United Republic of Tanzani&nited States of America
Uruguay YemenandZimbabwe.

16.  Therepresentatives ofllotherPlatform members participated in tb@rrentsession without
valid credentialsThose members weeecordinglyconsidered to be observers during therent
session.

17.  The Plenary approved the report of the Bureau on credentials.

Report of the Executive Secretary on the implementatioof the
work programme 2014 2018

18. Introducing thdtem, the Chair recalled that decision IPBE/5the Plenary had adopted the

work programme for the Platform for the period 262@18. The Executive Secretary, with the

support of members of the Bureau and the Multidisciplinary Expert Panel, thetetepomrogress in

the implementation of the work programme, outlining the information set out in the note by the
secretaria{flPBES/3/2on acti vities under way on the work p
and lessons learned in 2014 in the implataton of the work programmand four options for its

further implementation.

19. In the ensuing discussion participants expressed appreciation for the work done by the
secretariatas well as a rangef opiniors aboutwhich of the four options should be gued. Most

speakers expressed support for either continuing with the previously agreed work programme

which thematic assessments were discrete processes separate from regional assessments (option one),
or a more integrated approach in which thematessments were an essential part of the proposed
regional assessments (option four). Most speakers said that the proposed regional assessment on the
open oceans should be delayed, pending the outcome of the World Ocean Assessment being carried
out as a parof the Regular Process for Global Reporting and Assessment of the State of the Marine
Environment, including Socieconomic Aspects. Several speakers expressed concern that the work
programme was overambitious, saying that there was a need to consifidhcarhat was achievable

given the available time and resources. In that comtextmber of participantsaid that discussion of

the work programme during the current session shioelldosely coupled witthe discussion of the

5
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Platform budget. The repsentatives of China, Colombia, Ethiopia, Japla& International Council
for Science and the International Union for Conservation of Naticethat their countries and
organizations were willing to provide-kind support for various activities.

20. Following its discussiorthe Plenary agreed to establish a contact grostphaired by

Mr. lvar Baste (Norway) and Mr. Alfred Otengeboah (Ghana), taddresdhe issues raised during
the discussion in plenary on various approaches to implementing the tegidrthematic
assessments and issues relating to the work programme that would be raised under agn@iadgtem
outcome 6the work of thecontact group islescribed in section Welow, on the initial work
programme of the Platform.

V. Initial work programme of the Platform

A.  Task forces on capacitybuilding, knowledge and data (including data and
management plan/system) and indigenous and local knowledge systems

1. Capacity-building

21. Introducing the sulitem, the representative of the secretariasiled that in its decision
IPBES2/5, the Plenary had established a task force on cagadltling and requested it to develop a
proposed programme of fellowship, exchange and training programmes for consideration by the
Plenary at its third session. tdéso recalled that, in accordance with its mandated functions, the
Platform was expected to prioritize key capatitylding needs and provide and call for financial and
other support for the highest priority needs related directly to its activitiescaeddy the Plenarin
paragraph 4 (d) of annex | of idecision IPBES/5. He then summarized progress with regard to the
work programme deliverables relating to capabityiding (IPBES/3/3 andPBESB/INF/1),

introduceda list ofproposed priority gaacity-building needgIPBES/3/3, annex Iand a draft
fellowship, exchange and training programme proposed by the taski8BES/3/3, annex lland
reported on other activities related to capabimylding.

22.  The Plenary was invited to approve the dliaftof priority capacitybuilding needs and to
consider both the programme on fellowships, exchange and training and the preliminary plans for
convening t he PI-bulldingforum wsth répresentdtives ahnventionatng

potential source of funding.

23. In the ensuing discussion, participasésd that capacitpuilding was of fundamental

importance and that it was necessary to move quickly to implement cabaititing activities

working in collaboration with other organizations at alpagpriate levelsA number of participants

made suggestions on additional activities that might be included in thegisoofy capacitybuilding
needsijn particular concerning indigenous and local knowleddwere was broad support for the draft
progamme on fellowships, exchange and trainimigh some participantsuggesng thatit should

focus on building institutional capacity as well as individual capacity and that a mechanism should be
developed to evaluatts impact.

24, Following its discussionthePlenary agreed th#te contact group establishedder agenda
item 4 (see seclV above) wouldconsider tk issueof capacitybuilding further in the context of the
full range of work programme activities.

2. Knowledge and data

25. Introducing the sulitem, the representative of the secretariat recalled that in its decision
IPBES2/5 the Plenary had established a task force on knowledge and data and had requested the
secretariat, working with the Bureau and with the support of the task force, toplawidta and
information management plan that would be implemented to support future assessments. He then
presented a draft data and information management plan prepared by the task force (IPBES/3/4) and
reported on other task force activities, outlinihg tnformation presented in the relevant note by the
secretariat (IPBES/3/INF/3), including on the preparation of a draft knowledge and data strategy to
guide the work of the task force in meeting priority knowledge and data needs for policymaking by
catalsing efforts to generate new knowledge and increase netwoilkieg?lenary was invited to
approve the data and information management plan and to note the progresstheadevielopment

of a draft knowledge and data strategy

26. In the ensuing discussigarticipantsnvelcomed the draft data and information plan, although
several made specific suggestions for imprgut, includingby clarifying roles, responsibilities and
relationships. In addition, several participarg&lghatwherever possibléhe plan should provide for
recognzing, building on andseeking tdnfluence existing data and information initiatives rather than
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developng new oneslt was also sugestedthat data and information management plans should be
prepared for alturrent Platformassessment®r consideration by thBlenaryat its fourth session

27. Followingits discussion, th®lenary agreethatthe contact group establishedder agenda
item 4 (see seclV above)would consider tk issueof knowledge and datarther in the conte of
the full range of work programme activities

Indigenous and local knowledge systems

28. Introducing the sulitem, the representative of the secretariat recalled that in its decision
IPBES2/5 the Plenary had established a task force on indigenouscatdtnowledge systems and

had requested the Multidisciplinary Expert Panel and the Bureau, with support from the task force, to
establish in 2014 a roster and network of experts and a participatory mechanism for working with
various knowledge systems &ddition the Panel and Bureau had been requested to work with the task
force to develop for consideratidy the Plenary at its fouriession draft procedures for and

approaches to working with indigenous and local knowledge systems. A report on paytesse

matters (IPBES/3/INF/2) was before the Plendte Plenary was invited to note the progtesdate

on activities related to indigenous and local knowledge systems and to consider agreeing to further
piloting activities for testing draft procatkes and approaches.

29. In the ensuing discussipparticipants said thatteraction between task forcess important

to ensure, for example, that issues related to indigenous and local knowkrdggpropriately

addressed by the task force on knowledue @dataandthat the task force on capaecityilding was

fully aware of capacitypuilding relevant to indigenous and local knowledgevas also said thahe
participatory mechanism wasportant and participants welcomed the experience gained from the
global dialogue workshogeld in Panam&om 1 to 5 December 2014, whididbrought together

experts working on the pollinators, pollination and food production assessment report, indigenous and
local knowledge holders, and other experts on indigenoutoaablknowledge systems

30. Following its discussion, th€lenary agreed th#the contact group establisheshder agenda
item 4 (see section IV above) woudnsidertheissueof indigenous and local knowled@erther in
the context of the full range of woprogramme activities

Guides on assessments, policy support tools and methodologies, and
preliminary guides on scenario analysis and modelling and the
conceptualization of values

31. Introducing thesubritem, the representative of the secretariat reddhat in its decision
IPBES2/5, the Plenarhadrequestedhe Multidisciplinary Expert Panel in consultation with the
Bureau, supported by a tirteound and taskspecific expert group, tdevelop a guide to the
production and integration of assessmeriamfand across all levels. Following establishmerhef
expert group, the guide on assessmbatsbeemevelopedincorporating guidance for a number of
other deliverables, arglibjected t@xpert reviewThecurrent draft of thguide(IPBES/3/INF/4) hd
been circulatedor review byPlatform nembers and stakeholdergith a deadline of 31 January 2015
for the submission of comments decision IPBES/5, the Plenaryhad alsapproved the
development of a preliminary guide on the conceptualizationloiw& s of bi odi versity
benefits to people. An expert grobpd beerestablishedor that purposeinter alig andhad

developed a preliminary guide (IPBES/3/INF/The Plenary was invited take note of the guides
and to provide guidance fdneir further development. time ensuing discussion there was general
agreement that it was importante@nsure consistency Platform assessments and their
implementationin particular withregardto definitions, concepts and use of terminology

32. In dedsion IPBES2/5 the Plenanhadrequested the Multidisciplinary Expert Panel and the
Bureau, supported as necesdayya taskspecific expert group, to develop a catalogue of policy
support tools and methodologies, to provide guidance ontheviurther deelopment of such
tools and methodologies could be promoted and catalysed in the context of the Platform and to submit
the catalogue and guidance tmmsideratiorby the Plenaryt its third sessiarFollowing its
establishment, the expert grobpddevebped a proposal for the catalogiseelPBES/3/5)and
provided preliminary guidandseelPBES/3/INF/8).The Plenarywas invitedto consider the proposal
and preliminary guidance and to provide direction for the further development of the guidance.
Particpants provide range otommens on the guidance relating to policy support tools and
methodologies, including identifying areas where the guidance coudgoeved but some expressed
reservations about the scoping reparid suggested that haeeede to be discussed furthén doing
sothey said thatvhile the expert grougshould be continuedts mandate should be bettiafined.
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33. Followingits discission, the Plenary agreed that the contact group estatiinder agenda
item 4 (see sectV above would consider the above guides and catalogues further in the context of
the full range of work programme activities.

Scoping documents for regional assessments, land degradation and
restoration and the conceptualization of vales

34. Introducing this skritem, the representative of the secretariat recalled that in its decision
IPBES2/5 the Plenary had requested the Multidisciplinary Expert Panel and the Bureau to undertake a
scoping process for a set of regional and subregional assessments for atiosidgrthe Plenary at

its third session, with the support of a thmeund and taskpecific expert group. He then outlined the

wor k undertaken in response therelavinboteshyteenar y’' s r ¢
secretaria(lPBES/3/6 and IPBE/3/INF/17), including the preparation of a draft generic scoping

report (IPBES/3/6/Add.1) and five regional scoping reports for Africa, the Americas, th® Asiec

region, Europe and Central Asia and @gen Ocean region (IPBES/3/6/Ad€6). Healso ecalled

that in decision IPBER/5, the Plenary had approved the initiation of scoping for both a thematic
assessment of land degradation and restoration and a methodological assessment on the
conceptualization of t he weéit$tomsepledbllowingthed i ver si t
establishment of a timkeound and taskpecific expert group to address each of those two issues,

scoping reports for a thematic assessment on land degradation and resteeatPBES/3/7 and
IPBES/3/INF/18) and for a meddological assessment on the conceptualization of the values of

bi odiversity and n setlRBE®/3/8 wele prepared fdr sonstderatign &yothel e (
Plenary. Finallythe Executive Seetaryintroduced an initial scoping report for a globakessment

that had been prepared by the Multidisciplinary Expert Panel and the Bureau for consideration by the
Plenary. The Plenary was invited to consider the scoping documents with a view to adopting them

with any necessary amendments, taking into aetthe discussion at the current session of coupling
thematic and regional assessments.

35. In the ensuing discussipmany participants said that there was a need to closely integrate

future capacitybuilding activities into regional assessments. A numb@adicipants said that

regional assessments were important building blocks for the global assessment, although others
cautioned that the global assessment should not simply be a compilation of regional assessments.
Opinion was divided owhen and if theoroposedOpenOcean assessmestiould proceedargely

because of theeed to avoid potential duplication with thegoing World Ocean Assessment. There

was strong support for the thematic assessment on land degradation and restoration, but questions were
raised about the scope of the assessment, and a number of participants questioned whether there was a
need for a separate assessment on conceptualization of values. In addition, some concerns were raised
by participants who said that the documents provitetied to give more attention to drawing on

diverse knowledge systems and ensuring a focus on success stories.

36. Following its discussion, the Plenary agreed that the contact group established under item 4
(see sectlV above) would consider the issue of pow documents further in the context of the full
range of work programme activities.

Outcome of the work of thecontact group and adoption ofa decisionon the
work programme of the Platform

37. Following the work of the contact groujts co-chairreport d o n t Hlaibegtiomsu p ' s
saying that it had reached agreemenaatmaft decision for consideration by the Plenditye decision
and the eight annexes thereto weeeout in documents IPBES/3/la#hdAdd.1,IPBES/3L.9,
IPBES/3/L10,IPBES/3/L11, IPBES/3/L12,IPBES/3/L13and IPBES/3[.14 andAdd.1 The

Plenary then adoptetie draft decisiomndtheannexesas orally amended.dgision IPBES3/1, on

the work programme for the period 2622018 is set out irthe annexo the present report

38. Following adoption of the decision on the work programme, the representatives of France, the
Netherlands and the United Kingdanadestatements regarding theountries overseas territories,

with the first two asking that they be refleciadhe present repb The representative of France said

that information regarding its overseas teries would be treated within the framework of the

regional and subregional assessments and that it would propose the provision of necessary expertise
that would constituta significant contribution to the assessments. The representative of the
Netherlands said that the Caribbean islands of Aruba, Bonaire, CugigaBstatiusSint Maartin
andSabawere part of the Kingdom of the Netherlands and accounted for a lattgef flze Kingdom's
biodiversity. A number of studies on Dutch Caribbean biodiversity and ecosystem services, as well as
information in the Dutch Caribbean database, were relevant to the entire Caribbean region, and
information and expertise relevant toesseas territories would be dealt with and made available in the
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context of the gpropriate regional and subregional assessments. Citing a number of examples, the
representative of the United Kingdom said that overseas territories of the United Kingd®ohoiner
excellent work to improve understanding of biodiversity and ecosystem services and that his country
looked forward tahe continuationof that workin the coming years.

39.  Also following adoption of the decision on the work programthe,representaté of Egypt
saidthat her Government dissociated itself from the adoption of the annex to that decision setting out
the scoping for a regional assessment on biodiversity and ecosystem services for Africa.

40. In addition, epresentatives of a number of mentbesnveyed offers from their Governments

to provide inkind support. It was agreed that a list of such offers would be set out in an annex to the
decision on théinancial and budgetary arrangements for the Platf@ee decision IPBES/2,

annexll, sectl).

41, It was also agreed that the secretariat would prothlides, for posting on the Platform
website, providing an overvieof the interactios between all the deliverables ahd interactions
between the thematic and the regional assessnantgellas for eab section of the draft decisi@m
indication as tavhat deliverable was referred to in that section.

Financial and budgetary arrangements for the Platform
Budget and expenditure for 20142018

Trust Fund
42.  The Plenary discussed agerttams 6 (a) and 6 (b) together.

43.  Introducing the sulitems the Executive Secretary recalled decision IPBES on the status

of contributions and expenditures aheé budget for the biennium 2042015, and decision

IPBES2/7, on financial and budgetargrangementsand reported on the status of the Platform trust

fund and the implementation of the work programme in relation to the budget, outlining the
informationset outin the note by the secretaridPBES/3/1(. She alsdntroduced two nofpapers,

one updating information on income and expenditure for 2014 and the pthpared by the Bureau,
concerning possible updates of the Platform s f
the Platform trust fundA representative of the secretd drew attention to two further issues where
guidance from the Plenary was needed: a possible application for the Platform to be included in the list
of organizations eligible for official development assistance as determined by the Organization for
Economic Cooperation and Development (OECD); and guidance on the eligibility of partidipants
supportfor attending meetingdPBES/3/2/Add.1/Rev.1)l'he Plenary was invited to consider the
information provided with a view to approving a revised budge2®ds5, a proposed budget for the
biennium 20162017 and an indicative budget for 2018. It was also invited to review the staffing of

the Platform necessary for the efficient and effective implementation of the work programme, to
provide guidance owhetherto apply for the Platform to be included in the list of organizations

eligible for official development assistance as determined by O&Do provide guidance on the
eligibility of participants for financial suppofor attending meetings

44, In the ensuig discussiorseveral participants said that discussion of the budget should be
closely related to the discussion of the work programme and suggested that further information would
be required to facilitate that. There was general support for an applitmatiermade to OECD for the
Platform to be included in the OECD Development Assistance Committee list of Official

Development Assistance recipients. Opinions varied, however, concerning eligibility for financial
support, with a number of participants saythatit was a significant issue with regard to ensuring full
participation in the work of the Platform. A number of participants provided additional information on
their own contributions to the trust fund anekind contributions, and the representativof Japan,
Malaysia and Sweden said that their countries would provide further financial support.

45, Following its discussion, the Plenary established a contact growghaired by
Mr. LeonelSierralta (Chile) and Miday Ram Adhikari (Nepal), to addrebe budget of the Platform
and related issues.

46. Thecechair of the contact group subsequently |
that it hadreached agreement ardraft decision on financial and budgetary arrangements
(IPBES/3/L.7/Rev.1)includng proposecamendments to the financial procedures and rules regarding
pledges to the Platform trust fufidPBES/3/L.3) In addition, the contact group had also considered
guidance on whether to apply for the Platform to be included in the list of oagjangeligible for
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official development assistance as determined by OECD and guidance on the eligibility of participants
for financial support for attending meetings.

47.  The Plenary adopted the decision without amendnistision IPBES3/2, on financial ad
budgetary arrangements set out inthe annexo the present report.

48.  During adoption of the present report one representative said that during its discussions the
budget contact group had agreed that all members of the Platform should explore theértisd and

other electronic means of conducting meetings, insofar as possible, and that the secretariat should
provide an analysis and report on the use of, and savings realized through, such means throughout the
Platform at the next session of the Rlgn The Plenary agreed that the agreement of the contact group

in that regard should be reflected in the present section.

Technical support units

49, Introducing the sulitem, the representative of the secretariat recalled that in its decision
IPBES2/5 the Plenary had welcomed offers ofkiimd contributions to support the implementation of

the work programme and had requested the secretariat in consultation with the Bureau to establish the
institutional arrangements necessary to operationalize teclsojgabrt. In response to the decision
technicalsupportunits had been established for all three task forces and for the thematic assessment
on scenario analysis and modelling, and other technical support arrangements had been made for the
assessment on fioation and pollinators associated with food production and for supporting the

delivery of regional and subregional assessments. Information on the technical support units was
presented imreport on the 20242018 work programme (IPBES/3/2) and a reporinstitutional
arrangements established to operationalize technical support (IPBES/3/INF/13).

50. The Plenary took note of the information presented.

Rules and procedures for the operation of the Platform

Nomination and selection of members ofite Multidisciplinary Expert Panel

51. Introducing the sulitem, the representative of the secretariat recalled that in its decision
IPBES2/1 the Plenary had approved amendments to its rules of procedure with regard to the
Multidisciplinary Expert Panel. It lthalso provided further guidance on the process for nominating
and selecting members of the Panel at its third session. She also drew attention to a report prepared by
the secretariat working with the Bureau on the nomination and selection process for the
Multidisciplinary Expert Panel (IPBES/3/11), including a list of nominees submitted by Governments
for consideration by the Plenary at its third session, a compilation of information on the nominees
(IPBES/3/INF/15 and its addenda) and a note by the seieflPBES3/INF/16)on guidance to
Governments on the nomination and selection processraadeport by the interim Panel on lessons
learned with regard to its functioning and the means of improvifign& Chair encouragadembers

to use the availablinformation and guidance in intraregional and interregional consultations to
facilitatethe selection of a fully balance®anel membership.

52. Subsequently the Plenaliyp accordance with rules 288 of the rules of procedurelected the
following membersf the Multidisciplinary Expert Panel:

From African States
Mr. Moustafa Mokhtar Ali Fouda(Egypt)
Mr. Sebsebe Demissew* (Ethiopia)

Mr. Jean Bruno Mikissa* (Gabon)

' The followingissuewas discussed by the contact group but not reported directly to the PTEmasligibility

of the Platform trust fund for official development assistance had been discussed in the budget contact group. The
contact group had considérthat funds contributed to the trust fund constituted official development assistance

by virtue of the trust fund being held and managed by UNEP. In support of further discussions on the matter at the
fourth session of the Plenary, the group requestesétretariat to prepare an information document on how other
platforms and multilateral environmental agreements provided support to ensure equitable geographical
participation in their governance and programmatic processes. In the interim the sewretddi@bntinue to

apply the same approach used in the first year of implementation of the work programme. In addition, the
representative of the European Union had requested that nationals or residents of European Union member States
or experts nominatedytEuropean Union member States should not be provided with financial support from the
Platform trust fundn future activities.
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Ms. Voahangy Raharimalala (Madagascar)
Ms. Charlotte Karibuhoye (Senegal)
From Asian-Pacific States
Ms. Yi Huang(China)
Mr. Vinod Mathur* (India)
Mr. Rosichon Ubaidillah (Indonesia)
Mr. Yoshihisa Shirayama* (Japan)
Mr. Leng Guan Saw (Malaysia)
From Eastern European States
Mr. Ruslan Novitsky (Belarus)
Ms. Maja Vasilijevi¢ (Croati a)
Ms. Tamar Pataridze* (Georgia)
Mr. Gyorgy Pataki* (Hungary)
Mr. Gunay Erpul* (Turkey)
From Latin American and Caribbean States
Ms. Sandra Diaz* (Argentina)
Mr. Carlos Alfredo Joly* (Brazil)
Ms. Brigitte Baptiste (Colmbia)
Mr. Rodrigo Medellin (Mexico)
Mr. Floyd M. Homer* (Trinidadand Tobago)
From Western European andher States
Mr. Mark Lonsdale* (Australia)
Mr. Paul Leadley* (France)
Ms. MarieRoué (France)
Mr. Unai Pascual (Spain)
Ms. Marie Stenseke (Swed)

Membersof the PaneWwhose nhames are marked with an asterisk in the list aBeraserving
members who weres-elected

Procedures for the preparation of Platform deliverables

53. Introducing the sulitem, the representative of the secretariat regddhat in its decision

IPBES2/ 3 t he Pl enary had approved procedur(ses f or
IPBES/3/12)but, owing to time constraints, had left some text enclosed in square brackets to indicate
thatit had not been agregdith a view toits further consideration at its third session. Agreement on

the bracketed text, she said, was necessary for the contimpleanentation of the work programme.

The Plenary established a contact graugpchairedby Ms. Senka Barudanovic (Boia and

Herzegovina) and MiRobert Watson (United Kingdgnwith the aim of reviewing and seeking

agreement on the procedures

54, Thecechair of the contact group subsequently
that it had reached agreementpsocedurs for the preparation of Platform deliverables

(IPBES/3/L.2).He noted that two paragraphs relating to funding for the participation in workshops of
experts from developing countries and countries with economies in trarsitioindigenous and ¢al
knowledge holders/ere enclosed in square brackgisnding resolution of financial and budgetary
arrangements

11
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55.  The Plenary theadoptedhe procedures for the preparation of Platform deliverables as agreed
by the contact groupithout amendmeniThe pocedures as adopted are set out in annex | to
decisionlPBES3/3, onrules and procedures for the operatidthe Platform,as set out inthe annex

to the present report.

C. Procedure for the review of the Platform

56. Introducing the sulitem, the represdative of the secretariat recalled that in its decision
IPBES2/5 the Plenary had requested the Multidisciplinary Expert Panel, in consultation with the
Bureau, to develop a procedure for the review of the effectiveness of the administrative and scientific
functions of the Platform. In accordance with the decisaairaft proceduravasin the process of

being developed and the current draft (IPBES/3/INF/11) was before the Plenary, which was invited to
provide guidance to facilitafiés further developmert or consi der ati on at t he
Following its discussion the Plenary agreed thatdontact group established undgenda item 7 (b)

(see section VII B above) would alsonsider tle review of the platform further

57.  Subsequently the echair of the contact group reported that the group had discussed the

progress report on the development of a procedure for revighéngffectiveness of the

administrative and scientific functions of the PlatfdsaelPBES/3/INF11) and had agreed that i

would be useful for countries to send commenttherprogress report to the secretariat and the

Bureau to facilitate consideration of the issue
endorsed the suggestion of the group that countries prowitdenents othe progress repott the

secretariat and, through the secretariat, the Bureau.

D. Policy and procedures for the admission of observers

58. Introducing the sulitem, the representative of the secretariat recalled that at its second session
thePlenary had not had time to complete discussion of the draft policy and procedures for the
admission of observers, although it had agteadse the procedures agreed upon at its first session
(IPBES/1/12para.22) at the current session. She went omtieduce a draft policy and procedures
(IPBES/3/13). A number of participants expressed views on the bracketed text within thexgraft

with strong views expressed relating to each of the two options. The Pégmagdhat the contact

group establislieunder agenda item 7 (l9eesect VIl .B above) would also address the issue of
observerswith the aim of reviewing and seeking agreement on the draft procedures

59.  Subsequently the echair of the contact group reported ttie¢ discussions in the grobpad
revealed thapositions regarding whether themissiorof observers should ffectedby consensus
had not changed since thecondsession of the Plenaryhe contact group hatiereforenot

discussed the mattat length Upon the recommendation tife contact grouphe Plenary

accordingly decidethat theinterim procedure fothe admission of observers sessions othe

Plenary, as described in paragraph 22 of the report of the first session of the Plenary andbajtplied
second and third ssionswould be appliedatits fourth session.

60. The Plenanalso decidedhat at its fourth sessidhwould further consider the draft policy and
procedurs for theadmission of observers.

E. Conflict of interest policy

61. Introducing the sulitem, the repesentative of the secretariat recalled that at its second session
the Plenary had not had time to complete discussion of the draft conflict of interest policy. The draft
policy had since beemvised by the Multidisciplinary Expert Panel and the Bureaheanight of
experience since the second session and was before the Plenary for consideeEisy3/14. The
Plenary agreed that the contact grespablished under agenda item 7 (b) (section VII B above) would
also address conflicts of interesfith the aim of reviewing and seeking agreement on the draft policy.

62. Thecechair of the contact group subsequently
that it had reached agreement on a draft decisianconflict of interespolicy and implementatin
procedureglPBES/3/L.6). The Plenary thexdopted thelraft decision without amendmerithe

decisionas adopteds set outin paragrapt® of decision IPBES/3, on rules and procedures for the

operation of the Platform, as set @uthe annexo the pesent report.

12
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VIII. Communications and stakeholder engagement
A.  Communications and outreach strategy

B. Stakeholder engagement strategy
63. The Plenary discusseajenddtems 8 (a) and 8 (b) together.

64. Introducing the sulitems, the representative of the@etariat recalled that in its decision
IPBES2/9, on communicaticgand outreach, the Plenary had requested the secretariat to prepare a
draft communicatiomand outreach strategy for consideration by the Plenary at the current session and
to develop andmplement a policy on the use of the Platform logo. The draft communisaitich

outreach strategy (IPBES/3/15 and IPBES/3/INF/9, sect. 1) and the policy on the use of the logo
(IPBES/3/INF/9, sect. Il) were before the Plenary.

65.  Shealso recalledhat atits second session the Plenary had not had sufficient time to complete
consideration of the draft stakeholder engagement strategy (IPBES/2/13) and had accordingly deferred
discussion of it to the current session. The secretariat had since then furtbedt teeidraft strategy,
including to address comments made during the second session. The strategy as so revised
(IPBES/3/16 and IPBES/3/INF/10) was before the Plenary.

66. The Plenary was invited to consider betrategiesand in particular the two propakeptions
for oversight of the development, operation and implementation of the stakeholder engagement
strategy.

67. In the ensuing discussion participahtsadly welcomed the documents, saying thatr
consideration should be completed urgently. Thereandiference of opinion, however, concerning
oversight of the stakeholder engagement strategy.

68. Following its discussion the Plenary established a contact gecowghaired by
Mr. LeonelSierralta(Chile) andMr. Fundisile Mketeni (South Africajo compete consideration of
the issues.

69. Thecoechaisof t he contact group subsequently repo
that it had reached agreement on draft decssdiorthe communications and outreach strategy
(IPBES/3/L.5 andonthe stakeholdeengagement strate@y°BES/3/L.15.

70.  The Plenary theadopted halraft decisionon the communicati@and outreach strategy as
orally amended and the draft decision on the stakeholder engagement stitiitegyamendment.
The cecisionsas adoptea@re seout inparagraphs land 2 and33 respectively, of decision
IPBES3/4,0n communication, stakeholder engagement and strategic partneastsgs,out ithe
annexto the present report.

C. Guidance on strategic partnerships

71. Introducing the sulitem, the representative of the secretariat recalled that the Plenary had not
had sufficient time at its second session to complete consideration of the draft guidance on strategic
partnerships and had accordingly deferred discussiatturd session. Sincéén the secretariat,

working with the Bureau, had revised the draft guidance to take account of the views expressed during
the second session as well as experience to date in supporting implementation of {hregrarkme
(IPBES/3/17). The Plenary was ited to consider adopting the draft guidance with any necessary
amendments. In the light of specific comments bymaeber, the secretariat was requested to

prepare a revised draft of the guidance for consideration by the Plenary.

72.  ThePlenary subsequenthdopteda draft decision on strategic partnershig2RES/3L.8).
The decisionas adopted is set out in paragraph8 6f decision IPBES/4, on communications,
stakeholder engagement and strategic partnerships, as setreuannexo the present repb

73. During adoption of the decision one representative expressed her ¢tsumitgrstanding that
paragraph 2 of the decisiamvitedt he secr et ariats of multilater al
wi t h t he BRlatfenatordughahe Platforeesretariat rather than directly.

13
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XI.

XIl.

Institutional arrangements: United Nations collaborative
partnership arrangements for the work of the Platform and its
secretariat

74. Introducing the itemthe Executive Secretary recalled that in its decision IPBE$12

Plenary had approved a collaborative partnership arrangement with FAO, UNDP, UNEP and
UNESCO. A representative of UNESCO, speaking on behalf of the four organizations, then reported
on work undertaken relevant to the collaborative partnership agreesua#ining the information set

out in document IPBES/3/INF/14 and highlighting a range of contributions to specific Platform
deliverables.

75.  The Plenary took note of the information presented.

Provisional agenda, date and venue dfiture sessions of the
Plenary

76.  ThePlenary decided thahe secretariat, working with the Bureaquld develop the agenda
for the fourth sesion of the Plenary and ththe Bureawould decide orthe date and venue of the
sessionGovernments in a position hmst the sessiowere invited to submit offers o so to the
secretariat pthe end of Februarg015

Adoption of decisions andreport of the session

77.  The Plenary adopted decisiofBES3/1-IPBES3/4 as set out in the annex to the present
report.

78.  The Plenary adoptethe present report on the basis of the drafbrteset out in document
IPBES/3L.1, on the understanding that the report would be finalized by the secretariat under the
supervision of the Bureau.

Other matters
Presentation by theChair of the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change

79.  Mr. Rajendra PachaurGhair of the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change, gave a
presentatioron the experience of thiganelin preparingts fifth assessment repottle explained that
preparation othe repaot hadinvolved the efforts of three working groups, each of which involved
200-300 authors and cited around 10,000 scientific publications. Each heglveceived|
40,006-50,000commentsiuringits review phaseA synthesis report, which drew on thegé reports,
had beemprepared by a 5Person core writing team, and that regatireceived some 6,000 review
comments. Key messagefkthe reportwvere that human influence on the climate systeas clear;
that the mordnhumanadisruptedtheclimate the mretheyriskedsevere, pervasive and irreversible
impacts; and thatumans hathe means to limit climate change aoduild a more prosperous,
sustainable futurdde then went on to highlight some of the implicationglrhatechange for
biodiversity,extreme weather and climate events and food production. He alsoatpmkenitigation
and adaptation measures. In response to questions from partitiparfgessed cautious optimism
about <hlityitogespondso climate changdthoughhe saidhatsome impacts would be
inevitable

80. Fol |l owi ng Miesent&ianbetrepresentdtive of Peru drew attention to the Lima
2014 Declaration on Biodiversity and Climate Change from Scienelioy-makers, for Sustainable
Developmentsaying thait resulted from a meeting that had taken place in the margins of the
twentieth session of the Conference of the Parties to the United Nations Framework Convention on
Climate Change. The meeting had been organized by the Ministry of Environment of eru, th
National Council for Science and Technology, and the Secretariat of the Convention on Biological
Diversity, with the support of the Inté&merican Institute for Global Change Research and German
Cooperation for Development.

Substitution of a member d the Bureau

81. During the plenary session on the morning of 18 Januaeyepresentative of the Eastern
European regioreported that owing tde press of other dutiddr. loseb KartsivadzéGeorgig
would resigrnfrom the Bureauln accordance with ruless and 21 of the rules of procedure it was
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agreed thathe alternate member for the regidfr,. Adem Bilgin (Turkey), would take his placen
the Bureau

Twelfth meeting of the Conference of the Contracting Parties to the
Convention on Wetlands of Inteénational Importance especially as Waterfowl
Habitat

82.  The representative of Uruguay invited all members of the Platform to attend the twelfth

meeting of theConference of the Contractimarties to th&€onvention on Wetlands of International
Importance espmally as Waterfowl Habitatwhich was scheduled to take place in Punta del Este,
Uruguay, from 1 to Yune 2015.

Closure of the session

83. Following the customary exchange of courtesies, the Cheliamde the session closed at
7.15p.m. on 18 Janugr2015.
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Annex

Decisions of the Plenary of thélatform adopted at its third session
IPBES3/1: Work programme for the period 2042018
IPBES3/2: Financial and budgetary arrangements
IPBES3/3: Rules and procedures for the operation of the Platform

IPBES3/4: Communication, stakeholder engagement and strategic partnerships
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Decision IPBES3/1: Work programme for the period 2014 2018
The Plenary,

Welcomingthe report of the Executive Secretary on the implementation of the work
programme for 20142018 which includes lessons learned and options for the further
implementation of the work programme,

Decidesto proceed with the implementation of the work programme in accordance with
the modalities set out belgwhe timetable in figurd and the appreed budget set out in
decision IPBES3/2;

I
Capacity-building

Welcomingthe establishmerdf a task force on capacHyuilding for the period
2014-2018 for the implementation of deliverables 1 (a) &nth) of the work programme,

1. Approvesthe list of prigity capacitybuilding needs of the Platform set out in
annexl to the present decision and requests the task force on cajhadlityng and its
technical support unit to work with all relevant subsidiary bodies under the Platform in
ensuring that these ads are fully addressed and that progresméeting thems kept under
review and reported to the Plenary on a regular basis;

2. Takes mte of the draft programme on fellowship, exchange and tramamgl
requests that the task force on capatitylding andits technical support unit completeeth
pilot implementation othe draft programmeeport on progress with the pilot implementation
and make recommendations for the further developraadtimplementation of the programme
to the Plenary at its fourth sden;

3. Alsotakesnoteof the preliminary plans for convening, in 2015, the first
capacitybuilding forumof the Platform with representatives of conventional and potential
sources of fundingnd requests the Bureawith the support of the secretat, andthe task
force on capacitypuilding and its technical support untg convene the forum during the
second half of 2015 on the basis of a call for expressions of interest to take part in the forum
and requests a pert on the outcome of the forum to thieRary at its fourth session;

Knowledge foundations

Welcomingthe establishment of task force on indigenous and local knowledge
systems to implement deliverablgd) of the work programme araf the task force on
knowledge and datto implement delierables 1(d) and 4 (b) of the wik programme,

1. Notesthe progress mad@a the development, for consideration by the Plenary at
its fourth session, of draft procedures and approachet® working with indigenous and local
knowledgé as informed by, intealia, the pilot global dialogue on indigenous and local
knowledge for the assessment of pollination and pollinators assodcigtiedood production
and the way it might be used in all assessments;

2. Decidesto continueto pilot the preliminary guide on indenous and local
knowledge approaches and procedurethinthematic assessments and in the four regional
assessmenfshe Americas, Africa, Asiaand thePacific, and Europe and Central Asia);

3. Notesthe progress mad@ the establishment ofr@ster of expgs and a
participatory mechanism for working with indigenous and local knowledge systems;

4. Approvesthe data and information management pdah out in anneX ;
LIPBES/3/2.

2 See IPBES/3/3.
3 See IPBES/3/INF/2.
4 See IPBES/3/INF/3.
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5. Requestshe Secretariat to submit to the Plenary for informataata and
information mangement plans for each ongoing assessm@dttodevelop data and
information management plans in the context of any scoping pracesport

6. Notesthe progress made by the task force on knowledge and data in the
development of a knowledge and data smgtend requests that information about the strategy
bereportedto the Plenary at its fourth session;

1
Global, regional and subregional assessments

1. Notesthe development of a draft guide to the production and integration of
assessments from and assaall level§ and requests that the guide be completefrasidedin
decision IPBES2/5 with a view to its becoming a living documehatwould be regularly
reviewed and updated as necessary, building on lessons learned and best practices from the
implementation of the work programme of the Platform;

2. Approvesthe undertaking of regional and subregional assessments in accordance
with the procedures for the preparation of th
decision IPBES2/3 and the gearic scoping report for the regional and subregional
assessments of biodiversity and ecosystem services set out in ldintehe present decision,
for consideration by the Plenary at its sixth session, as follows:

(@) Regional and subregional assessnfienAfrica as outlined in the scoping report set
out in annexV to the present decision;

(b) Regional and subregional assessment for the Americas as outlined in the scoping report
set out in anne¥ to the present decision;

(©) Regional and subregionassessment for Asand thePacific as outlined in the
scoping report set out in anngk to the present decision;

(d) Regional and subregional assessment for Europe and Central Asia as outlined in the
scoping report set out in anngl to the present déesion;

3. Agreesto consider at itfourth session the option of undertaking a regional
assessment for the Open Oceagion

4, Approvesa scoping proces®r a global assessment biodiversity and
ecosystem services, for consideration by the Plenaitg &urth sessionin accordance with
the procedures for thereparation of Ritform deliverabless set out in the note by the
secretariat on the initial scoping report for a global assessment on biodiversity and ecosystem
services’ which will largely kut not exclusively rely ohe compilation and synthesis of
current data, knowledge and information from thematic, regionalnagithodological
assessments;

5. Requestshe Multidisciplinary Exyert Panel, in consultation with the Bureau, to
develop a coordiated approach among the approved processes for the regimhstibregional
assessments, the thematic assessments and a global asseasmesdurces permitith a
view to ensuring consistency while maintaining the quality of each of the assessments

v
Thematic assessments

1. Notesthe progress made in the ongoing assessments of pollination and
pollinators associated with food productidn;

2. Approvesthe undertaking of a thematic assessmenttaow degradation and
restoration in accordance with the proceskiforthe preparation of Platformeliverables, as

® Ibid.

® See IPBES/3/INF/4.
" See IPBES/3/9.

8 See IPBES/3/INF/5.
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outlined in the scoping document set out in an¥ék to the present decisiofor
consideration by the Plenary at its sixth session;

3. Also approveshe initiation of scopingprimarily using virtual apprachesfor a
thematic assessment of invasive alien species, for consideration by the Plenary at its fourth
session;

4. Further approveghe initiation of scopingprimarily using virtual approaches
for a thematic assessment of sustainable use of biodtiyefier consideration by the Plenary at
its fourth session;

Vv
Methodological assessments

1. Notesthe progress made in the ongoing assessments of scenarios analysis and
modelling of biodiversity and ecosystem services;

2. Approvesuntil the fourth sessionfdhe Plenary, the continuation of the expert
group established for the development of the preliminary guide on the conceptualization of
values of biodiversity Shwuhidh, atthe discrationsof theeChadr,f i t s
following consultationswvith the Bureau, could be expanded to include a limited number of
resource persons and representatives of strategic partners as resources permit;

3. Requestshe expertgroup to revise the preliminary guide following an open
review by Governments and stakéthers, to revise the report on scoping for the
methodological assessment regarding diverse conceptualization of multiple values of nature
and its benefits, including biodiversity and ecosystem functions and sevisased on
comments received followingnaopen review by Governments and stakeholdienrs
consideration by the Plenary at its fourth session, and to work in a mutually supportive way
with the task force on indigenous and local knowledge system®tred expert groupand
task forces establiskewith regard torelevant deliverablesincluding ongoing assessmerasd
the work on the catalogue of policy support tools and methodolpgies

VI
Catalogue of assessments

Takes notef the report on the status of the catalogue of assessthantsrequestthe
Executive Secretary to continue to maintain the online catalogue of assessments, to collaborate
further with existing networks and initiatives to enhance further the online catalogue and to
undertake another review of the assessment landscape andddsamed in time to inform the
review of the Platform called for in deliverable &;(

Vi
Catalogue of policy tools and methodologies

1. Notesthe development of a proposed catalogue of policy support tools and
methodologies and the guidance for its &Sas well as the development of preliminary
guidance on how the further development of such tools and methodologies could be promoted
and catalysed in the context of the Platform;

2. Requestshe Executive Secretary, in consultation with the Multidisciplinary
Expert Panel and the Bureau, to submit the proposed catalogue and the preliminary guidance
on policy support tools and methodologies in the context of the Platform for review by
Platform members, observers and stakeholders and to undertake work to eistleli
catalogue;

® See IPBES/3/INF/6.
10 See IPBES/3/INF/7.
1 See IPBES/3/8.

12 5ee IPBES/3/INF/20.
13 See IPBES/3/5.
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3. Requestshe Multidisciplinary Expert Panel and the Bureau to further develop,
as set outn decision IPBES2/5, guidancdor consideration by the Plenary at its fourth session
on how policy support tools and methodologies could be prechanhd catalysed in the context
of the Platform;

4. Approvesthe continuation of the expert group to support the review and to
complete its current work on the catalogue and preliminary guide;
VI

Technical support for the work programme

1. Welcomeghe offers of inkind contributions to support the implementation of
the work programme that had been received ds7atanuary 2015, listed annex Il to
decision IPBES3/2, and nvites the submissiqy 31 January 201 %f additional offers of in
kind contrikutions to support the implementation of the work programme;

2. Requestshe secretariat, in consultation with the Bureau and in accordance with
the approved budget set outtire annex to decision IPBES/2, to establish the institutional
arrangements neseary to operationalize technical support.
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Timetable for the work programme 2014 2018

2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019

Quarter 1st 2nd 3rd 4th 1st 2nd 3rd 4th 1st 2nd 3rd 4th 1st 2nd 3rd 4th 1st 2nd 3rd 4th 1st 2nd 3rd 4th
quarter quarter quarter  quarter | quarter quarter quarter quarter | quarter quarter quarter quarter | quarter quarter quarter quarter | quarter quarter quarter quarter | quarter uarter uarter uarter
IP%ES IPBES 4 IF(’GBFEZS IPBES 6 IPBES 7
12117 (8-14 Mar) (9-15 (13-19
Deliverable Jan &) (i79) (tbc) £ ({ioe) Wlzg) ({lo)
| |
i ggg and Task force on capacityuilding
1(c) Task force on indigenous and local knowledge systems
411 Egg and Task force on knowledge and data

2(a) Assessment guide

2 (b) Scoping Regionalsubregional assessmentishiodiversity and ecosystem services a
| | | m
2(c) Scoping Global assessment biodiversity and ecosystem services =
3(a) Thematic assessmerityaollination =
3 (b) (i) Scoping Thematic assessment of land degradation and restoration ==
3 (b) (ii) Scoping Thematic assessment of invasive alien species =
|
3 (b) (iii) Scoping Thematic assessment of sustainable use of biodiversity I
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Further development of tools and methods for scenario analysis and modelling

Further development of tools and
methods on conceptualization of value:
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Annex |
Rewvised list of priority capacity-building needs (deliverables 1a) and 1(b))

1. ThePlatform prioritizes iraccordance with its functions and key capabitjlding needs to
improve the scienepolicy interface at appropriate levels and then provides andfeafisancial and
other support for those needs of highest pridghtare related directly to its activities, as decided by
the PlenaryThe work programme 2032018 sets out to ensure that priority capabitjlding needs
relevantto theimplemenation ofthe Platform work programme are matched with resoufwesigh
catalysing financial and ikind support

2. The highest priority capaciguilding needs are those that fulfil the followiogteria:

(@) They can be addressed through activities that aegrated into deliverables of the
Platform work programmerg¢sourcedhrough the Platform trust fund,-kind contributions, the
capacitybuilding forum and the matchmaking facility);

or:

(b)  They can be addressed through activitiegenable thémplementatn of the Platform
work programmergsourcedhrough the capacitpuilding forum and the matchmakiragcility);

and in both cases:

(c)  They are driven by demands expressed and promote the sustainability of
capacitybuilding over time, including by building cexisting initiatives and institutions;

(d)  They stimulate awareness of and engagement with the Platform and support the
implementation of and interlinkages among multilateral environmental agreements.

3. The Platform acknowledges with appreciation the expressibcepacitybuilding needs
received through submissions and consultations. The expressions are summarized and categorized in
the table below. The table also suggests how such needs can be matched with resources.

4. Drawing on the expressions of capadityilding needs identified in the table, the following
initial priority needs are proposed, together with the most appropriate appoodehtifying sources
of support

(@) Focus on the ability to participate in Platform deliverahpeisnarily addressed throbag
the proposed fellowship, exchange and training programme, with the priority placed on Platform
regional assessments. This would be resourced through the Platform trust fundiadd in
contributions. The extent and reach of this programme will be iredleaser time by facilitating the
mobilization of resources through the capatityiding forum and the piloting of a prototype
matchmaking facility;

(b)  Focus on enhancing the capacity to undertake, use and improve national assessments of
biodiversity and ecgstem services, by facilitating the development and implementation of proposals
based on expressions of interest, and develop the capacity for the use of assessment findings in policy
development and decisianaking. Facilitation will be resourced throutjte Platform trust fund and
in-kind contributions, while support for the development and implementation of national project
proposals will be sought through the capabityiding forumand the piloting of @rototype
matchmaking facility

(c)  Focus on the delopment and implementation of pilot or demonstration projects
addressing other categories of needs, by facilitating the development and implementation of proposals
based on expressions of interest. Facilitation will be resourced through the Platfofomuiuestd in
kind contributions, while support for the development and the implementation of national project
proposals will be sought through the capabitylding forum and piloting of the matchmaking facijity

(d)  Also, the Platform acknowledges the spe&cifapacitybuilding needs related to the
development and the strengthening of the participatory mechanism and indigenous and local
knowledge approaches and procedures through the Platform trust fundkémd contributions.
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Capacity-building needsidentified by members and other stakeholders and potential sources
of support for addressing their needs

Capacity need
categories

Potential source of support

Needs identified by Governments and othel

stakeholders

Trust fund

Matchmaking
facility

Notes

1. Enhace the
capacity to
participate
effectively in

implementing the

Platform work
programme

2. Develop the

capacity to carry

out and use
national and
regional
assessments

11

1.2

1.4

2.3

2.4

2.5

2.6

2.7

2.8

Develop the capacity for effective
participation in the Platform regional and
global assessments

Develop the capacity for effective
participation in the Platform thematic
assessments

Develop the capacity for effective
participation in the Pladim
methodological assessments and for the
development of policy support tools and
methodologies

Develop the capacity for monitoring
national and regional participation in the
implementation of the Platform work
programme, and responding to deficies
identified

Develop the capacity to carry out
assessments, including on different
initiatives, methodologies and approache

Develop the capacity among policymakel
and practitioners for the use of assessme
findings in policy development and
decisionmaking

Develop the capacity to develop and use
nonmarketbased methods of valuing
biodiversity and ecosystem seres
Develop the capacity to assess specific
priority habitats and ecosystems, includir
ecosystems that cross ecological and
political boundaries

Develop the capacity to develop and
effectively use indicators in assessments

Develop thecapacity to value and assess
management options and effectiveness

Develop the capacity to retrieve and use
relevant data, information and knowledge

Develop the capacity to introduce differel
worldviews and indigenous and local
knowledgesystems into the different
assessments

\Y,

\Y,

Priority for the
Platform trust
fund, largely

delivered through

thefellowship,
exchange and
training
programme

Supplemented
through the
Platform
matchmaking
facility

Priority for the
Platform
matchmaking
facility
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Potential source of support

Capacity need
categories

Needs identified by Governments and othel
stakeholders

Matchmaking
Trust fund facility Notes

3. Develop the

capacity to locate

and mobilize
financial and
technical
resources

4. Improve the
capacity for
access to data,
information and
knowledge
(including the
experience of
others)

3.1

3.2

3.3

3.4

4.1

4.2

4.3

4.4

4.5

4.6

Develop the institutional capacity to locat
and mobilize financial and technical
resources

Develop the capacity for clearly
communicating capacitpuilding needs to
potential providers of financial and
technical support

Develop the capacity to identify current
investments as well as the gap between
identified needsind available resources
for the effective strengthening of the
sciencepolicy interface on biodiversity
and ecosystem services

Develop the capacity to mobilize the
institutional and technical resources to
manage data and knowledge for the
effectivemonitoring of biodiversity and
ecosystem services

Develop the capacity for improved acces
to data, information and knowledge
including its cature, generation,
management and use (including
indigenous and local knowledge and
knowledge from participatory science,
social networks and large volumes of dat
Develop the capacity tgain access to
data, information and knowledge manage
by internationally active organizations an
publishers

Develop the capacity for enhancing
collaboration among research institutions
and policymakers ahenational and
regional levels, in padular for
encouraging multidisciplinary and cress
sectoral approaches

Develop the capacity for the conversion «
scientific and social assessments of
biodiversity and ecosystem services into
format easily understood by policymaker:

Develm the effective capacity to promote
an interscientific dialogue between
different world views, modern science an
indigenous and local knowledge systems
including by facilitating the effective
engagement of indigenous and local
communities, scientists amalicymakers
Develop the capacity to gain access to a
use technologies and networks that supg
biodiversity taxonomy, monitoring and
research

\Y,

V)

(V)

\Y,

Pilot project(s)
through the
Platform
matchmaking
facility

Pilot project(s)
through the
Platform
matchmaking
facility
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Capacity need
categories

Potential source of support

Needs identified by Governments and othel

stakeholders

Matchmaking
Trust fund facility Notes

5. Develop the
capacity for
enhanced and
meaningful
multi-stakeholder
engagement

51

52

5.3

54

Develop the capatsi for effective
engagement of stakeholders in assessm
and other related activities at the nationa
level, including for understanding who thi
stakeholders are and how they should be
engaged

Develop the capacity for effective
communication of why biodiversity and
ecosystem services are important and wl
their many values should be used in
decisionmaking

Develop the capacity to effectively use th
Pl atform’”s delimgr
national obligations under biodiversity
related multilateral environmental
agreements

Develop the capacity to strengthen
different networks of actors, including
those of indigenous and local peoples, fc
strengthening the sharing of information
among different knowledge systems

Pilot project(s)
through the
Platform
matchmaking
facility
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Annex Il
Data and information management plan (deliverables {d) and 4 (b))

Context

1. In order to strengthetine foundations of the scienpelicy interface, the Intergovernmental
SciencePolicy Platform on Biotversity and Ecosystem Services agreed on a work programme for the
period 20142018. This work programme includes deliverable 1 (d), which aims to ensure that priority
knowledge, information and data needs for policymaking are met by catalysing effgetsetate new
knowledge and by networkingnd deliverable 4 (b), which aims to develop a data and information
management plan. The task force on knowledge and data established by the Plenary is responsible for
both of these deliverables. Key functionsluod task force include the mandate to identify and

prioritize key scientific knowledge needed for policymakers at appropriate scales; to facilitate access
to requisite knowledge, information and data and to provide guidance on the management thereof; and
to catalyse efforts to generate new knowledge in dialogue with scientific organizations, policymakers
and funding organizations.

2. The draft data and information management plan was prepared by the secretariat, working with
the Bureau and the task force.

3. Theprimary motivatiolf or t he Pl enary’s request for a de
(seedecision IPBE / 5, annex I|I11) is to ensure access, i

and to the knowledge, information and data needed for theigagah. This is important in respect of

both the transparency and the replicability of findings and is therefore a key issue for the credibility of
the Platform. Moreover, it is normal practice in the process of producingg@eéewed publications

for theknowledge, information and data on which analyses and findings are based to be disclosed and
traceable.

4. The development of the plan will support letegm secure access to the knowledge,
information and data gathered through activities of the Platfohm.tdsk force, supported by the
technical support unit, will implement the plan, building on current international initiatives and
reflecting the approach of strategic partnerships or other mechanisms pursued by the Plenary.

5. The plan is being developed the task force as part of a broader knowledge, information and
data strategy (see IPBES/3/INF/3) that aims to guide the work of the task force over the years of its
existence, providing a context for other deliverables involving knowledge, informatiahagangvhile

also serving as a source document for other outputs of the task force.

6. The Platform intends to dramgorously on existing knowledge and catalyse the development
of new knowledge from diverse sources of quadisgured data and informatid@onsquently, it will

need to support partners and/or put in place processes and structures to safeguard and improve the
quality of data in complianceith various policy objectives; to ensure data longewiybuild

partnerships with service contributors anubtodians of data and information; and to foster

consistency across the deliverables of the Platform and their sharing through supporting
communitywide development of standards and guidelines. These processes and structures must be
able to accommodatend integrate diverse disciplines and knowledge systems and provide for
processefor thereviewof data.

7. These processes must interact strongly with other activities of the Platform, including the other
task forces and assessments. The task force on inadigeind local knowledge systems is developing
proceduregor and approachds working with indigenous and local knowledge holders. The task

force on capacitypuilding will drive a wide range of capacibuilding activities, includingneasures

to improve access to existing knowledge, information and data. A close working relationship between
the three task forces will be established to facilitate full access to the knowledge that will be needed
for activities and deliverables related to the Platform. Aiké task forces will collaborate in the

design of methodological guidelines, in the development of indicators and metrics and in the planning
and convening of sciengmlicy dialogues for consistent use across the Platform.
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8. It is envisaged that the tafilrce on knowledge and data will give advice during the scoping

and delivery of the Platform assessments. During the scoping process, the task force will provide
advice on data quality by ensuring the rigorous identification of relevant knowledge, inéormadl

data. It will ensure that full consideration is given to the identification and use, where appropriate, of
common methodologies, measures and indicators, used consistently within and across assessments to
ensure data comparability. During the preggi@an and delivery of an assessment, the task force will
provide support with regard to access to and the management and quality control of knowledge,
information and data. The task force will also provide support in relaying information on gaps in
scientfic knowledge and data identified during the assessments to relevant partners and catalyse the
process of filling those gaps. In addition, the task force has the mandate to identify key data and
information management priorities for policymakers and tdifate access to the knowledge,

information and data needed in decisioaking. Accordingly, the task force will support the

Pl atform s work on policy support tools and met
information management guidelinfes assessments and by identifying data and information
management gaps.

Il. Objectives of the data and information management plan

9. The existing landscape of data, information and knowledge services relevant for the Platform
is diverse and evolving, antllacks coordination. Current sources of data needed by the Platithrm

be critically reviewed and categorized by the task force in partnership with others during 2015 in order
to support delivery of the scheduled assessments and policy support tomistandologies and

provide for longterm access tthedata andnformation used in assessments.

10.  The aim of the plan in the first instance is to ensure that the knowledge foundations of the
Platform are in place in 2015. To achieve this, the task forcelbasfied the following operational
objectives, to be achievedrougha set of urgent, highriority activities (see sect. IV below), as
follows:

€) Establishment of standards and guidelines for managing information and data and
identification of possiblée ndi cat ors and metrics to be used in

(b) Enablingof access to the data, information and knowledge needed in delivering
scheduled assessments and using identified policy support tools and methodologies through a
sustainable data andféammation platform;

(©) Identification of means of systematically identifying and addressing the data and
information gaps and needs of the Platform;

(d) Formation of close collaboration with relevant international initiatives to support the
Platform in implementig the plan.

11. As the Platform s needs develop, along with
and data, which will survey and formulate broader needs in this area across the Platform, the plan will
be revised and updated regularly by the tas&d.

Il Principles for managing knowledge, information and data in the Platform

122 The foll owing principles build on and expan
context of knowledge, information and data and will guide implementation of the plan

€) Quality and securitybevel opers and users of the Pl at
to rely on the quality of the knowledge on which theylzased and the lifespan and integrity of data.
Accordingly, the plan will build processes that help, firsppitovide access to the best knowledge
available for different policy objectivesecond, to ensure the lotgrm security and baelp of data
third, to provide transparencyegardingsource, process, provenance and traceability) for data and
informationandf or t he Pl atform’s i ndi ¢faurtlhgtopronmulgatle ot her
standards for metadata and possibly other descriptive informatidnfifth, to help ensure
consistency and the standardization or appropriate interpretation of datdosndhtioncollected at
multiple scales and oftehroughdifferent methodologies and sampling efforts;

(b) Building knowledge through partnership&e custodians of data and knowledge
essential to the Platform’s wo pregrammecgnroalytbme ar e
delivered through collaboration. Consequently, the plan will, first, enhance delivery across the whole
Platform by interacting with and supporting other deliverables; second, avoid duplication by
maintaining productive relationshipgth relevant players; third, recognize the needs and interests of
custodians of data and knowledge, such as access rights and intellectual property rights, in particular
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the need to respect information provided by and the knowledge of indigenous pedpiesah
communities, which includes, as appropriate, considerafisaaking prior informed consent or
approval andheinvolvement of indigenous peoples and local communities, who are holders of such
information and knowledgandthe sharing of benefi#t accrued from such information and

knowledge; and, fourth, devise schemeprtavide incentives fodatasharing and publication;

(c) Accessibility Free and open access to its deliverables and to the material on which they
are based is a core value of thatRirm. Consequently, the plan will, first, aim for open, permanent
access to data and information sources for its deliverables (e.qg., in the scientific literature) with
minimal restrictions; second, enforce the use of common and accessible file formdtsein P11 at f or r
deliverables; third, emphasize the need to communicate the availability of data and information; and,
fourth, facilitate multilingual discovery and sharing of data and information. The Platform
acknowledges that making data and informatwailable online may not always mean it is accessible
to member States with limited Internet infrastructure or speed. Therefore, making data and information
available in other formats will be crucial for ensuring true accessibility of the data and inéormat
produced by the Platform;

(d) Diverse disciplines and knowledge systeltany sources of data, information and
knowl edge wi ll be critical to the delivery of t
social scientific disciplines, along with diffent types of knowledge such as indigenous and local
knowledge systems. For that reason, the plan will foster, first, multidisciplinarity; second, knowledge
management systems that are inclusive and seek to get the best out of diversé koondedge;
third, joint creation of knowledge by both researchers and research users; fourth, equity and balanced
regional representation; and, fifth, close collaboration with the task forces on indigenous and local
knowledge systems and capadityilding;

(e) Open scieoe.The open science approgatomotes the generation of knowledge
through collaboration based on free and open access to knowledge, information and data. Open
science therefore ensures that the work of all the researchers and stakeholders involyed is full
recognized and properly attributed. Adoption of these principles and of this approach means a
significant cultural change in the ways in which science is done and scientific results and underlying
data are shared publicly by authors, journals and rdseaganizations and thus made relevant to
society. This cultural change is already happening in various scientific disciplines such as astronomy,
neurobiology, molecular genetics and oceanography, among others. In the context of the Platform, the
open sciace approach could engender very significant advances in data integration, analysis and
interpretation and could lead to a better understanding of biodiversity and ecosystem services.

Implementing the data and information management plan

13.  Taking the ofectives outlined above, the task force has identified the gty activities
set out in the table below.

Proposed implementation of the data and information management plan in 2015

Activities By when Output or outcome

1. Reviewing and éveloping June 2015 Data and metadata guidelines ensuring that
dat and metadata guidelines Platform products start on a sound and

interoperable footing

2. Providing methodological June 2015 Principles for handlig knowledge gaps and
principles for handling uncertainty ensuring that Platform products stal
knowledge gaps and on a sound and interoperable foundation
uncertainty

3. Developing a proposal for a December A web-based discovery @naccess platform,

discovery and access 2015
platformfor sustainable
knowledge, information and

building on a network of relevant initiatives and
institutions

data
4. Providing ready access to December All experts in the assessment expert groups an
primary research literature 2015 task forces have access to tbk fange of
for all Platform experts literature needed to conduct the assessments
5. Establishing agreements December Long-termcollaboration angbartnerships in
with key strategic partners 2015 place to provide access to existing data and

regarding knowledge,
information and data

information needed to support Platform
products (e.g., assessments and policy suppori
tools and methodologies)
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Activities By when Output or outcome

6. Revidngdata and December Plan updated and revised for 262618 based
information management 2015 ontaskbr ces’ proposed Kkr
plan based on developments information and data strategy, consultations
in 2015 across the Platform and findings from other

2015 activities of the task force

14.  The activities identified in the table are proposed because they represent either essential
long-term planning activities, functions specifically requested by the Plenary or key elements that
assessments will need to have in place as the assessment expert groups carry out their tasks. Towards
the end of 2015, the broader knowledge, information and datagstfatethe period 201232018 (see
IPBES/3/INF/3) will build on these foundational elements and further develop the knowledge platform
of the Platform according to international best practice.

15.  The technical support unitill support the task force so thatdi¢livers on its obligations on

time and according to its mandate. The Bureau and Multidisciplinary Expert Panel will review all the
products of the task force, as appropriate, and ensure links between it and other task forces and
relevant expert groups ttie Platform. The task force will seek active collaboration with all relevant
stakeholders and lead institutions that have oversight and responsibility to drive existing relevant
initiatives. These relationships will be developed as defined in the Ptdtfar st akehol der e
strategy.

16.  The following paragraphs describe each of the {pigbrity activitiesproposed to implement
the planandidentified in the table.

A. Activity 1. Reviewing and ceveloping data and metadata guidelines

17.  The task force mmidentifiedthe following generic types of data, information or knowledge of
relevance to the Platform:

(a) Data: these are obtained from observations or measurements and form the basis of
monitoring, research, assessments and analysis. They may beizategocording to the following
aspects:

0] Thematic (socioeconomic, ecological, landscape, etc.);
(ii) Geographical (global, regional, subregional, local);

(iii) Systematic (taxonomy), descriptive or trh#sed;

(iv)  Material from indigenous and loclehowledge systems;

(b) Metadata: these provide standardized descriptors of data that facilitate their
characterization, management and exchange;

(c) Information: a quantitative product derived from data through aggregation, integration
and analysis. Thel&form is likely to rely extensively on the metaalysis of information in order to
produce assessments and knowledge;

(d) Metrics and indicators: these provide information that places data in a manner such that
they can be used as products to identiénds in key variables, such as the status of a species or
ecosystems and ecosystem services. As such, they can effectively feed into policy support tools and
methodologies and could be used to support the writing of assessments (in a manner similar to the
Global Biodiversity Outlook series of the Convention on Biological Diversity);

(e) Knowledge and knowledge products: knowledge is understanding gained through
experience, reasoning, interpretation, perception, intuition and learning that is develapedudsof
information use and processing. It informs actions that people may takegmorts decisicmaking.

In the course of completing its assessments, the Platform will both use and catalyse the generation of
knowledge and knowledge products;

() Links and references: Links, for example those in the form of stable digital object
identifiers, and bibliographical references, will provide access to the original data and metadata
supporting the Platform s dterhacesstothéttlatasthe | n or de
Platform will need to keep an accurate;taplate and accessible list of references and links and adopt
an operaccess policy harmonized across a diversity of sources and knowledge systems.

18. Data and metadata protocols are essetttinélpng toboost access to, and the usability of,
data generated bycommunity of globally distributed stakeholders. Data that comply with a standard
have the same format and meaning (syntax and semantics) and so can be integrated with other data.
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Forexamplein data portals data will be more easily accessed and widely used, allowing for robust
analyses. Metadata capture information cti@rzing the scope and context of collected data vital for
their reuse and integration and in this way facilith&rtdiscovery.

19.  The task force recommends that internationally accepted data standards and guidelines should
be adopted when relevant regarding all types of data that pertain to biodiversity and ecosystem
services in a broad sense, which may include spee@logical, agricultural, fisheries, socioeconomic
and climate data, among others. Many biodiversity data guidelines (for example those for point
occurrence data) have been developed by the community of biodiversity informatics under the
umbrella of thebiodiversity data standardenyw.tdwg.org. Guidelines for many biodiversity and
ecosystem data types are still lacking, however.

20.  The task force recognizes the existence of many initiatives and systems for biodarsity
ecosystem services where data are not interoperable. The task force recommends an evaluation of data
and information types relevant to the Platform that are well covered by existing standards and supports
the development of new standards in collahoratvith the existing range of stakeholders and

organizations at all levels. The task force will work with stakeholders and its strategic partners to

foster the interoperability of knowledge and data systems in a manner that promotes general
accessibilitthrough welldocumented interfaces.

Activity 2. Providing methodological principles for handling knowledge gaps and uncertainty

21. Data, derived metricand models in biodiversity and ecosystem services are imperfect and
often limited in their scope. Supging effective decisiomaking and policy relies on careful and

clear delineation and communication of these limitations. Failing to quantify and document the
uncertainty around observations, derived metrics or indicators and predictions may retasét in fa
conclusions ounwarranted action, for example regarding trends or prioritization. The guidelines will
need to cover the following issues:

(a) Issues surrounding the quality of available raw data (e.qg., identification or measurement
accuracy and predmn) are a key limiting factor for the quality of analyses and the decisions that they
support. In addition to preventive or corrective action, data quality should be assessed andaeported
in order to inform different types of downstream uses. Thedrtativill need toprovideincentives for
actions that contribute to a culture of data quality in biodiversity and ecosystem services,
encompassing the development of methods, standards, tools and guidelines for the quality assessment
of data and the preveéah and correctiowof errors, policies on data quality and capabityiding;

(b) The results of the aggregation and analysis of available data all have an inherent
uncertainty determined by factors including the size and independence of samples, pesdahty
other methodological properties. The Platforassessments will need to carefully address all sources
of potential uncertainty, for example in climate, biodiversity and socioeconomic variables. They are
expected to reduce uncertainty through aadrefethodology, dealing with structural uncertainty, and
to characterize the degreewfcertainty in their findings;

(c) The range and scope of biodiversity and ecosystem service data that are available for
metrics and analyses often only imperfectly esgnt the scope of assessment or policy support goals.
Usually, data are systematically scarcer for certain regions, taxa, functions and services. Such biases
have the potent i alresutsyindiatosstandy by extertsien, KAdwkedggway m’ s
that is not captured by traditional statistical metrics. The task force, with the support of the technical

support unit, will develop standards that wil!/l
quantitatively to evaluate the congruence betwherscope of available information and that of the
Pl atform s assessment and reporting targets. Tt

the capacitybuilding task force in activities that heip document and assess limits to the
represatativenes®f available data for the Platform and the resulting metrics and inference constraints
and inform efforts to fill gaps in knowledge.

Activity 3. Developing a proposal for a discovery and accegdatform for sustainable
knowledge, information and data

22.  The task force, with support from the technical support unit, will develop ebasdd
infrastructure that facilitates i dehknbwleligecati on
information and data discovery and access systenbuilll on and collaborate closely with partners,

such as existing networks, to ensure the streamlined linkage of data and information, with appropriate
attribution and metadat a, into the Platform s &
asses ments. The Platform s knowledge, informati ol
storing raw data (e.g., species occurrences, satellite imagery, climate data), indigenous and local
community knowledge, indicators and metrics, literature andrékpowledge. The knowledge,
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information and data discovery and access infrastructure and associated information and data streams
will need clear terms of reference and leegm financial support. These will be developed further in
the next update of thaan.

Activity 4. Providing ready access to primary research literature for all Platform experts

23. It has becomelear to the task force from consultatanith experts at various scoping and
assessment meetings of the Platform during 2014 that maeytexio not have the access to the

wealth of primary, peereviewed literature that is essential for a wefbrmed and comprehensive
assessment process. Exploring and ensuring acce
much of this literatte as possible will be a core task for the technical support unit, advised and

supported by the task force.

Activity 5. Establishing agreements with key strategic partners regarding knowledge,
information and data

24, Much of thework identified above wilbe carried out by established key partners in the field
through collaborative agreements. Thecbairs of the task forowill invite resource persons from
various strategic partner organizations to participate in the work of the taskmfdrgding the
following: the International Council for Science, the Group on Earth Observations Biodiversity
Observation Network (GEBON), the UnitedNations Environment Programme World Gernvation
Monitoring Centre (UNERNVCMC), the United Nations Educational, Sciéntand Cultural
Organization (UNESCO) and the Global Biodiversity Information Facility (GBIF).

25.  The technical support unit, in its work to support the task force, is launching a discussion
process with a range of potential strategic partners. Identifiieggetpartners is a key goal of the plan
over the next yeail he task force should develop a prioritization procedure for data partners by
identifying the major overarching data and information needs that must be met in order to complete
assessments and id#dy partners that can provide information in that regard.

26. Potential partners may include the International Council for Science; GEO BON; the

UNESCO Man and Biosphere Programme; UNEEMC; UNESCO; the United Nations

Development Programme, with Bsodiversity and Ecosystem Servielgt portal (BESNet); the
International Union for Conservation of Nature (IUCN), with its Red List of Threatened Species and
Red List of Ecosystems; the Food and Agriculture Organization of the United Nations, in the area of
agriculture and forests under sustainable management and fisheries; TRAFFIC International, a joint
programme of th&/orld Wide Fund for Naturand IUCN,with its wildlife trade monitoring network;

the Map of Life project, covering species distribution assessment and monitoring; the
Intergovernmental Oceanographic Commission of UNESCO and the Ocean Biogeographic
Information Sysem; the Global Biodiversity Information Facility, with its species occurrence data; the
Encyclopedia of Life online collaborative resource, with its species and trait data, and also its literature
component; the Biodiversity Heritage Library, an open sscepository of biodiversity literature;
LifeWatch, the Europeanscience infrastructure for biodiversity and ecosystem research, with its
biodiversity catalogue; the World Bank, with its comparative data on national gross domestic product;
the Global Emironment Facility assessment of freshwater and marine ecosystems; the World Database
on Protected Areas; and the trade database of the Convention on International Trade in Endangered
Species of Wild Fauna and Flora. They may also include national ortian&za

27. Relevant knowledge products miaglude the Millennium Ecosystem Assessment reports; the
Economics of Ecosystems and Biodiversity reports; the Global Biodiversity Outlook reports produced
and published by the Convention on Biological Diversity;Wmited Nations Millennium

Development Goal reports; assessment and special reports, technical papers and materials from the
Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC) and the underlying data, technical guidelines and
fact sheets from the IPCC Datésbibution Centre; World Bank reports; United Nations World Ocean
Assessment reports in progress; and contributions from the Future Earth initiative of the Science and
Technology Alliance for Global Sustainability.

28.  Asregional and subregional assessmargsundertaken, potential strategic regional partners

may emerge, such as the regional components of GEO BON, including the Arctic Biodiversity
Observation Network (Arctic BON), the European Biodiversity Observation Network (EU BON), or

the Asia Pacific Bddiversity Observation Network (AP BON). The technical support unit will,
therefore, regularly update and review strategi
properly supported by the most-tgpdate data and information.
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Activity 6. Revisng data and information management plan based on developments in 2015

29.  The task force recommends that the data and information management plan submitted in the
present note should be considered as an initial thatfit will update and submit tche Plenary on a
regular basis as the needs for data and knowledge management become better defined with the
implementation of the work programme.

Annex Il

Generic scoping report for the regional and subregional assessments of
biodiversity and ecosystem seices (deliverable 2(b))

Scope, geographic area, rationale, utility and assumptions
Scope

1. The overall scope of the regional and subregional assessments is to assess the status and trends
regarding biodiversity, ecosystem functions and ecosyseuices and their interlinkages, the impact

of biodiversity, ecosystem functions and ecosystem services and threats to them on good quality of life
and the effectiveness of responses, includingitievention on Biological Diversit$trategic Plan for
Biodiversity 20132020 and its Aichi Biodiversity Targets and the national biodiversity strategies and
action plans developed under the Conventfdthe assessments will address terrestrial, freshwater,

coastal and marine biodiversity, ecosystem functionseandystem services.

2. The objective of the regional and subregional assessment processes is to strengthen the
sciencepolicy interface on biodiversity, ecosystem functions and ecosystem servibesegfional

and subregional levels. The assessmentsawdlyse the state of knowledge on past, present and future
interactions between people and nature, including by highlighting potential tipping feduisack

and tradeoffs. The timeframe of analyses will cover current status, trends (often goingnbiaole i

several decades) and future projections with a focus on periods ranging from 2020 to 2050, which
cover key target dates related to the Strategic Plan for Biodiversity of the Convention on Biological
Diversity and the ongoing process of developirgpbst2015 development agenda. The conceptual
framework of the Platform will guide these analyses of the sec@lbgical systems that operate at
various scales in time and space.

3. The regional and subregional assessments will address the followingdéicant questions:

(a) How do biodiversity and ecosystem functions and services contribute to the economy,
livelihoods, food security, and good quality of life in the regions, and what are the interdependences
among them?

(b) What are the status, tremdnd potential future dynamics of biodiversity, ecosystem
functions and ecosystem services that affedt tentribution to the economy, livelihoods and well
being in the regions?

(c) What are the pressures driving the change in the status and trdmodiodrsity,
ecosystem functions, ecosystem services and good quality of life in the regions?

(d) What are the actual and potential impacts of various policies and interventions on the
contribution of biodiversity, ecosystem functions and ecosystenctssrio the sustainability of the
economy, livelihoods, food security and good quality of life in the regions?

(e) What gaps in knowledge need to be addressed in order to better understand and assess
drivers, impacts and responses of biodiversity, ecosyk&teations and services at the regional level?

4, Additional specificities are presented in the complementary scoping reports of each
region/subregion.

14 As expresseth deliverable 2 (b) of the work programme of the Platform (decision IPBESannex I).
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B. Geographic area of the assessment

5. For the purposeof the regional assessments, the geographic amgchfassessment is
describedn the scoping report for each regiafhere appropriate, information about and expertise

from observer States, regional economic integration organizations and overseas territories should be
made available to relevant regiomaald subregional assessments according to the rules and procedures
of the Platform.

C. Rationale

6. Biodiversity, ecosystem functions and ecosystem services provide the basis for the economies,
livelihoods and good quality of life of people throughout tleeld: The Strategic Plan for

Biodiversity 201312020 and its Aichi Biodiversity Targets provide an overarching framework for
effective and urgent action to halt the loss of biodiversity in order to ensure that by 2020 ecosystems
are resilient and continuet pr ovi de essential services, thereb
contributing to human welbeing and poverty eradication. These considerations are also included in

the ongoing development of the p@&t15 development agenda and its posshkainable

development goals. Regional and/or national biodiversity strategies and action plans are important
vehicles for implementing the Aichi Biodiversity Targets and adapting them to regional and national
conditions. All these efforts require a stgpknowledge base and strengthened interplay between
scientists and policymakers and different knowledge systems, to which the regional and subregional
assessments are well placed to contribute.

7. The assessments will themselves be a vehicle for implermeatat of t he Pl at f orr
as they relate to capacibuilding, identification of knowledge gaps, knowledge generation and
development of policy support tools. Furthermore, such assessments are critical to furthering the

Pl at for m s o peefreestringahe &ull usepof natioreal, Jubregional and regional

knowledge, as appropriate, including a bottopnapproach.

8. Additional specificities are presented in the complementary scoping reports of each region and
subregion.

D.  Utility

9. The regionhand subregional assessments on biodiversity, ecosystem function and ecosystem
services will provide users with a credible, legitimate, authoritative, holistic and comprehensive
analysis of the current state of scientific and other knowledge. They @aillssnoptions and policy

support tools for sustainable management of biodiversity, ecosystem function and ecosystem services
under alternative scenarios and present success stories, best practices and lessons learned. They will
identify current gaps in cagity and knowledge and options for addressing them at relevant levels.

10.  The assessments will inform a range of stakeholders in the public and private sectors and civil
society. In particular, requests to the Platform for regional assessments were rGduileahyNorway,

UNEP, the Paiicuropean PlatforrandlUCN, along with a large variety of requests to address the
Strategic Plan for Biodiversity 2032020 and its Aichi Biodiversity Targe#s regional scales
(IPBES/2/INF/9). Outcomes of regional assessmeiitde presented to a broad audience as outlined

in the platform's communicatisstrategy, with detailed information including egsyunderstand
infographics, maps and geographical information systems' outcomes. The outputs will also include a
summaryfor policymakers, highlighting key polieselevant, but not polieprescriptive, findings. The
information will be widely disseminated, including by making use of new information and
communications technologies.

11.  Additional specificities are presented retcomplementary scoping reports of each
region/subregion.

E. Assumptions

12.  The regional and subregional assessments will be based on existing data, scientific literature,
and other information, including indigenous and local knowledge. Regional assessitiedsess

the state of knowledge on subregierpécific issues as an integral part of the overall analysis. This
knowledge will be gathered from the published literature, including grey literaitzerding to

guidelines of the Platform, and also thgh bodies such as national academies of science, national
research institutes, scientific societies and other research communities, government environmental
agencies and statistical offices. The regional and subregional assessments will also usel&isting
and information held by global, regional, subregional and national institutions, such as the relevant
multilateral agreements. Experts involved in regional assessments with work closely watkthe

force onindigenous antbcalknowledgesystems teensurethatthe multiple sources of knowledge are
drawn upon. Attention wild.l be given, in accordeze
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management plan, to ensure the collection and archiving of the corresponding metadata, and whenever
possible the @arresponding underlying data, through an interoperable process to ensure comparability
between assessments across regions. Also, should new regional assessments be uddertaken
information should be available for future work of the Platform. Whenpwussible, the sets of

metadata will thus contain information on the geographical location and temporal reference of the
underlying data as well as the scientific protocol with which they were collected.

13.  The author expert groups for the different regicand subregional assessments will, in
accordance with the procedures, reflect the need for geographic balance within the Tégggrwill
interact with each otheandwith similar groups undertaking global, thematic and methodological
assessments irrder to ensure conceptual and methodological coherence. They will also work closely
with the task forces on knowledge and data, indigenous and local knowledge systems and capacity
building taking into accourtherights of knowledge holders. The authorgps will be supported by

the guide to the production and integration of assessments (see IPBES/3/INF/4).

14.  The assumptions underlying the regional and subregional assessments include the availability
of the necessary expertise and the dependence adghesanent on voluntary contributions to the
initiative, including financial resources. It is assumed that there will be sufficient direct-&imdlin

funding and technical support available for the preparation and implementation of the assessments.

15.  Additional specificities are presented in the complementary scoping reports of each region and
subregion.

Chapter outline
Chapter 1. Setting the scene

16.  Chapter will present the policyelevant questions identified for each region and subregion
andexdain how each assessment reflects the conceptual framework and the framework for the
sciencepolicy interface. Iwill demonstrate how the assessment addresses policy questions, including
those related to implementation of fienvention on Biological Diwsity Strategic Plar2011-2020

and its Aichi Biodiversity Targets. Will present regional and subregional aspects of priority thematic
challenges identified by the Platform, such as land degradation and restoration, invasive alien species,
and sustainabluse of biodiversity as addressed in the thematic assessmeititsaléo outline the
methodologies and approaches used in the assessment, including its approach to the use of different
knowledge systems, and outlihew the assessment will identify aaddress uncertainties and gaps in
data and knowledge. Will identify the relevant stakeholders requesting the regional assessment and
their priorities.

Chapter22Nat ureds benefits to people and quality of
17.  Chapter 2will reflect theconceptuafr a mewor k boxes “Nature’'s ben
“Good qual ithef | ufxelsi fbe waered t hem. It will asses.

people, including the interrelationship between biodiversity, ecosystem functions and society, the
geogrghical difference between the production and use of ecosystem semiltes status, trends

and future dynamics of ecosystem goods and ser\
methods described in the guide for assessments (IPBES deliv2r@)l@nd interact closely with the

thematic assessments in deliverable 3 (b). It will also assess the different impacts of changes in
nature’s benefits to people with regard to fooc
security anddentify aspects of biodiversity and ecosystem functions and services that are critical to
social relationships, spirituality and cultural identity. It will also address issues of equity, including
intergenerational and intragenerational equity, socialiogiships, spirituality and cultural identity

with respect to biodiversity and ecosystem functions and services. The chiéiptefiect in particular

Goal D of the Strategic Plan for Biodiversity and will address issues related to the three Aichi
BiodiversityTargets under this goal (AicBiiodiversity Targets 14, 15 and 16) as well as target 18.

5 The guide includes guidance on dealinghnscale, indicators, uncertainty terms, use of key methodologies
(scenaricanalysis, consideration of value), how to address policy support tools and methodologies, and on the
identification of capacity needs, gaps in knowledge and data and protodotegatd to the integration of

diverse knowledge systems.
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Chapter 3. Status, trends and future dynamics of biodiversity and ecosystems underpinning
natureds benefits to people

18.  Chapter 3 will reflect theonceptuafra me wor k box “Nature”, emphas
and fluxeghathaveamn mpact on “Nature’s benefits to peopl
past and current trends and future dynamics of biodiversity and ecosystems and their positive and
negaive effects on the key ecosystem goods and services identified in chapter 2. It will consider both
structural and functional ecosystem diversity and genetic diversity and the area and extent of
ecosystems and include fragile habitats and hotspots aneéspésipecial concern and importance

such as Convention on International Trade in Endangered Spédékl Fauna and FloréCITES)

species, migratory species and International Union for Conservation of Nature (IUCN) threatened
species, taking into accouspecies listed at the national level where relevant. It will also include

species that are important for the functioning of ecosystems and livelihoods. Available forecasts on
current trends will also be outlined. The chapter will also explore how changes “ N havetan e ”
impacton® Nat ur e’ s benef it wilreflecpiepaniduler Goal Clohtee Strategip t e r
Plan for Biodiversity and will address issues related to the three Biotiversity Targets under this

goal (AichiBiodiversity Targets 11, 12 and 13) as well as relevant aspects of Bioliversity

Target 14.

Chapter 4. Direct and indirect drivers of change in the context of different perspectivesro
quality of life

19.  Chapter 4will reflects theconceptuaframework boxesanddlx es on “ I nsti tuti c
governance and other indirect drivers” and “Dir
future dynamics of indirect drivers, focusing i
benefits td owenadpalted ™o nasf otrhe Good quality of [1ife
direct drivers, as wel |l a s, basédeon futurgppeedidtiong &nd t h e s e
analyse the interrelations between and among direct drivers and indivecs dindirect drivers

include policy changes, changes in economic activity, population change and technology change.
Consideration will be given to hoimstitutional and governance arrangements contribute to changes in
biodiversity, ecosystem functionagecosystem servicd3irect drivers include habitat conversion,

use of aquatic resourcascluding through fisheriedand management practices, use of wild species,
pollution, invasive alien species, the impact of climate change on nature and extesrtse Ehe

chaptemwill reflect in particular Goals A and B of the Strategic Plan for Biodiversity and will address
issues covered by the AicBiodiversity Targets under this goal (in particular Aid@ibdiversity

Targets 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9 and 10).

Chapter 5. Integrated and crossscale analysis of interactions of the natural world and
human society

20. Chapter 5will reflect all the boxes and fluxes of tbenceptuaframework. It will build on the
analysis in the previous chapter and make extensive userdrimws and modelling in its analysis. It

will focus on the key issues that society is expected to face over the next 40 years that will determine
the dynamics of the interactions between society and nature. It will include integrated arstal®ss
analysis of these dynamics, including feedback, synergies,ltigs tipping points, resilience, cress
regional interrelations and traadfs. The chapter will explore various paths towards sustainable
development; this involves exploring changes in the trajixs of multiple drivers and the role played

by synergies, tradeffs and adaptive behaviour. The chaptét relate to the longerm 2050 vision of

the Strategic Plan for Biodiversity and will help to identify possible pathways to achieve this kision.
will rely heavily on outputs of the thematic assessment on scenarios and models of biodiversity,
ecosystem function and ecosystem services (Platform deliverable 3 (c) and recommendations in the
guide for regional and global assessments (Platform dabieg (a)).

Chapter 6. Options for governance, institutional arrangements and private and public
decisionmaking across scales and sectors

21. Informed by the analysis in previous chapters, chapter 6 will reflecotieeptuaframework
boxesandfluxesoo “ 1 nstitutions and governance and ot he
policy ideas and possible options for decision makers at the regional and subregional levels in

response to the scenario set out in previous chapters, in particularchapkplorations of options

will be policy relevant, but not policy prescriptive, as outlined in the principles of the Platform.

Options explored will include different policy instruments, market tools, conservation and

management practices and interoatil and regional agreements. The chapter will look at options at
different hierarchical spatial and temporal scales, from the international level to local and indigenous
communities and households. It will explore options for policy mixes and alignnmembéyicentric

governance systems, assess the effectiveness of such options and consider who would gain or bear
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their cost. The chapter will analyse future challenges for sustainable use and conservation in key
sectors in each region and assess optionstiegrating biodiversity, ecosystem function and

ecosystem services into poverty reduction strategies and national accounting and, where appropriate,
the recognition of the rights of Mother Earth. The analyses will include incentives, subsidies harmful
to biodiversity, positive incentives for the conservation and sustainable use of biodiversity, ecosystem
function and ecosystem services, as well as measures taken to achieve sustainable production and
consumption of biodiversity, ecosystem function and estesy services and rightmsed approaches

to address biodiversity conservation. The chapter will also identify the enabling environments and
limitations for policy uptake and lessons learned, including solutions and methods for ensuring success
and capacit-building needs. It will address issues related to Goals A and E of the Strategic Plan for
Biodiversity and the relevant Aichi Targets (in particular Aichi Targets 1, 2, 3,4, 17,18, 19 and 20) as
well as target 16.

22.  Additional specificities are presentadthe complementary scoping reports of each region and
subregion.

Key data sets

23.  The regional assessments will draw on a wide variety ofstdsaaddressing all the specific
components of the conceptual framework. A key activity of the regionaamegional assessments
will be to identify relevant datsets, including those arising from ongoing and planned activities, from
a wide range of sources, including global, regional and national institutions and organizations, as well
as research projecémd analysis of the scientific literature and indigenous and local knowledge. The
Platform's catalogue of assessments will also be used as a source of information. The common
framework on data standards developed by the knowledge and data task fobecapiilied to all
assessments in order to facilitate intigional,interregional and subregional comparisons. The task
force on indigenous and local knowledge systems will provide guidance and procedures for the
analysis and use of indigenous and localidedge. The capacity to perform these tasks will be
strengthened through training, knowleesfering and collaboration between subregions and countries
where needed.

24.  Additional specificities are presented in the complementary scoping reports of eachaedji
subregion.

Strategic partnership and initiatives

25.  In accordance with the operating principles of the Platform, partnerships are important in order
to avoid duplication and promote synergies with ongoing activities. Strategic partnerships and
collaboration will helpto deliver the regional and subregional assessments. They could provide
scientific and technical support, datets and reports, administrative support, capdmitiding,

outreach and networking, experience in bridging science aiy@old experienc working with
indigenous and local knowledge systems. Strategic partnerships will be formal and informal and
attention will be paid to ensuring geographic balance in their development. During the inception
phase, each regional and segfipnal assessment process will identify a list of possible strategic
partners, including strategic partners who would ensure repeatability and comparability with other
Platform assessments beyond the 2@048 work programme.

26.  Additional specificities arpresented in the complementary scoping reports of each region and
subregion.
Operational structure

27.  The operational structures that could best deliver a particular regional and subregional
assessment will need to be identified. A technical supportwaiking as part of the secretariat, may
be established for each regional and subregional assessment to coordinate the delivery of the
assessments.
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Process and timetable

28.  The proposed process for undertaking the assessments and the timetabléarkinutie

following table.

Process and timetable for regional and subregional assessments

Date

Actions and institutional arrangements

2015
First quarter

Second
quarter

Third
quarter

2016
First quarter

Second
guarter

Second/
early third
quarter

Third
quarter

2017

First quarter

First quarter

Second
guarter

Third
quarter
Third
quarter

Fourth
quarter

Plenary at its third session approtiesconductof the regionahssessmentupledwith
thethematic assessmerfitarting with land degradation and adding thematic assessments
on invasive species and sustainable use if approved by the fourth session of the,Plenary
asks for offers of irkind technical support for dassessmestind requests éhBureau and
the secretariat to establish the necessary institutional arrangements to put in place techr
support

The Chair, through the secretariat, requests nominafiems Governments and other
stakeholdersof experts to prepare the assessmepbrt

Secretariat compiles lists of nominations

The Panel selects the assessmesthairs, coordinating lead authors, lead authors and
review editors, using the approved selection criteria set out in decision {BBES
(IPBES/2/17, anex)

Meeting of the Management Committee-(wirs, head of the technical support unit and
Multidisciplinary Expert Pan@Bureau members) to select remaining expert team and
respective roles (i.ecoordinating lead authors, lead authors and revietoes)i

Selected nominees contacted, gaps filled and list-chedrs, authors and review editors
finalized

First author meeting (100 participants per region, including 15 thematic experts embedd
in the regional expert groups:-chairs,coordinating lead authors and lead authors, plus
Panel/Bureau members)

First draft of chapters prepared for the regional assessmeahin@nths); drafts sent to
secretariat (technical support units)

First draft of regbnal assessment sent for expert review (6 weeks)

Collation of review comments by secretagatitechnical support units for first draft of
regional assessment sent to authors (2 weeks)

Second author meetinfsr the regimal assessments in the regions coupled with second
author meetindor the land degradatiomssessmerand the first author meetiaépr the
invasive alien species and sustainableassessmestif approved by the fourth session of
the Plenary(100peopk per region including the 15 thematic experts embedded in the
regional assessments:-chairs, coordinating lead authors, lead authors and review editor

Second draft of chapters and first draft of summary for policymakers prepared for th
regional assessment- months)

Second draft ofhe regional assessment and first draft of the summary for policymakers s
for government and expert review (2 months)

Collation of review comments for second draffthe regional assessment and first draft of
thesummary for policymakers sent to authors (2 weeks)

Third author meetingpr theregional assessment coupled with third author meéinignd
degradation and second author meethog#vasive alien species and sustainable use
assessments (30 participants per regiorchars, coordinating lead authors and review
editors and Panel/Bureau members)

Final text changes teegionalassessment and the summary for policymakemsanths)
Translation of summary for policymakers into the six official languages of the United
Nations (1 month)

Submission otheregional assessment, including the translated summary for policymaker
to Governments fdiinal review prior tathe Plenary (6 weeks)
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Fourth Final government comments on the summary for policymakers for consideration by auth
quarter prior tothe nextPlenarysession
2018
January Plenary to approve/accept regional assemts, including the summaries for policymakers
(To be
confirmed)

VIIL. Cost estimate

29.  The table below shows the estimated cost of condutimgssessmerasid preparing the
assessment repeih all four regions. Cost estimates will need to be adjusted to the expedtzd
and level of activity of the regional assessrent

Cost (United

Year  Costitem Assumptions States dollars)
2015 4 x Management committee meeting Meeting costs 0
(2 co-chairs, head of technical support  Travel and DSA (3 x $350) 45 000
unit, secretariat)
4 x First author meeting (1a®-chairs, Meeting costs (1 week, regional, 75 000
coordinating lead authors and lead 100participants) (25 per cent in kind)
authos) Travel and DSA (80 x $3,000) 960 000
4 x Technical support 2 full-time eauivalent professional 600 000
positions (50 per cent in kind)
2016 4 x Second author meeting Meeting costs (1 week, international, 150 000
(110co-chairs, coordinating lead authprs 110participants) (25 per cent in kind)
lead authors and review editors) Travel and DSA (88 x $3,000) 1 056 000
4 x Technical support 2 full-time equivalent professional 600 000
positions (50 per cent in kind)
4 x Third author meeting (30 axhairs, Meeting costs (1 weekegional, 30 37 500
coordinating lead authors and review  participant$ (25 per cent in kind)
2017  editors) Travel and DSA (24 x $3,750) 360 000
4 x Technical support 2 full-time equivalent professional 600 000
positions (50 per cent in kind)
2018 4xCochairs’ parti ci Traveland DSA (2 x $3,750) 30 000
session ofhe Plenary
4 x Dissemination and regional outreact Translation of summaries for 468 000
(summary for policymakers (3 x 10 policymakers into all United Nations
pages) and report (200 pages)) languages, publication and outreach
Total 4981 500

VIII. Communications and outreach

30.  The regional and subregional assessment report and its summary for policymakers will be
published in electronic format. The summary for policymakers will be available in all official
language®f the United Nations and will be printed on demand. These reports will be made available
on the Platform website. Outreach to a broad set of stakeholders, including the general public, will be
based on t he Pl asdndoutreack strateppissammaticnanvll targat all Platform
stakeholders and will be adapted to the specific interests of different users, and metadata used in the
assessments will be made publicly available in accordance with relevant guidance developed by the
Platform.

IX. Capacity-building

31.  AKkey objective of the regional assessments is to build capacity to undertake assessments at the
regional and subregional levels and to initiate a broader community capaiiting exercise that

will continue after the assessmgmarecomplete, including in particular the strengthening of effective
contributions of indigenous and local knowledge systems to assessments. The regional and subregional
assessments will be supported by the task force on cajmaidiiting and its technical spprt unit, in

particular through the implementation of the proposed programme on fellowship, exchange and
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training presented in document IPBES/36The regional and subregional assessments will identify a
pool of expertshatcan be used to support capggdiuilding activities related to the Platform.

32.  Additional specificities are presented in the complementary scoping reports of each region and
subregion.

Annex IV

Scoping for a regional assessment of biodiversity and ecosystem services for
Africa (deliverable 2(b))

I.  Scope, geographic area, rationale, utility and assumptions
A. Scope

1. Within the scop@utlined inthe genericscoping report for the regional and subregional
assessments of biodiversity and ecosystem sendeess{onlPBES 3/1, annex ll)), the African
assessment will focus on thematic priorities, including the-fawetgywaterlivelihood nexus; land
degradation, including climateslated risks such as desertification and silting; catchment to coast;
biodiversity conservation and sustaitebse; and invasive alien speciéhe assessment will also
include the following crossutting themes to be addressed, as appropriate, as part of the thematic
priorities listed above: trade agreements and foreign investment; and environmental health and
zoonotic diseases.

B. Geographic area of the assessment
2. The assessment will include countries and territories in five subregions:

Subregions Counties and territories

East Africa and adjacent Comoros, Djibouti, Eritrea, Ethiopia, Kenya, Madagaslauritius, Mayotté,
islands Reunion? Rwanda, Seychelles, Somalia, South Sudan, Uganda and
United Republic of Tanzania

Southern Africa Angola, Botswana, Lesotho, Malawi, Mozambique, Namibia, South Africa,
Swaziland, Zambia and Zimbabwe

Central Africa Bururdi, Cameroon, Central African Republic, Chad, Congo, Democratic
Republic of the Congo, Equatorial Guinea, Gabon and Sao Tome and Princ

North Africa Algeria, Egypt, Libya, Mauritania, Morocco, Sudan, Tunisia and Western
Sahar&

West Africa Benin,Burkn a Fas o, Cabo Verde, Cote d’

GuineaBissau, Liberia, Mali, Niger, Nigeria, Senegal, Sierra Leone and Tog

& Overseas territory.
b Territory under negotiation between the parties concerned, as recognized by the Securitya@duheiGeneral
Assembly of the United Nations in their relevant resolutions

C. Rationale

3. In the context of thgeneral rationale outlined in the generic scoping report, the present

section sets out the rationale specific toAffigca region Africais characterized by great biodiversity

and varied ecosystems, ranging from desert environments to tropical rainforestalpifeoareas and
marine habitats. There is also enormous human diversity, with upwards of 1,500 language and cultural
groups, repreenting a rich heritage and a wealth of indigenous and local knowledge stemming from
the longest history of humeaemvironment interactions. These interactions are also most acute in the
Africa region where people are heavily dependent on biodiversityeandystem services. The nature

of these interactions will drive the degradation of biodiversity and ecosystem services if they are not
refocused to harness nature’s benefits to peopl
sustainability and reséince of biodiversity and ecosystems. The thematic priorities referred to in

section | (A) highlight both the unique biocultural heritage of the region and the critical role that
biodiversity and ecosystem services play in improving livelihoods withiedh&ext ofdemographic

change (population growth, gender relations and urbanization), economic growth and poverty
reduction. The assessment should focus on the links between biodiversity, ecosystem functions and

% The programme includes components such as fellowshgregramme for temporary secondment of staff and
exchange of individualg mentoring scheme and training programmes.
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nature’s benef it s aratentipretmqodst®mns offpquiyy] soc@l rgbationshipsc u |
spirituality and cultural identitanddiversity. In addition, the assessment should consider the
relationship between trade agreements and foreign investments, biodiversity and ecosystem services.
The assessment should consider which policy and institutional drivers are internal to the region, as
opposed to external drivers with internal impacts.

Utility

4. In the context of the genenalility outlined in the generic scoping report, the presegtion

sets out the utility specific to thifrica region The assessment will identify key priorities that will

help policymakers to develop policy solutions to meet the specific needsAiftiteregionas a

whole, as well as the five subregions anegitt national constituents. The knowledge produced in the
assessment, as well as its policy recommendations, will help African Governments and institutions to
develop strategies to meet the sustainability and conservation goals set out in tigoXlistersity

Targets and the sustainable development goals that will come into force in 2015. The assessment
report will also be of interest to the institutions involved in #tfeican trade policies, biodiversity

and ecosystem services and conservation palicydevelopment such as the African Union, the

African Ministerial Conference on the Environment, the Intergovernmental Authority on Development
in Eastern Africa, the Commissidor the Forests of Central Africghe Southern African

Development Communitgind the Economic Community of West African States. The knowledge and
recommendations produced in this assessment will also be important sources of information for other
stakeholders, including the private sectmmcerned with the state of biodiversityAfrica and its
sustainable future. Interested civil society organizations, such agavennmental organizations, the
media and individual s, may al so find the docume
biodiversity and ecosystem servicesiuman weHbeing.

Assumptions

5. In the context of the general assumptions outlined in the generic scoping report, the present
section sets out the assumptions specific to the Africa region. The assumptions underlying the
assessment include the ideattihé necessary to ensure that the authors of the assessment are the best
qualified, which will require government national focal points to take a proactive approach in
nominating experts of the highest calibre. This will ensure not only the qualttg dibicument but

also its relevance. In addition, the process assumes a fundamental reliance on the availability of
necessary African experts able and willing to contribute to the initiative and sufficient resources,
including financial resources. Accessatad the availability of global databases and monitoring

systems, including relevant information on the Africa region, are central to this assumption. In order to
ensure that the document is of the highest quality, national focal points and observeesdvith take

a proactive approadh nominating experts of the highest calibre. In view of the great need for
capacitybuilding in the region, there is a further assumption that collaboration between countries in
the region, their experts and research oizgtions will be required to ensuitiee equitable

participation of all countries in the assessment. There will also be a need to source data from various
sources as defined by the procedures for the use of literature and to rely on indigenous and local
knowledge to fill gaps in scientific knowledge and bring a different perspective to a scientific
understanding of humamature interactions and dependence. There willlzdsa need to support

research programmes to address data and knowledge gaps.

Chapter outline

6. The assessment of the Africa region will follow the chapter outline set out in the generic
scoping report for the regional and subregional assessments of biodiversity and ecosystem services but
will focus in particular on the regionally speciicope set out above (see sBct.

Key data sets

7. Beyond the general issuesncerning key datsets outlined in the generic scoping report, this
section sets out issues related to key data specific to the Africa region. All the appropriaterses

of information will be considered when preparing the assessment in order to ensure that it
comprehensively reflects the regional and subregional situation in Africa from a wide range of
sources, including global, regional, national, subnational asa iostitutions and organizations.
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V.

VI.

VII.

VIII.

Strategic partnership and initiatives

8. Beyond the general issuesated to strategic partnerships and initiatives outlined in the
generic scoping report, the present section sets out issues related to stratagjiships and

initiatives specific to the Africa region. Stakeholder mapping will be conducted to identify the
following groups: coordinating agencies providing technical support during the assessment process;
data centreandscientific institutions prowding knowledge, data and resource persons and structural
support for the process; economic cooperation communities; private sector data and knowledge
providers and potential funders; netwosdkgitechnical cooperation partners for wider support of data,
methods and resources; UnitBldtionsagencies and international research programmes; and outreach
partners.

Operational structure

9. As noted in the generic scoping report, the operational structures best able to deliver the Africa
regional assessment, Inding its capacitybuilding component, will need to be identified. A technical
support unit may be established fhetAfrica region to coordinatelivery, working as part of the
secretariat. In addition, subregions would propose institutions that ywoaldle capacitybuilding

support for the process.

Process and timetable

10. The process and timetable are set out in the generic scoping report for the regional and
subregional assessments of biodiversity and ecosystem services.

Cost estimate

11. Thecost estimate is set out in the generic scoping report for the regional and subregional
assessments of biodiversity and ecosystem services.

Communications and outreach

12. In addition to what is outlined itihe generic scoping report, in Africa theeaf technical

support units, national focal points, regional and subregional hubs and centres of excellence will be
crucial. A clear set of goals and objectives for the communicsadiod outreach strategy relevant to

the Africa region will be developett.is recommended that the stakeholder mapping and
communication strategy be undertaken in collaboration with science communication professionals,
possibly through a partnership with relevant institutions. Key findings of the assessment should be
conveyedo the stakeholders in the appropriate languages and should be accessible and culturally and
politically relevant. Traditional communication tools such as presentations, brochures and awareness
raising events will be used to disseminate the findings adiseessment. In addition, appropriate
communicatios and outreach tools should be used, including modern information and communication
technologies and media platforms such as social networks, scientific websites and the media.

Capacity-building

13.  As naed in the generic scoping repacapacitybuilding activities will be supported by the

work programme of the Platform as implemented by the caphuitging task force.

Capacitybuilding activities will be aligned with the task force work programmevwiticbe carried

out continuously throughout the assessment. This wil learning process. Capachyilding will be
implemented through partnerships and target both indivédunal institutiols. Some of the key

priorities identified for

capacitybuilding in Africa include increasing capacity to carry out and use national and regional
assessments; improving capacity for policy formulation, access to and generation of data, information
and knowledge and lessons learned; increasing capacity for enhadaseamingful mult

stakeholder engagement; developing capacity to bring together science with local knowledge;
improving capacity for interdisciplinary and cressctoral communication and collaboration; building
capacity to enhance the human resources&illd base, including through NorBouth and

SouthSouth collaboration; and enhancing the capacity to participate effectively in assessments by the
Platform.
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Annex V

Scoping for a regional assessment of biodiversity and ecosystem services and
functions for the Americas (deliverable 2(b))

Scope, geographic area, rationale, utility and assumptions
Scope

1. The r egi on 'rsity amndiitcbeneflisitoopdople @ovide essential contributions to the
economy, livelihoodsthe quality of life and he eradication of poverty. The region is also

bioculturally diverse, with traditional knowledge of indigenous people and local communities
promoting, among other things, the diversification and conservation of many varieties of cultivated
plants and domeistanimals that are the staple feaf manyother regions of the world. The region

has successful experiences in biodiversity conservation, restoration and sustainable use, including
some carried out by indigenous people and local communities. On thénatite climate change,
population growth and the consequent increase in demand for food, biomass and energy continue to
havea serious impactn biodiversity and ecosystem services and functions. These inggadtdtnot

only in terrestrial ecosystemsuit also in wetlands, freshwater, coastal and marine ecosystems. In
some areas of the Americas, the degree of these impacts on biodiversity and ecosystem services and
functions is threatening the economy, livelihoods and quality of life.

2. Within the scope atlinedin thegeneric scoping repoftiecision IPBES3/1, annex I}, the
objective of this assessment will consitleseeffects as well as future threats to biodiversity and
ecosystenservicesand their benefitéor a good quality of life in the Amezas and its subregions

(North America, Mesoamerica, th@aribbean and South America), taking into account their
differences and the multiple types of social and economic inequality and distinctive biophysical
conditions Key processes, includinghanizaton and deruralization, natural resource exploitation,
pollution, climate changdpss and degradation of natural habitats (terrestrial, freshwater, coastal and
marine)in the subregionsgnd theiimpact on biodiversity, as well as the benefits of biodigrand
ecosystem services and functidospeople and qualitgf life, will be taken into account in the
assessment of the Americd$ie purpose is to make poficelevant knowledge accessible and useful,
using a multidisciplinary and muknowledge sgtems approach, and improving the sciepakcy
interface aiming temprove governance towards sustainable uses of biodiversity and ecosystem
services and functions. The assessment wil/l al ¢
subregiongegarding support tools at different scales, knowledge gaps and capaitding needs,
including the development of capacity for future sustainable uses of biodiversity.

Geographic area of the assessment

3. For the purpose of this assessment, the Araeréxtend from the Arctic region in the north to
the subAntarctic region in the south, crossing the equator. There are many ways to subdivide this
large region, but for the scope of this regiomsdessmertit has been divided into four subregions:
North America, Mesoamerica, the Caribbean and South America

Subregions Countries

North America Canada and United States of America

Mesoamerica Belize, Costa Rica, El Salvador, Guatemala, Honduras, Mexico, Nicaragua and Pan
Caribbean Antigua and Barbud&3ahamas, Barbados, Cuba, Dominica, Dominican Reptiblic,

Grenada, Haiti, Jamaica, Saint Kitts and Nevis, Saint Lucia, Saint Vincent and the
Grenadines and Trinidad and Tobago.

South America Argentina, Bolivia (Plurinational State of), Brazil, Chile, Quoloia, Ecuador, Guyarfa,
Paraguay, Peru, Suriname, Uruguay and Venezuela (Bolivarian Republic of)

20n socioeconomic, cultural and historical grounds, the Dominican Republic could be considered part of Mesoamerica,
and Guyana part of the Caribbean.

Becausef the size oNorth AmericaandSouth America in relation to the other subregidhsir
latitudinal extent and varied physiography, additional subdivisionsesEubregios will be
contemplated in the subregional assessment.

Rationale

4, Biodiversity and ecosysterservices and functions make esserdtitributions to the
economy, livelihoods and good quality of life of people throughoutvttméd. The Strategic Plan for
Biodiversity 20112020 and its Aichi Biodiversity Targets seek to provide amare@ing framework
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for effective and urgent action to manage biodiversity in order to ensure that by 2020 ecosystems are
resilient and continue to provide essential fur
quality of life and poverty eradation. These considerations are also included in the ongoing

development of the po&015 development agenda. Regional and/or national biodiversity strategies

and action plans are important vehicles for implementing the Aichi Biodiversity Targets anidgdapt

them to regional and national conditions. All these efforts require a strong knowledge base and
strengthened interplay between scientists and policymakers, and between different knowledge systems
to which the regionaindsubregional assessments ardl piaced to contribute. The assessments will

themselves be a vehicle for the i mplementation
building, the identification of gaps, knowledge generation and the development of policy support
tools. Furttt r mor e, such assessments are critical to f

ensuring the full use of national, subregional and regional knowledge, as appropriate, including by
ensuring a bottorip approach.

D.  Utility

5. The assessment witiform a range of stakeholders in the public and private sectors and civil
society, including indigenous people and local communities, which will benefit from sharing
information and data that allows progress to be made towards theBAacliversity Targes. The
Americas assessment will provide users with a credible, legitimate, authoritative, holistic and
comprehensive analysis of the current state of regemm#gubregional biodiversity and ecosystem
services and functions, based on scientific and dhewledge systems, and with options and policy
support tools for the sustainable management of biodiversity and ecosystem services and functions
under alternative scenaridswill also present success stories, best practices and lessons learned. It
will identify current gaps in capacity and knowledge and options for addressing them at relevant
levels. It will be presented both as a source of detailed information witit@asylerstand

infographics, maps and other visual tools, including multiple sowfadegormation from indigenous

and local knowledge systems, and in the form of a summary for policymakers, highlighting key
policy-relevant, but not policyprescriptive, findings. The information will be widely disseminated,
including by making use of neimformation and communications technologies.

E. Assumptions

6. In the context of thgeneral assumptions outlined in the generic scompgrt the present
section sets out tresssumptions specific to the region. The central assumption of the scopihg for
Americas regional assessment is that scidrased knowledge and indigenous and local knowledge
are both relevant to the process. These two types of knowledge systems will be utilized in the
assessment. In accordance with the rules of procedure Bfatierm, the draft assessment report will
be open to pearview by experts, policymakers and stakeholders, including indigenous people and
local communities. Another critical assumption highlighted by the scoping process is that the
assessment will be ale-dependent and that, while carried outhetregional and subregional levels,
all scales are equally important for its scope. In addition to findingpeatgional or transboundary
levels, locallevel patterns and processes als® important in adéssing biodiversity and biocultural
diversity in the subregions, the relative gaps in scidrased knowledge, as well as access to and
information from indigenous peoples and local knowledge systems. It is further assumed that the
region will have two wdking languages: English and Spanish

I. Chapter outline

7. The assessment of the Americagion will follow the chapter outline set out in the generic
scoping report but will focus in particular on the regionally specific scope set out in section llabove.
addition, chapter 2 will examine the intrinsic value of biodiversity beyond its anthropocentric value
underpinning nature’s benefits to people.

[I. Key data sets

8. Beyond the general issues concerning key sltis outlined in the generic scoping neptie
present section sets out issues related to keysdtgapecific to #region. Relevant datsets from
ongoing activities drawn from a wide range of sources, including global, regional, national,
subnational and local institutioasid organizatios, will feed into those from the Americas regional
assessment. Some examples are national biodiversity and strategic action plans, national reports,
United Nationsagencies, regionandnational government research bodies, relevant data partdls
reposdtories and subregional and national dseés, as wekhs datasets from literature, research and
citizen science projects, in accordance with Platform procedures.
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V. Strategic partnership and initiatives

9. Beyond the general issues concerning strategimprships and initiatives outlined in the
generic scoping report, the present section sets out issues related to strategic partnerships and
initiatives specific to the region. In order to avoid duplication and identify synergies, the Americas
regionalassessment process will develop strong connections with regionally specific activities of
relevant multilateral environmental agreements. It will also build strategic partnerships with
United Nations regional agenciesmdpublic or private stakeholders thatuld provide scientific and
technical support to the assessment. Regional, national and local community networks, including
indigenougpeopleand local community organizations, could help in linking the Americas regional
assessment to local and other kienige systems armbuldhelp on outreach and communication, in
accordance with Platform procedures.

V.  Operational structure

10.  As noted in the generic scoping report, the operational structures best able to deliver the
Americas regional assessment, inclggits capacitybuilding component, will be identified and
utilized. A technical support unit may be established for the Americas region to coordinate the
delivery of the regional assessment, working as part of the secretariat.

VI. Process and timetable

11. The process and timetable are set out in the generic scoping report for the regional and
subregional assessments of biodiversity and ecosystem services.

VII. Cost estimate

12.  The cost estimate is set out in the generic scoping report for the regional argionabre
assessments of biodiversity and ecosystem services.

VIII. Communications and outreach

13. In addition to what i®utlined in the generic scoping report, it is suggested that national and
local governmerstbe encouraged to translate relevant materiethfthe Americas regional assessment
report into local and native languages. The Platform will also engage with the relevant scientific
community, knowledge holders, stakeholders and policymakers through national focal points and a
non-exhaustive list of g@rtners, including national science foundations, academies of science, branches
of relevant United Nations agenciéspdiversity and ecosystem services and functions, regésmhl
national networks, centres of excellenessearch institutions, univergs, international organizations,
local, subregionahndregional norgovernmental organizationand networksndorganizations of
indigenous people and local communities, as appropriate and needed.

IX.  Capacity-building

14.  Capacitybuilding will be basean the priorities submitted to the Platform by Governments

and other stakeholders and will target individuals, institutions and indigenous and local communities
through fellowships, training programmes and technical support with regard to tacaeds

maragement of relevant data and information. It will support the establishment and/or strengthening of
regional, subregional and national platforms and networks.

Annex VI

Scoping for a regional assessment of biodiversity and ecosystem services for
Asia and the Pacific (deliverable 2(b))

l. Scope, geographic area, rationale, utility and assumptions
A. Scope

1. Within the scope outlined in the generic scoping report for the regional and subregional
assessment of biodiversity and ecosystem serviteessfon IPEES-3/1, annex I}, particular
challenges found across the Aslacific region include climate change (particularly-E=eel rise,
increased intensity of extreme storm events, ocean acidification and glacier rpteal@tion

growth, poverty, human ceamption of natural resources, land degradation, deforestation, invasive
alien specieghe impact otrade (including the illegal trade in wildlife and nromber forest
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products), rapid urbanization, coastal pollution, poor governance of natural resandcthe impact

of altered fire regimes. These factors, together with others that have an impact on biodiversity and
ecosystem services, will be considered in the report. There are also positive trends, such as an increase
in awareness, forest cover antected areas and a reduction inthe g i carboh ®otprint. Issues

specific to particular Asi@acific subregions will also be addressed, for example the interplay between
food, water and energy securityiodiversity and livelihoodsvaste managemerdnd cooperative
management of critical ecosystems shared by more than one country.

B. Geographic area of the assessment

2. The assessment will include countries and territories in five subregions as follows:

Subregions Countries and territories

Oceania Australia,Fiji, Kiribati, Marshall Islands, Micronesia (Federat8thtes of), Nauru,
New Zealand, Palau, Papua New Guinea, Samoa, Solomon Islands, Tonga, Tuvalt
Vanuatu. Pacific island territories of Cook Islands, New Caledonia, American Samc
Tokdau? French PolynesjaNiue,? Guam® Commonwealth of the Northern Mariana
Islands Pitcairn Islan@andWallis and Futund Oceanicand subAntarctic islands in the
Pacific region (or Pacific and Indian Ocean regions)

SouthEast Asia Brunei Darussalam, Cambodi a, I ndonesi
Myanmar, Philippines, Singapore, Thailand, Tirh@ste and Viet Nam
North-East Asia China, Democratic People’s Republic ¢

Afghanistan, Bangladesh, Bhutan, India, Iran (Islamic Republic of), Maldives, Nepe

South Asia Pakistan and Sri Lanka
Western Asia Bahrain, Kuwait, OmanQatar, Saudi Arabia, United Arab Emirates and Yemen
(Arabianpeninsula)Irag, Jordan, Lebanon, State of Palestine and Syrian Arab Rept
(Masheq)
#Overseas territory.
C. Rationale
3. In the context of the genenaltionale outlinedn the generic smping report for the regional
and subregional assessments of biodiversity and ecosystem services, the present section sets out the
rationale specifictothe AsiBaci fi ¢ region, which hosts some of

biological, cultural (includingndigenous and local knowledge), geographic and economic diversity
and has issues common and specific to small island nations suchleseteime and invasive alien
species. The substantial rate of biodiversity loss in the region has a significactt ampauman well

being. The assessment will review the status of biodiversity and ecosystem services pertaining to
human weHbeing in the region through the lens of the sustainable development agenda and the
forthcoming sustainable development goalse

Asia-Pacificregionis very diverse sociocultullgl typified by rapidly urbanizing nations, wealthy

nations and small and large island nations across the Pacific. In view of the contribution of the
region’ s ecosyst-bemngof theopoptatioe, it ie wita to edintaiitswcapdadity to

provide goods and services. The major policy challenge of many nations in the region is to improve
the standard of living in ways that provide equitable access to resources and do not further degrade
biodiversity and ecosystem servicdss much of the region’s biodiver
innovative approaches have to be found for the conservation and sustainable use of biodiversity and
ecosystem services in multiplese ecosystems. Integgionaltrade places further pressure on

biodiversity and ecosystem services in the region by displacing environreffatdsfrom one nation

to another. The transboundary management of biodiversity and ecosystem services is a significant
policy challenge througiut most of the region.

D. Utility

4, In the context of thgeneral utility outlined in the generic scoping report, this section sets out
the utility specific to the Asi#acific region. The Asi®acific regional assessment will report on the
status and trads of biodiversity and ecosystem services and the potential impact of loss across
relevant scales in an AsRacific context, using scientific information and other knowledge systems.
The assessment will help decision makers and policymakers to devielogmigoolicy solutions,

identify practical management options and tools and best practices for biodiversity and ecosystem
services conservation in the Adeacific region, its five subregions and national constituents. It will
also devise management apgebes for dealing with similar ecosystems and issues that are common
across the region. Furthermore, it may assist in mainstreaming biodiversity and ecosystem services.
The assessment will take into account the disparate national wealth and human pogrdatib

rates in the region to increase relevancy at all scales for all end users and decision makers. The
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Asia-Pacific region has the most countries and territories and the highest concentration of local and
indigenous communities of any region. Theioegl assessment report therefore needs to pay
particular attention to cultural diversity, the interdependency of national economies in the region,
intraregional trade impact, financial flows and existing cireggonal policies, among other factors. In
order to be relevant to end users, these factors will be taken into consideration along vei&tsoatal

tools scalable to a local or contextual level. The regional assessment report will contribute to achieving

the sustainability and conservation goalsaé in the Aichi Biodiversity Targets, to be met by 2020,
as well as the sustainable development goals that are to come into force in 2015. TPexchisia
regional assessment report will be valuable to Governments and to intergovernmental agencies (e.g
the Asian Productivity Organizatipthe Mekong River Commission), Unitéthtions agencies,
conservation organizations, scientifindresearch bodies (FutuEarth the AsiaPacific Biodiversity
Observation Network scientists, indigenous and locahwmunities and the rest of civil society. The
assessment report will also be of interest to those institutions involved in intraregional trade policy,
biodiversity and ecosystem services, and conservation policy and development,thech as
Asia-Pacific E@nomic Cooperation, the Regional Comprehensive Economic Partnership, the World
Trade Organization, the AsRacific Network for Global Change Research, the Secretariat of the
Pacific Community and the Acid Deposition Monitoring Network in Easiti. Furthemore, the
assessment report will be valuable to funding bodies and economic cooperation organizations that
support research involving biodiversity and ecosystem services in théasiic region, such as the
World Bank, the Global Environment Facilitjhe Green Climate Fund, the Economic Cooperation
Organization and the Asian Development Bank, as well as private investors and philanthropic
organizations.

Assumptions

5. In the context ofhe general assumptions outlined in the generic scoping répopresent
section sets out the assumptions specific to the-Rad@fic region. While it is assumed that countries
within the AsiaPacific region willhave sufficient experts available and willing to contribute to the
assessment report with respect tgedlepment, resources, funding, data and knowledge, it is
acknowledged that there will be a need for capdmifyding across the region. In accordance with the
rules of procedure of the Platform, the draft assessment report will be open to peer revipertsy e
policymakers and stakeholders, including indigenous and local communities. It is assumed that the
regional assessment experts will collaborate with national Governments, national experts, research
organizations, and local and indigenous communittes further assumed that best endeavours will

be made to engage Governments, stakeholders and indigenous and local communities represented
within the AsiaPacific expert grouata, models and scenarios will be adaptable and scalable to
develop best anagement strategies, but there will be significant data gaps across the region.

Chapter outline

6. The assessmeanf the AsiaPacific region will follow the chapter outline set out in the generic
scoping report but will focus in particular on the regilly specific scope set out in section | above.

Key data sets

7. Beyond the general issues concerning key sletig outlined in the generic scoping report, this
section sets out issues related to key data specific to this regioRelevant dataes from ongoing
activities drawn from a wide range of sources, including global, regional, national, subnational and
local institutions and organizationgill feed into the AsiaPacific regional assessment. Some
examples are national biodiversity and stgit¢ action plans, national reports and gatgals(the
National Specimen Information Infrastructure (NSIf)Ching the Global Biodiversity Information
Facility, thelndian Bioresource Information Netwqrthe Group on Earth Observations Biodiversity
Observation Network with regional components, the A&&ific Biodiversity Observation Network
and subregional or national components, the Japanese Biodiversity Observation Natad/dnie

Korea Biodiversity Observation Netwgrkegional initiativegthe Economics of Ecosystems and
Biodiversity for Southeast Asjaregional research institutéBioversity International (Asia Pacific
Oceania division)the Ocean Biogeographic Information Systetiee World Resources Institute, the
CGIAR Consortium for Spai Information, the International Centre for Integrated Mountain
Development, the International Union for Conservation of Natgievernment research institutes

and nongovernmental organizations. Datats from published scientific literature and ciizeience
projects, along with indigenous and local knowledge sources, will also be used within the assessment
report.
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V. Strategic partnerships and initiatives

8. Beyond the general issuesncerning strategic partnerships and initiatives outlined in the
generic scoping report for the regional and subregional assessments of biodiversity and ecosystem
services, the present section sets out issues related to strategic partnerships and initiatives specific to
the AsiaPacific region. In order to avoid duplitat and identify synergies, the AdRacific regional
assessment process will develop strong connections with regionally specific activities of the
multilateral environmental agreements such as the Convention on Biological Diversity and the
Convention onriternational Trade in Endangered Specie¥/ild Flora and Fauna; and with regional
bodies such as the Pacific Regional Environment Programme. It would also be useful to build a
strategic partnership with the Association of Southeast Asian Nations CamBediversity and the

Centre for International Forestry Research, which publish their own biodiversity assessments. Private
and othestakeholdershat might support scientific and technical support towards the Pesi#fic

regional assessment reportlirte the Asia-Pacific Economic Cooperation, the South Asia

Cooperative Environment Programme, the South Asian Association for Regional Cooperation, the
Asian DevelopmenBank, the World Bank, the Economy and Environment Programme for Southeast
Asia, the Jpan International Cooperation Agency and the Australian Agency for International
Development, to name a few institutions that currently support a number of environmental initiatives.
Local community networks, such #® Asia Indigenous Pead Pact, coultielp to link the

Asia-Pacific regional assessment report to local and indigenous commuonitielp with outreach and
network aspects. The assessment will benefit from collaboration with many of the centres of
excellence and research hubs based inggien.

V.  Operational structure

9. As noted in the generic scoping report, the operational structures best able to deliver the
Asia-Pacific regional assessment, including its capawifyding component, will need to be

identified. A technical support unitay be established for the region to coordinate the delivery of the
regional assessment, working as part of the secretariat.

VI. Process and timetable

10.  The process and timetable are set out in the generic scoping report for the regional and
subregional asessments of biodiversity and ecosystem services.

VII. Cost estimate

11.  The cost estimate is presented in the generic scoping report for the regional and subregional
assessments of biodiversity and ecosystem services.

VIII. Communications and outreach

12. In addition to what is outlined in the generic scoping report in this regard, it is suggested that
nationalandlocal governmentshould be encouraged to translate relevant material from the
Asia-Pacific regional assessment report into local languages. atfer will also engage with the
relevant scientific community, stakeholders and policyma&edslecisionmakers through national

focal points and a

non-exhaustive list of partners, including centres of excelleagg the AsiaPacific Association of
Agricultural Research Institutions), research and academic institutions (the Institute for Global
Environmental Strategies, the International CoufaeilScience Regional Office for Asia and the
Pacific, the Asia Pacific Institute of Researsidthe Asia Rcific Energy Research Centre, among
others), international organizations, local fgmvernmental organizations and scientific networks.

IX.  Capacity-building

13.  As noted in the generic scoping report, capalitijding activities will be supported by the

work programme of the Platform as implemented by the caphuaitgting task force. This would help
strengthen the linkage between the science and indigenous and local knowledge components of the
regional assessment. The task force on caphaitging will highlight priority issues to be addressed

at the subregional level.

48



IPBES/3/18

Annex VI

Scoping for a regional assessmewnn biodiversity and ecosystem services for
Europe and Central Asia (deliverable b))

Scope, geographiarea, rationale, utility and assumgions
Scope

1. Within the scope outlineih the generic scoping report for the regional and subregional
assessments of biodiversity and ecosystem servibession IPBES3/1, annex Il), the key
policy-relevant questions concern options and opportnitieh regard to biodiversity and ecosystem
services and their role for human wh#ing. The assessment will examine the opportunities for
sectoal policies and policy instruments; managing production, consumption and economic
development; and ecologidaffrastructures and ecological technologies. It will explore opportunities
to promote food security, economic development and equality while avoiding land and aquatic
degradation and conserving cultural landscapes. The Europe and Central Asia assefidomrd ini
particular on the following questions:

(@) How can ecosystems that provide ecosystem services, such as those underpinning
ecosystenbased adaptation to climate change and ndtased solutions to sustainable development,
be protected through invigsents, regulations and management regimes for terrefesthwater,
coastal and marine systems?

(b) What are the effects of production, consumption and economic development on
biodiversity and ecosystem services and their contribution to human wellBéajgflinks with other
regions will be assessed;

(c) How can sectoral policies and new policy instruments make use of opportunities
arising from the contribution of biodiversity and ecosystem services to humaheirad?

Geographicarea of the assessment

2. For the purpose of &regional assessment, three subregions have been idetitdiéaclude
the following countries and territories, including marine and coastal areas:
Subregions Countries and territoriesvithin the Europe and Central Asia region
Certral and Western  Albania, Bosnia and Herzegovina, Bulgaria, Croatia, Cyprus, Czech Republic, Eston
Europe Hungary, Latvia, Lithuania, Montenegro, Poland, Romania, Serbia, Slovakia, Sloveni
former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia and Turkey (Grou@eritral European
countries)

Andorra, Austria, Belgium, Denmark, Finland, France, Germany, Greece, Iceland, Ire
Israel, Italy, Liechtenstein, Luxembourg, Malta, Monaco, Netherlands, Norway, Portu
San Marino, Spain, Sweden, Switzerland and Uri{iegdom of Great Britain and
Northern Ireland (Group of Western European countries)

Eastern Europe Armenia, Azerbaijan, Belarus, Georgia, Republic of Moldova, Russian Federation an
Ukraine
Central Asia Kazakhstan, Kyrgyzstan, Tajikistan, Turkmenistad &zbekistan
Rationale
3. In the context of the genenadtionale outlinedn the generic scoping report, the present

section sets out the rationale specific to the region. The assessment will address a number of
international and regional issues ofipriority as embodied in global and regional agreements, in
national policy and in societal expectations. Important priorities include the issues covered by the four
thematic assessments in the work programme of the Platform (pollinators, pollinatimodnd
production; land degradation and restoration; sustainable use and conservation of biodiversity
strengthening capacities and tqoa@ad invasive alien species), in addition to sustainable agriculture,
sustainable forestry, sustainable fisheries laiodiversity in areas sensitive to climate change. The
assessment of opportunities for mainstreaming through séptiicies and new policy instruments
(such as certification, labelling, no net loss, offsetting, green infrastructure, national aagountin
payment for environmental services schemes and social valuaflbbg facilitated by ur op e’ s
longstanding policy experience, which puts the region in an excellent position toEd&sssnpacts
with a view to learning lessons and resolving isgetating to tradeffs and associated costs,

including the costs of policy inaction. An assessment of the European and Central Asian region will
allow for the exploration of several transboundary issues, including water quality and quantity,
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fisheries, dmate change, air pollution and migratory species. It should raise awareness of shared
environmental issues and contribute to the better articulation of policy across the entire region.
Utility

4. In the context of the generaitility outlinedin the gerric scoping report, the present section

sets out theitility specific to the region. The assessment will contribute to building multiple evidence
bases (academic, indigenous and local knowledge, citizen sciogdor the links between

biodiversity, €osystem services and human wading. It will explore options for effective

management and policy interventions at appropriate levels of governance, including policy
instruments such as environmental accounting systems, payments for ecosystem sermessares

of growth that account for natural capital. The assessment will alsadidintify capacitybuilding

needs across subregions. The assessment will support parties in implementing global, regional and
subregional agreements (see appendix).heantore, th assessmentill also be relevant to the
European Union’s ongoing efforts to map and as:¢
national territory (the Mapping and Assessment of Ecosystems and their Services (MAES) initiative).
The asessment could also support the implementation of national legislation and, at the national and
subnational levels, will provide clear standards, methods and resources (data information and
knowledge; strategic partner list; mechanisms for including imdige and local knowledge) for

national and local government to support sustainable development and improve hurisingell

through maintaining and improving ecosystem services.

Assumptions

5. In the context of thgeneral assumptions outlinedthe genec scoping report, the present

section sets out thessumptionspecific to the region. The Europe and Central Asia regional
assessment will draw on and, where possible and appropriate, contribute to ongoing and planned
national and regional assessmeimsluding those undertaken by the Economics of Ecosystems and
Biodiversity initiative and the European Union MAES initiative to value some services and integrate
them into accounting systems by 2020. In terms of environmental protection and the sustamable
ecosystem services, there is substantial subregional variation in the region regarding, for example, the
effects of economic development, which in some Central European, Eastern European and Central
Asian countries is growing faster than in manystéen European countries. Attention will be given to

the different political and economic historical developments within and across the subregions.
Differences between subregions in terms of their economic and political development offer the
opportunity totransfer lessons between subregions. For the Western and Central Europe subregion, the
policy opportunities offered by a common governance system are of particular interest. For the Central
Asia subregion, opportunities for policies and institutionalregeanents for the recovery of degraded
terrestrial and aquatic ecosystems and for managing transboundary ecosystems are of particular
interest.

Chapter outline

6. The assessment of the European and Central Asian region will follow the chapter outline set
out in the generic scoping repodegision IPBES3/1, annex I1) but will, within that outline, focus on
the regionally specific scope set out in the three questions identified in section | above.

7. In addition,inc hapt er 2, o n n a tandrgealitysof life eanabydisiwtll alsot 0  p e «
address the impact of ecosystem services on society and how innovation andasddreolutions

are influencing the job market in the region. The chapter will also examine the multiple values of
biodiversity. In diapter 4, on direct and indirect drivers of change in the context of different
perspectivesmmquality of life, emphasis will be placed on the regional and subregional aspects of land
degradation and restoration as well as on invasive alien species taidats intensification of
agriculture. Fire and floods will be included as drdjierthe European and Central Asian assessment
owing totheir growing importance in the region. Chapteioh integrated and crossale analysis of
interactions of the natal world and human society, will in particular consider isghasinclude

increasing demand for biological raw materials in adggionomy context (bioenergy, fibres and

organic matter), climate change, food provisioning from land and yveatdrwater aailability. It will

assess how the value of biodiversity and associated ecossateicesnfluences indirect driverand

how the integration of such values into national and local development planning and accounting may
help address Aichi Biodiversity Tget 2. In chapter,®n options for governance, institutional
arrangements and privaa@dpublic decisioamaking across scales and sectors, the assessment will in
particular consider future challenges for sustainable use and conservation in key selors i

European and Central Asian region such as nature protection, agriculture, forestry, fisheries, water
management, spatial planning, energy (including bioenergy), tourism, infrastructure and incentives
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(including subsidies harmful to biodiversity aslvees positive incentives for the conservation and
sustainable use of biodiversity).

Key data sets

8. Beyond the general issuedated to key datsets outlinedy thegeneric scoping report, the
present section sets out issues related to keysd#gspecific to the region. The assessment wilva

on a wide variety of datsets addressing the specific components of the conceptual framework.
Relevant dataetscould includethose arising from ongoing and planned activities, such as the
European UnioMMAES initiative referred to abovas well aghose from a wide range of sources,
including global, regional ahnational institutions and organizatiotispsefrom research projects,

such as earth observation data, and analysis of the scientific licei2dtia andnformation specific to

the region might be retrieved from data centres such as the European Environment Agency, the Joint
Research Centre, Eurostat, the Organization of the Black Sea Economic Cooperation, the Economic
Cooperation Organizaticend relevant centres collecting earth observation @aty will also be

collected from relevant research networks and projé€sher entities, includinthe Global
BiodiversityInformation Facility, the Encyclopaedia of Life, the Group on Earth Obsens

Biodiversity Observation Network and the International Union for Conservation of Nature also hold or
provide access to important data and knowledge relevant to the region. Strategic partnerships with data
holders will be developed and links to ongpknowledge generation initiatives and activities
establishedData availability for the region is variable with, in general, wider access to environmental
data in Western and Central Europe than in Eastern Europe and Central Asia. Lack of data
accessibilly and compatibility in some countries of Eastern Europe and Central Asia is a key concern
to be addressed by the Platform. Special efforts will be made to involve the data and information from
indigenous and local knowledge and traditional ecological keaye holders.

Strategic partnership and initiatives

9. Beyond the general issuedated tostrategic partnerships and initiativestlinedin the

generic scoping report, the present section sets out issues related to strategic partnerships and
initiatives specific to the regiontr@tegic partnerships, whether formal or informal, with the above
mentioned dataolders will be developed, and links to ongoing knowledge generation initiatives and
activities established. Strategic partnerships should alesthblished with organizations working

with indigenousand local knowledge systems, through societies and associations working with
indigenous and local knowledge holders within the region. These include, for example, the Arctic
Council, the Arctic Countindigenous Peoples Secretariat and the European Citizen Science
Association.The PanEuropean Biodiversity Platformill contribute to the Europe and Central Asia
assessment, including through the provision of technical support.

Operational structure

10.  As noted in the generic gping report for the regional or subregional assessments of
biodiversity and ecosystem services, operational structures will need to be identified that will best
deliver the assessment, including related capdmitiding. Technial support units may be established

to coordinate the delivery of this assessment, working as part of the secretariat. The operational
structure will need to take into account existing initiatives and organizations, such as the MAES
working group, the Ewpean Environment Agency and the gzuropean Biodiversity Platform

supported by the United Nations Environment Programme. The MAES initiative will be directly
supported by ESMERALDA, a coordination support action funded under Horizon 2020, and indirectly
by the knowledge generated in several European Union projects (such as &&tER2penNESS)

funded undethe seveth Framework Programme for Research and Technological Development (FP7)
and by knowledge generated by European Union Horizon 2020 projetisliing the European

Research Area on biodiversity and ecosystem services (BiodivERsA2 and@)ded by the

European Union and its member States. The organizational structure will also need to help facilitate
cooperation between different subregions.

17 Relevant research giects and networks includiodiversity Multi-Source Monitoring Systemfrom Space to
SpeciesMulti-scale Service for Monitoring NATURA 2000 Habitats of European Community Inténatstre
Earth, European Biodiversity Observation Network, Operatiortaizaf NaturalCapital and Ecosystem
Services, Ecosystem Science for Policy and Practice, the Ecosystem Services Partne&Hipngaterm
Biodiversity, Ecosystem and Awareness Research Network
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VI. Process and timetable

11.  The process and timetable are set out in the generic scoping report for the regional and
subregional assessments of biodiversity and ecosystem services.

VII. Cost estimate

12.  The cost estimate is set out in the generic scopingtréggahe regionahndsubregional
assessments of biodiversity and ecosystem services.

VIII. Communications and outreach

13. It is necessary for this regional assessment to operate using existing formal and informal
networks and to work across scales fribimglobal to national ane ideally— subnational levels. The

role of the technical support units, regional hubs and centres of exceliegether with the national

focal pointsis crucial in Central Europe, Eastern Europe and Central Asia. In the Gandrghastern

Europe and Central Asia subregions, communicatonl outreach will include capacibuilding on

forming and sustaining networks, since the current culture of network building is less developed than

in Western Europe. Any communications amdtor each wi Il need to be con:
communicatios andoutreachstrategy.

IX. Capacity-building

14, It is acknowledged that capacibyilding needs vary widely within the region, not only from

one subregion to another, but even from coutatrgountry. It will therefore be necessary to carefully
assess capaciyuilding needs and promote and facilitate capduityding activitiesthataddress

those needs. For example, in parts of the region thareuiggent need to improve access to theagd
information and knowledge that will help underpin assessment processes. In other parts of the region
there is an urgent need for increased experience in developing and using tools such as scenarios and
indicators. During implementation of the assessnitewill be importat to share experience as widely

as possible, potentially through fellowship and staff exchange programmes. This should be focused on
both individuals and institutional capacity.

Appendix
Examples of potentially relevant regional and sbregional agreements

1. Convention for the Protection of the Marine Environment of the Neast Atlantic (OSPAR
Convention)

2. Convention on Acces® tinformation, Public Participatioin Decisiormaking and Access to
Justice in Environmental Matters (Aarh@srvention)

Convention on th€onservation of European Wildlife and Natural Habitats (Bern Convention)
Convention on the Conservation of Migratory Species of Wild Animals (Bonn Convention)

Convention on the Protection of the Al@dpine Convention)

3
4
5
6. Conwention on the Protecticend Use of Transboundary Wateursesand International Lakes
7 European Landscape Conventenmd theEuropean Union Birds Directive

8 European Union Common Agricultural Policy

9 EuropeariJnion Common Fisheries Policy

10. European Union Hatats Directive

11. European Union Marine Strateyamework Directive

12. European Union Nitrates Directive

13. European Union Water Framework Directive

14. Framework Convention on Protectiontb&Marine Environment of the Caspian Sea
(TehranConvention)

15. Framework Conention on the Protection and Sustainable Development of the Carpathians
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16. Interstate Commissiofor Sustainable Development

17.  Convention on Wetlands of International Importagspecially as Waterfowl Habitat
(RamsarConvention)

Annex VIII

Scoping for a themaic assessment of land degradation and restoration
(deliverable 3 (b) (i))

Introduction

1. At the second session of the Plenary of the Intergovernmental Séteticg Platform on

Biodiversity and Ecosystem Services, held in Antalya, Turkey, from 9 toetémber 2013, member

States approved the initiation of scoping for a thematic assessment of land degradation and restoration.
Accordingly, a scoping document was developed by an expert group in accordance with the
procedures for the preparation of the Platr m’ s d e |l i v28raankx). €he expert Br8up S

met in Beijing from %o 11 September 2014, thanks to generoddnd support received from China.

The present note constitutes the scoping document developed by the expert group. Additional
information on the work of the expert group is available in document IPBES/3/INF/18.

Scope, rationale, utility and assumptions

Scope

2. For the purposes of this t he masldndinastatsthat S me n |
results from persistewtecline or los®f biodiversity and ecosystem functions and services that cannot
fully recover unaided within decadal mnmanyme scal e

processes that drive the decline or logbiodiversity, ecosystem functisror services and includes
the degradation of all terrestrial ecosystems. The assessment will include associated aquatic

ecosystems that are iIimpacted by | and degradati
that initiates or acceleratesttecovery of an ecosystem from a degraded state. The term
“rehabilitation” is used to refer to abmgtorati c

community to its pralegradation state, including natural regeneration and emergensexosyThis
assessment will include eight chapters, the first four of which will report on the benefits of avoiding
degradation and restoring degraded land for humanheatly and quality of life (chapter 1); concepts

and perceptions of land degradatiow aestoration, according to different worldviews, including

those of indigenous and local people (chapter 2); indirect and direct drivers of degradation processes
(chapter 3); the nature and extent of land degradation processes and the resultanetdise on d
biodiversity and ecosystem structure and functioning (chapter 4); and the impact of changes in land
degradation and restoration on the deliveim at ur e’ s benefits to peopl e
changes othe quality of life (chapter 5). Thiollowing two chapters will explore the wide range of
responses to land degradation by developing and applying a broad framework to assess the
effectiveness of interventions intended to prevent, halt, reduce and mitigate processes of land
degradation andtrehabilitate or restore degraded land (chapter 6) and a range of development
scenarios, including the consideration of different response options and their implications for land
degradation regionally and globally (chapter 7). The final chapter (cHaptélt focus on providing
decision support and policy relevant guidance to decision makers at all levels who are responsible for
addressing land degradation problems and implementing restoration strategies. The assessment will
seek to involve all relevastakeholders from its inception. The structure of the assessment is based on
the conceptual framework adopted by the Plenary of the Platform in its decision-l?PBES

Geographic coverage of the assessment

3. The assessment will encompass all the s$#ied regions and biomes of the world, recognizing

that land degradation drivers and processes can vary in severity within regions and countries as much
as between them. The assessment will encompass the full range ofditenaah systems, including

but not limited to drylands, agricultural and agroforestry systems, savannahs and forests and aquatic
systems associated with these areas.

Rationale

4, Land degradation, which is primaritydirect or indirect result of human activities, is a major
problemon every continent except Antarctica. The total human cost of land degradation is not known,
but the Food and Agriculture Organization of the United Nations (FAQO) estimates the economic
impact at more than $40 billion annually. Building on the work ofRieconventions
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(the United Nations Convention to CombBeesertification inThose Countries Experiencing Serious
Drought and/or Desertification, Particularly in Africa, tdaited Nations Framework Convention on
Climate Changandthe Convention on Biologal Diversity), and the United Nations Conference on
Sustainable Development (Rio+2@)e goals of halting and reversita;d degradation and

decoupling economic growth from environmental degradation have been proposed as part of the
sustainable developmegoals. These goals include Convention on Biological Diversity Aichi
Biodiversity Targets 5, 7, 14 and 15 and the ongoing process for developing20déstievelopment
agenda. In 2011, in recognition of the benefits to people of restoring degradedddddeaders
endorsed the “Bonn Challenge”, a global effort
degraded land by 2020. As a first step towards meeting that goal, there is a clear need to assess the
extent, causes and processes of land detjan and the consequences for biodiversity and people, as
well as evaluating responses to the restoration and rehabilitation of degraded land and the avoidance of
future degradation and the benefits that this will deliver to people.

D.  Utility

5. This expertled assessmenmtill provide the information and guidance necessary to support
stakeholders working at all levels to reduce the negative environmental, social and economic
consequences of land degradation snehabilitate and restore degraded lamdid the recovery of
nature’s benefits to people. It will draw on ir
knowledge systems to increase awareness and identify areas of concern. It will help to identify

potential solutions to the challenges mbbg land degradation, informing decision makers in public,

private and civil society sectors. It will provide a framework for understanding, monitoring and taking
action to halt and reverse land degradation in order to support detiaking at all leved and it will

identify critical knowledge gaps and priority areas for new research and investment to enhance

capacity in the sustainable management of land and biodiversity and their benefits to people.

E. Assumptions

6. The assessment will H@sed on bothcience and other knowledge systems, including
indigenous and local knowledge systems. Land degradation is recognized as predominantly
anthropogenically driven and as such is ultimately a consequence of the activities of institutions,
governance and othardirect drivers (sociopolitical, economic, technological and cultural factors).
The restoration of degraded land will be evaluated in its broadest sense, from partial rehabilitation to
full restoration of the system to its

pre-degradation state. Addréisg direct and indirect drivers of degradation, promoting restoration and
designing and implementing sustainable land management systems require a participatory process
involving the ceproduction of knowledge with relevant and diverse stakeholders. Shesment will
take account of both the negative impact of land degradation and the bengdivgleof preventing,
halting, reducing and mitigating degradation and restoring degraded land.

[l Chapter outline

7. The assessmentill be presented in a sunary for policymakers and an eigtlhapter report,

as set out below. An introduction will briefly review the rationale, utility and assumptions of the
assessment, as well as the approach adopted and the rationale for the chapter sequence. An executive
summay will present key findings and polieglevant conclusions.

8. Chapter 1. Benefits to people from avoidance of land degradation and restoration of

degraded land.This chapter will present a brief summary of the benefits to humarbeielty and

quality oflife that can be achieved by the halting, reduction and mitigation of degradation processes as
well as the restoration of degraded land. The chapter will draw on information and insights from all
other chapters, highlighting examples of success storiesvefand conservation and restoration
measures have helpeuldeliver improvements in livelihoods, reduce poverty and strengthen the long
term sustainability of land use and the extraction of natural resources.

9. Chapter 2. Concepts and perceptions of landegradation and restoration.This chapter

will focus on assessing and comparing differing concepts and perceptions of land degradation and
restoration, stemming from both science and other knowledge systems, including indigenous and local
knowledge. The dmpter will also review concepts and approaches used to assess the diversity of land
degradation processes, the status of ecosystenthaingpact thereon, as well as concepts and
approaches used to describe different responses, including rehabilitaticestoration.
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10.  Chapter 3. Direct and indirect drivers of land degradation and restoration.This chapter

will assess how land degradation and restoratiethe result of multiple drivers, involving both

direct anthropogenic amthtural factors and intertgns between them, as well as underlying indirect
drivers. Direct drivers of degradation (e.g., unsustainable levels of biomass extraction and extractive
industries) can result directly in degraded land, including reduction in the productivity of land, or
processes such as soil erosion due to unsustainable land management techniques, and natural drivers,
such as floods, wind and drought, that result in land degrad&ticect drivers of restoration,
encompassing bothassive and active approaches, iegult in either halting or reducing degradation

and in the recovery of biodiversity and ecosystem functions. Indirect drivers of land degradation and
restoration are related to institutions and governance systems, as well as social, cultural, tedhnologica
and economic factors, including poverty, which underpin direct drivers, at the local to global levels.
The chapter will assess the extent and severity of different drivers and how they vary within and
between different biomes, regions and lauseé systemaround the worldThe assessmeonf direct

drivers will include anthropogenic drivers at global, national, regional and local scales, including
humandriven climate change, as well as natural drivers and interactions between anthropogenic and
natural drvers. Particular attention will be paid to climate change and its interaction with other
anthropogenic drivers of land degradation, including interactions between processes of land
degradation and extreme weather events.

11.  Chapter 4. Status and trends of &nd degradation and restoration and associated changes

in biodiversity and ecosystem functionsThis chapter will focus on the status and trends of land
degradation and restoration in terms of changes in biodiversity and ecosystem functioning, as well as
the degradation and restoration processes that resutise thhanges. Degradation processes include

soil erosion, contamination, compaction, sealing, sedimentation, loss of organic matter, soil and water
salinization, degradation of freshwater systemgsion of alien species, changes in natural fire

regimes and pollution. Degradation can also include landsszgle processes such as changes in
ecological connectivity, land cover and land use and changes in land management practices.
Restoration process include the avoiding, halting and reversing of degradation processes as well as
the recovery of biodiversity and ecosystem functions. The chapter will assess levels of land
degradation and restoration with regard to the type, extent and severity gésliamoth biodiversity

and ecosystem structure and functioning in different biomes and under differenskaadd

management systems. Changes in biodiversity include changes to both wild biodiversity and
agrobiodiversity, including both aboxggoundard belowground biodiversity. Changes in ecosystem
structure and functioning include aspects such as primary productivity, nutrient cycling and the
provision of habitat for species. Particular attention will be given to understanding system resilience
(capaity to recover systems structure and functions following a perturbation), including the potential
for thresholds and sudden changes in key attributes of biodiversity and critical ecosystem functions.

12. Chapter 5. Land degradation and restoration associatedith changes in ecosystem

services and functions and human welbeing and good quality of life This chapter will focusn

the i mpact of | and degradation and restoration
and the resultant impact quality of life. The chapter will assess land degradation associated with the
loss of benefits to people including provisioning services, such as food production, quality and
quantity of water resources, and availability of raw materials, as well astiegulcultural services

and other aspects of nature, recognizmtverse conceptualization tievalues of nature. The

chapter will analyse changes in benefits to people in terms of the relative contribution of biodiversity
and ecosystem structure doehctioning and that of anthropogenic assets (e.g., technologies,
knowledge) applied by people in the-pmduction of benefitsThe impact on the diversdgimensions

of a goodquality of life will includetheimpact on health, poverty, incorgenerating oportunities,
meaningful livelihoods, the equitable distribution of natural resources and rights and values considered
important in different cultures. The chapter will consider the diverse costs of land degradation and
benefits of restoration for peopl@ciuding the overall economic and rReconomic costs and

benefits, encompassing those that are associated with the area of degraded or restored land itself, as
well as costs or benefits borne by people in other areas who are affected by degraded @sitestore

For both land degradation and restoration the chapter will examine the type, extent and severity of
these changes in different soetological systemis different land cover and land management

systems, including their implications for sociataecological stability and resilience and cultural

integrity.

13.  Chapter 6. Responses to avoid land degradation and restore degraded lafidhis chapter

will develop a frameworfor assedsg the effectiveness of existing interventions to prevent, halt,
redu@ and mitigate the processes of land degradation and to rehabilitate and restore degraded land
through the recovery of biodiversigndecosystem structure and functioning and their benefits to
people. The chapter will assess how past and current resportzgadation problems and

55



IPBES/3/18

restoration approaches vary according to context, including the type and severity of land degradation
and underlying direct and indirect drivers, as well as the consequences of land degraddkien and

rest or at i obenefitsdorpeoplaandiquaity f life. The chapter will analyse the effectiveness

of addressing the indirect causes of land degradation and restoration (institutions, governance systems
and other indirect drivers), as compared to efforts to address diirests or anthropogenic assets

(better techniques, access to training). The chapter will assess the relative success or failure, as well as
the potential risks, of different institutional, governance and management response options against a
range of soal, cultural, economic, technological and political criteria. It will explore how responses

to prevent land degradation through sustainable use compare with efforts to deal with its effects
through adaptation and restoration. The chapter will also agdi§fesent institutional, policy and

governance responses based on the type of policy instrument used, as well as support given to research
and technology development, institutional reform and cap#ciitgding.

14.  Chapter 7. Scenarios of land degradation andestoration. This chapter will explore the
implications of a range of plausible development scenarios, including the adoption of different
response options across multiple scales, and their implications for land degradation and restoration
globally, including impacts on human wedbeing and quality of life and possible traofiés between

social, economic and environmental objectives. Scenarios will be developed using information derived
from the assessment and work from across the Intergovernmental SewiwyePlatform on

Biodiversity and Ecosystem Services, motivated by a systematic review of other scenario exercises of
this type, including the Platform s ongoing met
modelling of biodiversity and ecosystesarvices, to be released at the end of 2015. The chapter will
reveal the variation in plausible land degradation and restoration futures that depend on choices (with
associated social and economic implications) made at the landscape, nstiloeglponal,regional

and international scales to address indirect and direct drivers and introduce new medoanisms
avoidng land degradation, mitigayg its impacts and rehabilitag and restdng degraded sites.

15. Chapter 8. Decision support to address land degdation and support restoration of

degraded land.This chapter willconsolidate and rationalize information necessary to support
evidencebased decisiomaking and institutiofbuilding for policymakers and practitioners

responsible for selecting and implenting strategiefor addresig land degradation problems and
restoing degraded land. The chapter will assess actions necessary to develop institutional
competencies in the detection and analysis of land degradation problems and the design,
implementatio, management and monitoring of response strategies, including data, methods, decision
support tools and stakeholder engagement. The chapter will place land degradation problems and
potential restoration solutions in the wider policy, socioeconomic aricbanvental context,

emphasizing the importance of institutions, governance and other indirect thiaerse the root

drivers of both degradation and restoration. It will consider interactions between land degradation and
restoration and other major pojiareas such as farming and food, flood risk and water resource
management, climate change adaptation and mitigation, invasive species and disease management,
biocultural diversity conservation, public health and rural, urban and industrial development.

V. Key information to be assessed

16.  The information to be assessed will be drawn from relevant articles, books, regional, national
and international assessments, repoytand datdrom Governments, United Nations bodies and
national and international negovernmental organizatiomsd indigenous and local knowledge in
accordance with the recommendations of the task force on indigenous and local kngtvledge
including knowledge that is not available in written form, and in accordance with the procedures fo
the preparation of Platform deliverables.

V.  Operational structure

17.  The operational structure will consist of a technical support unit (comprising ostirfell
equivalent Professional staff member). Twectairs, 80 authors and 16 review editors wal b

selected by the Multidisciplinary Expert Panel, in accordance with the procedures for the preparation
of the Platform s deliverables.

18.  The head of the technical support unit, the tweckairs, one representative of the Panel and
one representative of@élBureau will hold a management meeting as a first step towards
operationalizing taassessment.

18 Established by the Plenary by decision IPBES
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VI.

VII.

Strategic partnership and initiatives

19.  The land degradation assessment will identify as possible partners organitteticas
contribute their data arlchowledge; provide ikind support; act as clients and users of the

assessment; and provide assistance at various stages, including by helping to review the assessment.

The partnerships entered into will mostly be informal, but a limited number of stratgnerships

may be established. Collaboration will be developed, in particular with the United Nations Convention
to Combat Desertification, especially its sciepodicy interface and its Committee on Science and
Technology, as a key user of and a kewtributor to the assessment on land degradation.

Collaboration should also be developed with the Global Soil Partnership ameigovernmental

Technical

Panel on Soils, which is to produce

5 December 2015.

Process and timetable

20.  The proposed process and timetable for preparing the assessment report, including actions,
milestones and institutional arrangements, is set out below

Date

Actions and institutional arrangements

2015
First quarter

Second quarter

Second/early
third quarter

2016
First quarter

Second quarter

Second/early
Third quarter

Third quarter

2017
First quarter

First quarter
Second quarter
Third quarter
Third quarter

Fourth quarter

Plenary at its third session approtlesconductof the land degradation and restoration
assessment coupled with the regional assesswibisdiversity and ecosystem services
asks for offers oin-kind technicakupportfor the assessmersndrequests the Bureau and
the secretariat to establish the necessary institutional arrangements to put in place techi
support

The Chair, through the secretariat, requests nominations from Governments and other
stakeholdersf experts to prepare thesessment report

Secretariat compiles lists of nominations

The Panel selects the assessmesthars, coordinating lead authors, lead authors and
review editors, using the approved selection criteria set out in decision {PBES
(IPBES/2/17, annex)

Meeting of the Management Committee-wirs, head of the technical support unit, and
MEP/Bureau members) to select remaining expert team and respective rgles (i.e.
coordinating lead authors, lead authors and review editors)

Selectechominees contacted, gaps filled and list ottbairs, authors and review editors
finalized

First author meetingith 80 participants: cehairs, coordinating lead authors and lead
authors, plus Panel/Bureau memb@isis groy of 80 includes the 20 experts land
degradation involved ithe regional assessmentis¢ experts for each of theur regional
assessments)

First drafts of chaptenqgrepared6—7 months)andsent to secretariat (techniclppat unit)
Compilation of chapters intiirst draft (6 weeks)

Firstdraft of collated regionandsubregional land degradation assessments sent for expe
review (6 weeks)

Collation of review comments by secretartathnicalsupportunit for first draft sent to
authors (2 weeks)

Second author meeting coupled with second author meetings of the regional assessmet
(80 participantsjncluding the 2Guthorsinvolvedin the regional assessments co-chairs,
coordinating lead authors, lead authors and review editors)

Second drafts of chapters and first draft of summary for policymakers prepared

(5-6 months)

Second draft ofheassessment and first draft of the sumyfar policymakers sent for
government and expert review (2 months)

Collation of review comments for second draft of the assessment and first dhet of
summary for policymakers sent to authorsvgks)

Third author meéng coupled with third author meetings of the regiosssessmesit

(4 x 30 participants: cechairs, coordinating lead authors and review editors and
Panel/Bureau members)

Final text changes tineassessment and the summary for policymag@&nsonths)
Translation othesummary for policymakers into the six official languages of the
United Nations (1 month)

Submission otheassessment, including the translated summary for policymakers, to
Governments for fial review prior to Plenargession(6 weeks)
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VIII.

Fourth quarter Final government comments on the summary for policymakers for consideration by auth
prior to nextPlenarysession

2018

January Plenary to approvaccepthe land degradiamn and restoratioassessment, including the

(To be summaries for policymakers

confirmed)

Cost estimate

21.  The table below showtbe estimated cost of conducting and preparing the assessment report

Estimated costs

Year  Costitem Assumptions (United States dolla)s
Meeti ts (1/2 k,darticipant: 0
2015 Meeting of cechairs and ineBeolr?r?) costs (1/2 week,garticipants,
tari hnical tunit
secretariatechnicalsupportuni Travel and DSA (3 x $3,750) 11 250
First author meeting (8articipants: ~Meeting costs (1 week, gfarticipants) 18 750
co-chairs, coordinating lead authors (25 per cent in kind)
and lead authors) Travel and DSA (64 x $3,750) 240 000
Technical support 1 full-time equivalent professional 75 000
position (50 per cent in kind)
2016 second author meeting (participants Meeting costs (1 week, 4 x 15 0
co-chairs,coordinating lead authors ~ Participants) (25 per cent in kind)
and review editors) Travel and DSA (48 x $3,750) 144 000
Joint coordination meeting of Meeting costs (1 week, 5 participants) 0
co-chairs andechnicalsupportunit
together V\_ntrco-chalrs andec_rnlcal Travel and DSA (3 x $3,750) 11 250
supportunits of other thematic
assessments
Technical support 1 full-time equivalent professional 75 000

Participation by the two eohairs and POsition (50 per cent in kind)
two coordinating lead authors in
fourth session dPlenary

2017  Third author meeting (3Participants: Meeting costs 0
co-chairs, coordinating lead authors,
review editors) Travel and DSA (75 x $3,750) 90 000
Technical support 1 full-time equvalent professional 75 000
position (50 per cent in kind)
Participation by the two eohairs and Travel and DSA (3 x $3,750) 11 250

two coordinating lead authors fifth
session oPlenary

2018  Dissemination and outreach Translation of summary for 117 000
policymakers into the six official
languages of the United Nations,
publication and outreach

Total 868 500

Communications and outreach

22.  The assessment report and its summary for policymakers will be published and the summary
for policymakerswill be made available in the six official languages of the United Nations. The report
and the summary wil| be madevwaipbad.nBtdisderaination t h e
will target all Platform stakeholdg and will be adapted to the specific needs of different users,
following the agreedPlatformcommunications and outreach strategy.

Capacity-building

23.  Capacitybuilding activities will be organized in accordance with the implementation plan of
the tak force on capacitpuilding, in such areas as implementation of the fellowship programme.

f
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Decision IPBES3/2: Financial and budgetary arrangements
The Plenary,

Welcominghe cash and #kind contributiongeceived since the inception of the
Intergovernmatal SciencePolicy Platform on Biodiversity and Ecosystem Services in 2012,

Notingthe status of cash andkind contributions received to date as set out in anh&xthe
present decision,

Noting dso notingpledges for the period beyond 2014,

Notingfurtherthe status of expenditures in the biennium 2@034 as set out in annelxtd
the present decision, as well as the level of savings incurred during the biennium,

1. Invitespledges and contributions to the trust fund of the Platform as wellkasdn
contributions from Governments, United Nations bodies, the Global Environment Facility, other
intergovernmental organizations, stakeholders and others in a positr@kécthento support the
work of the Platform

2. Requestshe Executive Secretary, wong under the guidance of the Bureau, to report
to thePlenary at its fourth session on expenditures for the biennium-2015;

3. Adoptsthe revised budget for 2015 amounting to $9,506,304 as set out in &toex |
the present decision;

4, Takes not®f the prgposed budget for the biennium 262617, amounting to
$9,995,346 in 2016 and $8,506,566 in 2017, noting that it will require further revision prior to its
adoption;

5. Requestshe ExecutiveéSecretary, in consultation with the Bureau, to provide to the
Plenary at its fourth session a report on established practices of multilateral environmental
organizations, the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change and other relevant forums on the
funding of experts and meeting participants to facilitate the adoptitimelhmembers of the Platform
of an informed decision on the eligibility criteria to be used;

6. Approveghe amendment to the Financial Rules and Procedures through the addition of
rules 5, 6 and 7 as set out in anhéx the present decision;

7. Authorizeghe Executive Secretargubject to the availability of funds, to engage the
resources of the Platform to organize the fourth session of the Plenary at the beginning of 2016.
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Annex |

Amendment to the financial procedures and rules of the Platform relating to
pledges to the Platform trust fund

Thefollowing textis to be inserted following rul& of thefinancial procedures and rules of the
Platforn all subsequent ruleme tobe renumbered accordingly.

Rule 6

At any given time, membeend noamembers of th@latform may submit voluntary pledges to the
Trust Fund. Such pledges must be confirmed in writing, on official letterhead and signed by a duly
authorized official of the submitting entity. Written confirmation of pledges should be sent to the
Executive Seretary of the Platform secretariat. Pledge letters must contain indications of payment
arrangements in terms of timelines and instalments.

Rule 7

Pledge letters received in compliance with rule 6 above will, until payment, be recorded asgdedge
partof the contributions table presented at sessions of the PlenargePhedl be reflected in

United States dollars, applying the prevailing United Nations exchange rate at the time the table is
updated. The value of outstanding pledges made in a curoémaythan the United States dollar will
potentially fluctuate every time the contributions table is updated.

Rule 8

All duly submitted formal pledgebathave not been converted into actual contributions twelve

months following the timeline arrangememtisclosed in their corresponding pledge letters will
automatically be written off and removed by the secretariat from official documentation presenting the
status of contributions to the Platform. Pledges may, on an exceptional basis, be extended by an
additional period of twelve months basedreceiptby the Executive Secretary of a renewed
commitment letter proposing new timelines and instalments. The Chair of the Platform will inform the
Plenary of all pledges written off at the subsequent sessithie ¢flenary under the agenda item on
financial and budgetary arrangements for the Platform.

Annex Il
Financial and budgetary arrangements

Status of cash and irkind contributions to the Platform

1. Table 1 sets out the status of the cash contributioe$vest since the establishment of the
Platform in 2012, as well as confirmed pledges as at 15 January 2015.
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Tablel
Status of @ashcontributions receivedand pledgesconfirmed after the establishment of the Platform in April 2012 from 1 May 2012 to15 January 2015)
(United States dollars)

Pledges per dited Nationsexchangeate as at

Contributions 14 January 2015

Country 2012 2013 2014 Total 20132014 2015 2016 2018 Total Total

1) 2 3 (4)= (1)+(2)+(3) ®) (6) ) (8)= (5)+(6)+(7) (9)= (4)+(8)
Australia 97860 97860 0 97860
Canada 38914 36426 75340 40000 80000 120000 195410
Chile 0 30000 30000 30000
China 160000 160000 0 160000
Colombia 0 0 0
Denmark 37037 37 037 0 37037
Ethiopia 0 0 0
Finland* 25885 275 626 301511 0 301511
France 270680 247631 518311 0 518311
Germany 1736102 1298721 1850129 4 884 952 1219512 3658537 4878049 9 763 001
India 10000 10000 20000 0 20000
Japan 267900 330000 597 900 300000 300000 897900
Latvia 4 299 4 299 0 4 299
Malaysia 0 100000 100000 100000
Netherlands 678426 678426 0 678426
New Zealand 16094 17 134 33228 19531 19531 52 759
Norway 140458 8118860 8259318 0 8259318
Republic of Korea 20000 20000 0 20000
South Africa 30000 30000 0 30000
Sweden 228349 194368 422717 191083 191083 613800
Switzerland 76144 84 793 160 937 75758 227273 303031 463 968
United Kingdom of Great Britaiand
Northern IrelanB 1285694 1046 145 2331839 0 2331839
United States of America 500000 500000 500000 1500000 0 1500000
Total 2236102 4276699 13 620 874 20 133675 30000 1945884 3965810 5941694 26 075369

& Adjustment fo the actual conversion of the contribution.

P The third instalment of the 2033015 Department for International Development contributvas double counted in 2014 in the amount of 250,000 pounds sterling, equivalent to $418,060; the
amount shown as detted in 2014 has therefore been reduced.
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2. Table 2 shows the ikind contributions received in 2014 and their corresponding estimated
values in United States dollars, as provided or estimated according to the corresponding costs in the
work programme. lkind contributions correspond to support to activities either scheduled as part of
the work programme (e.g., technical support, meeting facilities and local support) or organized in
support of the work programme and not received by the trust fund.

Table 2
In-kind contributions received in 2014

(United States dollars)

Corresponding
e - value as provide:
Government/institution Activity Type of support or estimatec

In-kind contributions related
to technical support

China Full-time consultant in the Pfarm secretariat in Technical 140 00C
support of the delivery of regional assessments support
(deliverable 2 (b))

Food and Agriculture Technical support to the secretariat on the deliver Technical -
Organization of the United of the assessment on pollinati(eliverable 3 (a)) support
Nations
Internationalnion for 0.5 fulktime equivalent ofriternationalUnion for ~ Technical -
Conservation of Nature Conservation oNaturestaff to support stakeholder support
engagement (deliverable 4 (d))
Norway Tedhnical support unit for the task force on Technical 300 00C
capacitybuilding (deliverables 1 (a) and (b)) support
Netherlands Technical support unit for the assessmént o Technical 250000
scenario analysis and modelling (deliverable 3 (c) support
Republic of Korea Technical support unit for the task force on Technical 300 00C
knowledge and data (deliverable 1 (d)) support
UnitedNationsDevelopment  Technical support related to capadityilding in the Technical 390 00C
Programme context of BESNet (deliverables 1 (and (b)) support
UnitedNationsEnvironment  Technical support to the Platform secretariat Technical 243 151
Programme support
United NationsEducational, Technical support unit for the task forcelooal and Technical 150 00C
Scientific andCultural indigenousknowledgesystems (deliverable 1 (c)) support

Organization

In-kind contributions related
to meetings scheduled as part
of the approved work

programme
State of Sao Paulo Research Second meeting of the taskdée on Meeting 42 000
FoundationBrazil capacitybuilding in Sao Paulo, Brazil (deliverables facilities, support
1 (a) and (b)) to developing
country
participants,
local support
China Scoping meeting for the assessment on land Meeting 100 00C
degradation and restoration in Beijing (detadele  facilities, suppor
3 (b) (i) to developing
country
participants,
local support
Germany Third Multidisciplinary Expert Panel and Bureau Meeting facilities -

meetings in Bonn, Germany
Third Plenary session in Bonn, Germany Meeting facilities 500 00C
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Corresponding
value as provide:

Government/institution Activity Type of support or estimatec
Norway First meeting of the task force on capadityilding  Meeting -
in Trondheim, Norway (deliverables 1 (a) and (b)) facilities, local
support
Second meeting of the task force on capacity Meeting -
building in Sao Paulo, Brazil (deliverasl 1 (a) and facilities, local
(b)) support
Republic of Korea First meeting of the task force on knowledge and Meeting -
data (deliverable 1 (d)) facilities, local
support
United NationsEducational, Meetingscoping regional assessments Contribution to -
Scientific andCultural meeting
Organization facilities, local
support
In-kind contributions in
support of the work
programme
Germany and Philippines Extra expert workshop on value/valuation of -
biodiversity in the context of indigenous knedbe
United States of America Two extra dialogue meetings of indigenous 50 000
knowledge holders in the context of the assessme
on pollination
In-kind contribution related
to other activities of the work
programme
Monaco Purchase of communicationaterial (USB sticks)  Support for 5000
outreach
activities
3. The Platform has received-kind offers from:

(a) Twelve Governments: Australia, Brazil, China, Germany, Japan, Norway, Monaco,
Netherlands, Philippines, Republic of Korea, Switzerland and UntegdsSof America;

(b) Twenty-four organizations: Australian Research Council Centre of Excellence for
Environmental Decisions, AustraliBAPESP Research Programme on Biodiversity Characterization,
Conservation, Restoration and Sustainable B8 TA-FAPESH, Brazil; BIOTA-FAPESP and State
University of Campinas, Brazil; Conservation of Arctic Flora and Fauna, Arctic Council; Cropper
Foundation; Food and Agriculture Organization of the United Nationsn&@eCentre for Integrative
Biodiversity Research; Glob8liodiversity Information Facility; Group on Earth Observations
Biodiversity Observation Network; Inte&kmerican Institute for Global Change Research, Brazil;
International Council for the Exploration of the Sea; International CotorcBcience; Internatinal
Institute for AppliedSystems Analysis; International Union for Conservation of Nature; National
Biodiversity Institute of Costa Rica; Network of Mediterranean Marine Protected Areas, France;
Society for Conservation Biology; Terrestrial Ecosystemel@esh Network, Australia; United Nations
Convention to Combat Desertification in Those Countries Experiencing Serious Drought and/or
Desertification, Particularly in Africa; United Nations Development Programme; United Nations
Environment Programme (UNERYNEP-World Conservation Monitoring Centre (UNBRCMC);
United Nations Educational, Scientific and Cultural Organization; University of Agriculture,
Faisalabad, Pakistan.

4, The Platform has notet had the opportunity to consider all of the generous oftsrsived in
2014, given that the work programme is still unfolding. As the work programme progresses, the
Bureau and Multidisciplinary Expert Panel will consider how to use additional offers. It is likely that
the Platform will be able to effectively drawa gome of those offers in the context of the support to be
provided to the task forces on capadityilding, indigenous and local knowledge systems and
knowledge and data, as well as in the context of regional assessments, among others.
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[I.  Expenditures for the 2013 financial year

5. Table 3 shows thexpenditures (as at 31 December 2013) for 2013 against the budget for 2013
approved by the Plenary at its first session.

Table 3

Expenditures for 2013

(United States dollars)

2013approved 2013

Budget item budget expenditure Balance
Meetings of the Platform bodies
First session of the Plenary (6 days) 1 000 000 295 224 704776
First meeting of the Bureau (5 days) 30 000 5587 24413
First meeting of the Multidisciplinary Expert Pa@days) 85 000 31484 53516
Knowledge systems expert workshop - - -
Draft conceptual framework expert workshop - - -
Second meeting of the Bureau (5 days) (Cape Town) 30 000 29511 489
Second meeting of the Multidisciplinary Expert Panel 85 000 63 253 21747
(3 days)(Cape Towh
Second session of the Plenéydays) 862 500 939 188 (76 688)
Total, meetings of the Platform bodies 2092 500 1364 247 728 253
Secretariat (20 per cent of the annual costs for staff in the
Professional and higher categories and 5@pat of the
annual costs for staff in the General Service category)
Head of Secretariat {D) 80 310 - 80 310
Programme Officer (#3/4) 61 100 - 61 100
Programme Officer (2/3) 52110 - 52110
Programme Officer (2/3) - - -
Associate Programniefficer (P-1/2) - - -
Administrative support staff member & 55 150 33284 21 866
Administrative support staff member -& 55 150 - 55 150
Administrative support staff member & - - -
Total, secretariat 303 820 33284 270 536
Interim secretariat arrangements(personnel costs in
advance of the recruitment of the staff of the secretariat fc
the development of the work programme)
Interim secretariat costs to support the 2013 intersessione 370 000 534 212 (164 211)
process
Total, interim secretariat arrangements 370 000 534 212 (164 211)
Publications, outreach and communicationgwebsite,
corporate materials, outreach events, outreach and
communications strategy)
Outreach materials for the second session of the Plenary 50 000 25000 25000
(website managment, printing)
Earth Negotiations Bulletineporting for the firstsession of 50 000 36 344 13 656
the Plenary
Total, publications, outreach and communications 100 000 61 344 38 656
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2013approved 2013
Budget item budget expenditure Balance
Miscellaneous expenses
Travel of secretartsstaff on official business 75 000 66 221 8779
Monitoring and evaluation (development of draft process 1 20 000 - 20 000
review and evaluation of the efficiency and effectiveness ¢
the Platform)
Contingency (5 per cent of total budget) 148 000 - 148000
Total, miscellaneous expenses 243 000 66 221 176 779
Subtotal 3109320 2059308 1050012
UNEP programme support (13 per cent) 404 211 267446 136765
Total cost to project 3513531 2 3% 754 1186777

@A portion of the meeting and travelsts for developing country participants for the first session of the Plenary

(January 2013) were accounted for in 2012. In addition, the United Nations Environment Programme (UNEP) provided

a cash contribution to support the Plenary. The total cost dif$heession was $1,064,609.

P Significant contributions towards the costs of the first Bureau and Multidisciplinary Expert Panel meetings were
provided by the Government of Norway in conjunction with its hosting of the seventh Trondheim Conference on
Biodiversity, held from 27 to 31 May 2013 in Trondheim, Norway.

¢Originally budgeted for five days, the second session of the Plenary wadaysineeting, and regional consultations
were held prior to the meeting as approved by the Bureau.

4The interim scretariat costs include dedicated UNEP and UNEP World Conservation Monitoring Centre staff costs
supporting the work in 2013 (inclusive of the first and second sessions of the Plenary intersessional work in 2013).
Following the arrival of the Executive &etary of the Platform in February 2014, the process of recruiting the rest of
the secretariat was initiated. The total net costs for secretariat support in 2013 resulted in an overall underspend of
$106,324 against the approved 2013 budget ($270,536syethel for secretariat costs and $164,211 overspend for
interim secretariat costs).

®The cost incurred in 2013 for Earth Negotiations Bulletin reporting was for the first session of the Plenary held in
January 2013. The cost for Earth Negotiations Bulletporting for the second session of the Plenary held in December
2013 is reflected in the 2014 expenditures.

Expenditures for the 2014 financial year

6. Table 4 shows the expenditures (as at 30 November 2014) for 2014 against the budget for
2014 appreed by the Plenary at its second session (decision IPB&S

Table 4
Expenditures for 2014, as at30 November2014
(United States dollars)

2014
approved 2014
Budget item Brealdown budget expenditure  Balance
Meetings of the Platform
bodies

Third session of the Plenary  Meeting costs$600,000 -

Travel costs (120 supported):
$480,000

Bureau (2 sessions of 6 days Meeting costs$10,000 -
Travel costs (7 supported):

1 080 000 192 449 887551

$24500 69 000 61 974 7 026
Multidisciplinary Expert Meeting costs$20,000 -
Panel (2 sessions of 4 days) 1ravel costs (20 supported): 160 000 141218 18782

$60,000

Total, meetings of the

Platform bodies 1 309 000 395641 913 359

65



IPBES/3/18

66

2014
approved 2014
Budget item Brealdown budget expenditure  Balance
Implementation of the
work programme for 2014
Objective 1 Strengthen the capacity and 1 155 000 405112 749 888
knowledge foundations of the
sciencepolicy interface to
implement key functions of the
Platform
Obijective 2 Strengthen the sciengmlicy 482 500 511070 (28570)
interface on biodiversity and
ecosystem services at and
acmoss the subregional, regione
and global levels
Objective 3 Strengthen the sciengmlicy 997 500 499 460 498 040
interface on biodiversity and
ecosystem services with regart
to thematic and methodologica
issues
Objective 4 Communicate and evaluate 421 250 189 253 231 997
Platform activities, deliverables
and findings
Total, implementation of the 3 056 250 1604895 1451 355
work programme for 2014
Secretariat
Project personnel
Head of Secretariat {) 276 00 213 394 63 306
Programme Officer () 174 160 76 702 97 458
Programme Officer ()2 - -
Programme Officer () 145 280 97 306 47 974
Programme Officer (1) 145 280 - 145 280
,(A';s_szc))uate Programme Officer 126 320 _ 126 320
?g_rg;nlstratlve support staff 88 240 28 836 59 404
,(Ag_rg)lnlstratlve support staff 88 240 22 695 65 545
,(Ag_rg)lnlstratlve support staff 110 300 65 921 44 379
Total, secretariat 1154 520 504 854 649 666
Interim technical support
arrangements
Interim technicalecretariat ~ Personnel costs in advance of 280 000 305378 (25378)
support the recruitment of the staff of
the secretariat and other
technical support for the start
up of the programme of work
Total, interim technical 280 000 305378 (25378)
support arrangements
Outreach and
communications
Plenary report services Reporting servicds 60 000 46 477 13523
Total, outreach and 60 000 46 477 13523
communications
Travel
Travel of secretariat staff on Staff travel to meetings of the 100 000 88 267 11733
official busiress Platform bodies and other
necessary travel
Travel of Chair Travel of Chair to represent the 20 000 - 20 000
Platform
Total, travel 120 000 88 267 31733
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2014
approved 2014

Budget item Brealdown budget expenditure  Balance
Secretariat operating costs

Non-personnel operating 61745 (61745

expenditures (excluding travel)
Total, secretariat operating 61745 (61745
costs
Subtotal 5979770 3007 257 2972513
Programme support costs (8 per cent) 478381 240581 237801
Total cost to the trust fund 6 458151 3247838 3210314
Contribution to working capital reserve (10 per cent) 777747 - 777747
Total cash requirement 7 235898 3247838 3988061

2P-4 UNEP secondment.

P This expenditure relates tmnference servicemsts forthe second seism of the Plenarghargedn 2014

Revised budget for the 2015 financial year

7. By its decisionPBES2/6, the Plenary adopted the budget for the biennium-Zib with
the intention of reviewing it at its third session. Accordingly, table 5 shoaveethised budget for the

2015 financial year.

Table 5
Revised budget for 2015
(United States dollars)

2015
Budget items Initial Revision Revised
1. Meetings of the Platform bodies
1.1Sessions of the Plenary
Travel costs for Plenaigessiorpaticipants (travel/DSA) 480 000 - 480 000
Conference services (translation and editing) 600 000 - 600 000
Plenary reporting services 60 000 - 60 000
Subtotal 1.1, sessions of th&lenary 1140 000 - 1 140 000
1.2Bureau and Multidisciplinary Expert P anel sessions
Travel and meeting costs for participants of Bureau session 103 500 - 103 500
Travel and meeting costs for participaatdMultidisciplinary 240 000 _ 240 000
Expert Panel sessions
Subtotal 1.2, Bureau andMultidisciplinary Expert Pa nel 343 500 i 343 500
1.3Travel costs of the Chair to represent the Platform 20 000 - 20 000
Subtotal 1, meetingsof the Platform bodies 1503 500 i 1503 500
2. Implementation of the work programme
2.10bjective 1: strengthen the capacity andwisalge 1222 500 436 250 1 658 750
foundations of the sciengmlicy interface to implement key
functionsof the Platform
2.20bjective 2: strengthen the scierualicy interface on 2127 500 (256 250) 1871 250
biodiversity and ecosystem services at and across the
subregional, regicad and global levels
2.30bjective 3: strengthen the knowledgelicy interface with 1728 750 (108 750) 1 620 000
regard to thematic and methodological issues
2.4 0Objective 4: communicate and evaluate Platform activitit 361 000 (18 500) 342 500
deliverables and findings
Subtotal 2,implementation of the work programme 5439 750 52 750 5492 500
3. Secretariat
3.1 Personnel
3.1.1 Professional and highecategory
Head of Secretariat @) 283 600 - 283 600

67



IPBES/3/18

68

2015
Budget items Initial Revision Revised
ProgrammeDfficer (P-4) 223100 - 223100
Programme Officer (f)? - - -
Programme Officer () 186 100 - 186 100
Programme Officer (83) 186 100 - 186 100
Associate Programme Officer-® 161 800 - 161 800
Associate Programme Officer-® - 93933 93933
(Entry on duty,9 Sepember2015)
Subtotal 3.1.1, Professional and higher category 1 040 700 93933 1134633
3.1.2 Secretariat:administrative personnel
Administrative support staff member (& 113 000 - 113 000
Administrative support staff memer (G6) - 56 500 56 500
(Entry on duty, 7 July 2015)
Administrative support staff member {& - 56 500 56 500
(Entry on duty, 7 July 2015)
Administrative support staff member {8 113 000 - 113 000
Administrative support staff member (& 113 000 - 113 000
Subtotal 3.1.2,administrative personnel 339 000 113 000 452 000
Subtotal 3.1,personnel 1379 700 206 933 1586 633
3.2 Secretariat: operating costs (noipersonnel)
3.2.1 Travel on official business
Official travel 100 000 - 100 @O
Subtotal 3.2.1 travel on official business 100 000 - 100 000
3.2.2 Staff training
Project management professional training - 10 000 10 000
Umoja and competendyased interviewing staff training - 12 000 12 000
Subtotal 3.2.2 staff training - 22 000 22 000
3.2.3 Equipment and office supplies
Expendable equipment (items under $1,500 each) - 4 500 4 500
Office supplies - 12 000 12 000
Subtotal 3.2.3,equipment and office supplies - 16 500 16 500
3.2.4 Premises
e e ey e o0 asone
Subtotal 3.2.4, premises - 45 000 45 000
3.2.5Printer s, photocopiers and miscellaneous
Operation and maintenance of printers and photocopiers - 5000 5000
éggx?:gﬁgeﬁggdtsgel\f]icc;c;soﬂ Project and four Adobe office - 4000 4000
Subtotal 3.2.5, printers, photocopiers and miscellaneous - 9 000 9 000
3.2.6 Telephone, postage and miscellaneous
Telephone - 20 000 20 000
Postage and miscellaneous - 2000 2000
Subtotal 3.2.6 telephone, postage and miscellaneous - 22 000 22 000
3.2.7Hospitality
Hospitality - 5000 5000
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2015
Budget items Initial Revision Revised
Subtotal 3.2.7 hospitality - 5000 5000
Subtotal 3.2,0perating costs (noRpersonnel) 100 @O 119 500 219 500
Subtotal 3,secretariat (personnel + operating) 1479700 326 433 1806 133
Subtotal, 1+2+3 8 422 950 379 183 8 802 133
Programme support costs (8 per cent) 673 836 30 35 704 171
Total cost to the trust fund 9 096 786 409 518 9 506304
Contribution to working capital reserve (10 per cent) - 20 476 20 476
Total cash requirement 9096 786 429993 9526 779
#P-4 UNEP secondment.
Indicative budget for the biennium 2016 2017
8. In accordance with rule 9 on the budget and rule the financial year and budgeting period
(decision IPBES/7, annex), tablé sets out the indicative budget for the biennium 2Q03.7.
Table6
Indicative budget for the biennium 2016 2017
(United Stateslollars)
Budget items 2016 2017
1. Meetings of he Platform bodies
1.1 Sessions of the Plenary
Travel costs for Plenaigessiorparticipants (travel/DSA) 500 000 500 000
Conference services (translation and editing) 615 000 615 000
Plenary reporting services 65 000 65 000
Subtotal 1.1,sessios of thePlenary 1180 000 1 180 000
1.2Bureau and Multidisciplinary Expert Panel sessions
Travel and meeting costs for participants for 2 Bureau sessions 70 900 106 350
Travel and meeting costs for participants for 2 Panel sessions 240 000 322 5@
Subtotal 1.2, Bureau and Multidisciplinary Expert Panel sessions 310 900 428 850
1.3 Travel costs of the Chair to represent the Platform 25000 25000
Subtotal 1, meetingsof the Platform bodies 1515900 1633 850

2. Implementation of the work programme

2.10bjective 1: strengthen the capacity and knowledge foundations of the 1 147 500 1170 000
sciencepolicy interface to implement key functionthe Platform

2.2 Objective 2: strengthen the scierualicy interface on biodiversity and 2 729750 1383 750
ecosysm services at and across the subregional, regional and global leve

2.30bjective 3: strengthen the knowledgelicy interface with regard to 1461 000 1254 750
thematic and methodological issues

2.4 0Objective 4:communicateand ewaluate Platform activities, deliverables 361 000 359 000
and findings

Subtotal 2,implementation of the work programme 5699 250 4167 500

3. Secretariat
3.1Personnel
3.1.1Professional and highercategory

Head of Secretariat {) 290 700 298 0@
Programme Officer () 228 700 234 400
Programme Officer ()% - -

Programme Officer (i) 190 800 195 600
Programme Officer (i) 190 800 195 600
Associate Programme Officer-@ 165 900 170 000
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Budget items 2016 2017
Associate Programme Officer-@ 165 900 170 @O
Subtotal 3.1.1, Professional and highetategory 1232800 1263 600
3.1.2 Administrative personnel

Administrative support staff member{& 115900 118 800
Administrative support staff member (& 115900 118 800
Administrative support staff ember (G6) 115900 118 800
Administrative support staff member {8 115900 118 800
Administrative support staff member {8 115900 118 800
Subtotal 3.1.2,administrative personnel 579 500 594 000
Subtotal 3.1,personnel 1812 300 1857 600
3.2 Secretariat: operating costs (normersonnel)

3.2.1Travel on official business

Official travel 120 000 120 000
Subtotal 3.2.1 travel on official business 120 000 120 000
3.2.2Staff training

Project management professional training 10 000 -
Umoja and competendyased interviewing staff training - -
Subtotal 3.2.2, staff training 10 000 -
3.2.3Equipment and office supplies

Expendable equipment (items under $1 500 each) 4 500 4 500
Office supplies 12 000 12 000
Subtotal 3.2.3, equipmenand office supplies 16 500 16 500
3.2.4Premises

Contribution to common cost (maintenance of office space, common secu 45 000 45 000
switchboard service, etc.)

Subtotal 3.2.4,premises 45 000 45 000
3.2.5 Printers, photocopiers and miscellan®us

Operation and maintenance of printers and photocopiers 5 000 5 000
Software and other miscellaneous expenses 4 000 4 000
Subtotal 3.2.5 printers, photocopiers and miscellaneous 9 000 9 000
3.2.6Telephone, postage and miscellaneous

Telephone 20 000 20 000
Postage and miscellaneous 2 000 2000
Subtotal 3.2.6,Telephone, postage and miscellaneous 22 000 22 000
3.2.7Hospitality

Hospitality 5000 5000
Subtotal 3.2.7, hospitality 5000 5000
Subtotal 3.2, operating costs (noersonne) 227 500 217 500
Subtotal 3, secretariat (personnel + operating) 2039 800 2075100
Subtotal, 1+2+3 9254950 7876450
Programme support costs (8 per cent) 740 396 630 116
Total cost to the trust fund 9 995 346 8 506 566
Contribution to working cdfal reserve (10 per cent) 126 873 -
Total cash requirement 10122 219 8 506 566

P-4 UNEP secondment.
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VI.

Indicative budget for the 2018 budget period
9. Table7 shows the indicative budget for the year 2018.

Table7
Indicative budget for 2018
(United Satesdollars)

Budget items 2018
1. Meetings of the Platform bodies

1.1 Annual sessions of the Plenary

Travel costs for Plenaisessiorparticipants (travel/DSA) 504 000
Conference services (translation and editing) 630 000
Plenary reporting seices 65 000
Subtotal 1.1, Plenary 1199 000
1.2Bureau and Multidisciplinary Expert Panel sessions

Travel and meeting costs for participants for Bureau session 109 200
Travel and meeting costs for participants for Panel session 330 000
Subtotal 1.2 Bureau and Multidisciplinary Expert Panel sessions 439 200
1.3 Travel costs of the Chair to represent the Platform 30 000
Subtotal 1, meetingsof the Platform bodies 1 668 200
2. Implementation of the work programme

2.1 0bjective 1: strengthen tleapacity and knowledge foundations of the sciquuey 847 500
interface to implement key function$ the Platform

2.2 Objective 2: strengthen the sciermalicy interface on biodiversity and ecosystem 2013 000
services at and across the subregioegional ad global levels

2.3 0bjective 3: strengthen the knowledgelicy interface with regard to thematic and

methodological issues 1110500
2.40bjective 4: communicate and evaluate Platform activities, deliverables and finding 345 000
Subtotal 2, Implementation of the work programme 4 316 000
3. Secretariat

3.1Secretariat personnel

3.1.1Professional and highercategory

Head of Secretariat () 305 400
Programme Officer () 240 300
Programme Officer (f)? -
Programme Officer (1) 200 500
Programme Officer (83) 200 500
Associate Programme Officer-&) 174 300
Associate Programme Officer-&) 174 300
Subtotal 3.1.1, Professional and higher personnel 1295 300
3.1.2 Administrative personnel

Administrative support staff membgs-6) 121 800
Administrative support staff member (& 121 800
Administrative support staff member (& 121 800
Administrative support staff member {& 121 800
Administrative support staff member {& 121 800
Subtotal 3.1.2,administrative personnel 609 000
Subtotal 3.1, personnel 1904 300
3.2Secretariat: operating costs (norpersonnel)

Secretariat travel

3.2.1Travel on official business

Official travel 130 000
Subtotal 3.2.1,travel on official business 130 000
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Budget items 2018

3.2.2Staff training
Project management professional training -
Umoja and competendyased interviewing staff training -

Subtotal 3.2.2 staff training -

3.2.3Equipment and office supplies

Expendable equipment (items underSRD each) 4 500
Office supplies 12 000
Subtotal 3.2.3,equipment and office supplies 16 500

3.2.4Premises
Contribution to common cost (maintenance of office space, common security, switchbc

service, etc.) 45 000
Subtotal 3.2.4,premises 45 000
3.2.5 Printers, photocopiers and miscellan®us

Operation and maintenance of printers and photocopiers 5000
Software and other miscellaneous expenses 4 000
Subtotal 3.2.5,printers, photocopiers and miscellaneous 9 000
3.2.6Telephone, postage and miscellaneous

Telephone 20 000
Postage ath miscellaneous 2 000
Subtotal 3.2.6,telephone, postage and miscellaneous 22 000
3.2.7Hospitality

Hospitality 5000
Subtotal 3.2.7 hospitality 5 000
Subtotal 3.2 operating costs (nonpersonnel) 227 500
Subtotal 3, secretariat (personnel + op&ting) 2131800
Subtotal 1+2+3 8 116 000
Programme support costs (8 per cent) 649 280
Total cost to the trust fund 8 765 280
Contribution to working capital reserve (10 per cent) (925 096)
Total cash requirement 7 840 184

2 P-4 UNEP secondment.
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Decision IPBES3/3: Procedures for the preparation of Platform
deliverables

The Plenary

1. Adoptsthe procedures fahepr epar ati on of the Pl atform’
annexl to the present decisipn

2. Also adoptsthe conflict of interest policy and im@inentation procedures set

out in annexl to the present decision.

Annex |

Procedures for the preparation of Platform deliverables
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1.

1.1

1.2

Definitions
The definitions of terms used in this document are as follows:

Governance structures

“Platform” means t he | nt e4Pdicy Platiorm oreBidiveasity alsiEcosyatene
Services.

i Pl enmeaynds t he Pl anaKking body, compdising all hé members of the Platform.

fi B ur erefeusdo the body of elected membershaf Bureau of the session of the Pleresyset
forth in the rules of praadure for the Plenary of the Platforh.

AMul tidisci pl i nrefarsyo tiesybsdiaty boByaestablisiied by the Plehaty

carries out the scientific and technical functions agreed upon by the Plenary, as articulated in
the functions, operatingrinciples and institutional arrangements of the Platform
(UNEP/IPBES.MI/2/9, annex |, appendix I).

iSession ofmeaares Pdreynaaryddi nary or extraordinary
Deliverables

i R e p omeans the main deliverablektbe Platform, including assessment reports and synthesis
reports, their summaries for policymakers and technical summaries, technical papers and
technical guidelines.

i As s e ss me nare pubksiped assessients of scientific, technical and socimeicossues
that take intaccount different approachessions and knowledge systems, including global
assessments of biodiversity and ecosystem services, regional and subregional assessments of
biodiversity and ecosystem services with a defined geograjgtope, and thematic or
methodological assessments based on the standard or ttradkstpproach. They are to be
composed of two or more sections includagsummary for policymakersinoptional
technical summargndindividual chapters and their esutive summaries.

=13

Sy nt he s isyntheszeand integrate materials drawing from assessment reports, are written
in a nontechnical style suitable for policymakers and address a broad range ofnetdicgnt
questions. They are to be composed af s$sctionsa summary for policymakersinda full
report.

=t

Summary f or [3adcompoyentaflareepost providing a policyelevant but not
policy-prescriptive summary of that report.

=t

Techni cal isalengentetailgdoand specialiaeztsion of the material contained in the
summary for policymakers.

=13

Tec hni c adre bgsadpe thesmaterial contained in the assessment reports and are prepared
on topics deemed important by the Plenary.

=13

Suppor ti nigmaadl that hasabeerepared for the Platform anthy include the
following:

€) Dialogue reports based on the material generated by discussions, which may include
intercultural and intescientific dialogue, at the regional and subregional levels, among members of
academic,ndigenous peoples, local and civil society organizations and which take into account the
different approachewisions and knowledge systems that exist as well as the various views and
approaches to sustainable development;

(b) Reports and proceedings of wankps and expert meetings that are either
commissioned or supported by the Platform;

(c) Software or databases that facilitate th

(d) Policy-relevant tools and methodologies that facilitate the preparation or tise of
Pl atform’s reports;

(e) Guidance materials (guidance notes and guidance documents) that assist in the
preparation of comprehensive and scientifically sound Platform reports and technical papers.

74

19 PBES/1/12, annex |.
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1.3

3.1

Clearance processes

AVal i daft itome& P lodstisfa@rocess By whiah the Multidisciplinary Expert Panel and

the Bureau provide their endorsement that the processes for the preparation of Platform reports
have been duly followed.

AAcceptiobandtcéde

Pl

atform’s

but nevertheless presents a comprehensive and balanced view of the subject matter.

“Adoption”

of

AAppr ofaltdh e

inPrel

relevant regional representatives at a session of the Plenary, and such reports will then be
furtherreviewed and may be accepted, adopted and approved by the Plenary as a whole.

mi nary

t he

Pl

Pl at fomessof secticbyasgrton (ansl noi liswy-ine)p r
endorsement, as describedsgction 3.9at a session of the Plenary.

atform’s
to detailed, lineby-line discusion and agreement by consensus at a session of the Plenary.

summar i

es

for

r e p agnifiesthatthie material Bas 8ot 0 n
been subjected to sectiy-section or lineby-line discussion and agreement by the Plenary

(0]

policymak

accept an cdoregioaatirepprts wilbbe unaertakensdyptpber o v a |

Acceptance, adoption and approval are done by consensus.

Over vi

e w

of

c |

earance

processes

for

The various deliverables as defined in sectiorate2subject, as appropriate, to different levels of
formal endorsement. These levels are described in terms of acceptance, adoption and approval, as
defined in section 1, as follows:

(a)

approves i
“‘approval

(b)

(©)

In general, Platform reports are accepted and their summaries for paitiessrare
approved by consensus by the Plenary. Technical summaries are accepted by the Plenary. Regional

and subregional reports and their summaries for policymakers are preliminarily accepted and approved
by the relevant regional representatives of tlem&y and subsequently accepted and approved by the
Plenary. In the case of the synthesis report, the Plenary adopts the full report, section by section, and

t s
Wi

”

summary

be

for
ncl

uded

i n

policymakers.
t he

Pl

The

atform’

Technical papers are not accepted, approved or adopted by the Plenary, but are
finalized by the authors in consultation with the Multidisciplinary Expert Panel, which performs the
role of an ditorial board;

Supporting materials are not accepted, approved or adopted.

Clearance processes for Platform deliverables

t

d
S

Platform deliverables

Validation

Acceptance

Adoption

Approval

= —a —a -

Assessments

Thematic and methodological assessment rep:

(basedbn standard or fagtack approach)

Thematic and methodological assessment SPI

(based on standard or fasack approach)

Regional/subregional assessment reports

Regionalsubregional assessment SPMs
Global assessment reports
Global assessment SPMs

Synthesis reports
Synthesis SPMs

Technical summaries

Technical papers

Supporting materials

MEP/Bureau

MEP/Bureau

MEP/Bureau
MEP/Bureau
MEP/Bureau
MEP/Bureau
MEP/Bureau
MEP/Bureau
MEP/Bureau
MEP/Bureau
MEP/Bureau

Plenary
N/A

Plenary
N/A
Plenary
N/A
N/A
N/A
Plenary

Authors and MEP

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A

Plenary

N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A

N/A
Plenary

N/A
Plenary
N/A
Plenary
N/A
Plenary
N/A
N/A
N/A

Abbreviations MEP, Multidisciplinary Expert Panel; N/A, not applicable; SPM, summary for policymakers.

Procedu e s

for

t he

preparat.i

on

Standard approach for thematic or methodological assessments

@)

Consistent with decision IPBES/1/3 the requests, inputs and suggestions received by

of

t he

Pl

the secretariat will be considered and prioritibgdhe Multidisciplinary Expert Panel and the Bureau,

75
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in accordance with paragraphs 7 and 9 of decision IPBES/1/3; this process may include an initial
scoping, including feasibility and estimated cost;

(b) The Multidisciplinary Expert Panel and the Bureau piltpare a report containing a
prioritized list of requests, with an analysis of the scientific and policy relevance of the requests as
referred to in paragraph 7 of decision IPBES/1/3, including the implications of the requests for the
Pl at f or m’grammeg and kesoprcegequirements;

(c) Should the Multidisciplinarfgxpert Panel and the Bureau conclude that additional
scoping is required to complete the prioritization of certain requests, the Multidisciplinary Expert
Panel will submit a proposal to thatceto the Plenary for consideration and decision together with the
list and analysis referred to in subparagraph (b) above;

(d) If the Plenary approves detailed scoping, it will then need to decide whether to request
the Multidisciplinary Expert Panelto subrait det ai | ed scoping study for
decision to proceed with an assessment or whether instead to request the Multidisciplinary Expert
Panel to proceed with an assessment, with an agreed budget and timetable, following the completion
of the detailed scoping study;

(e) If the Plenary approves the issue for detailed scoping, the Multidisciplinary Expert
Panel, through the secretariat, will request nominations from Governments and invite relevant
stakeholder? to present names of experts to assith the scoping. The secretaniil compile the
lists of nominations, which will be made available to Multidisciplinary Expert Panel;

)] The MultidisciplinaryExpert Panebill then select experts from the lists of
nominations, of which experts selecfeaim those presented by relevant stakeholders should not
exceed twenty pasent, and then oversee the detailed scoping, including outline, costs and feasibility;

(9) If the Plenary has requested the Multidisciplinary Expert Panel to proceed to an
assessmenthé detailed scoping report is sent to members of the Platform for review and comment
over a fourweek period and made available on the Platform website;

(h) Based on the results tife detailed scoping exercise and comments received from
members of the Platfor and other stakeholders, the Multidisciplinary Expert Panel and the Bureau
decide whether to proceed with the assessment, assumingctrabé conducted within the budget
and timetable approved by the Plenary. If however, the Panel and the Bureaudedhat the
assessment should not go forward, they will so inform the Plenary for its review and decision;

0] If the decision is to proceed with the assessment, the Multidisciplinary Expert Panel
request nominations from Governments and ingitelevant steeholders to present names of experts
to contribute to the preparation of the report;

0] The Multidisciplinary Expert Panel selsthe report cechairs, coordinating lead
authors, lead authors and review editors using the selection cf#eciion 3.6.2jrom the lists of
nominations, of which experts selected from those presented by relevant stakeholders should not
exceed twenty per cent;

(k) The report cechairs, coordinating lead authors and lead authors prepare the first draft
of the report;

0] The first draftof the report is peer reviewed by experts in an open and transparent
process;

(m)  The report cechairs, coordinating lead authors and lead authors prepare the second
draft of the report and the first draft of the summary for policymakers under the guiddheeeview
editors and théultidisciplinary Expert Panel;

(n) The second draft of the report and the first draft of the summary for policymakers are
reviewed concurrently by both Governments and experts in an open and transparent process;

(0) The report cechars, coordinating lead authors and lead authors prepare final drafts of
the report and the summary for policymakers under the guidance of the review editors and the
Multidisciplinary Expert Panel;

2n the context of these procedures, relevant stakeholders are qualified national, regional and international
scientific organizations, centres of excellence and institutions known for their work and expertise, including
expertsonindgnous and | ocal knowledge on issues related
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3.2

(p) The summary for policymakers is translated into the sixiaffianguages of the
UnitedNations and prior to distribution is checked for accuracy by the experts involved in the
assessments;

(@) The final drafts of the report and the summary for policymakers are sent to
Governments for final review and made availabidlee Platform website;

n Governments are strongly encouraged to submit written comments to the secretariat at
least two weeks prior to any session of the Plenary;

(s) The Plenary reviews and may accept the report and approve the summary for
policymakers.

Fast-track approach for thematic and methodological assessments

(@) Consistent with decisiolPBES/1/3 the requests, inputs and suggestions for
assessments, including those specifically requested fetréast treatment, received by the secretariat
will be cansidered and prioritized by the Multidisciplinary Expert Panel and the Bureau in accordance
with paragraphs 7 and 9 of decision IPBES/1/3; this process may include an initial scoping, including
feasibility and estimated cost;

(b) The Multidisciplinary Expert Bnel and the Bureau will prepare a report containing a
prioritized list of assessments to be developed using-dréast approach, with an analysis of the
scientific and policy relevance of the requests as referred to in paragraph 7 of decision IPBES/1/3,
including the implications of the requests for
requirements;

(©) If the Multidisciplinary Expert Panel and Bureau agree that the Plenary mayatieem
issueto be an important issue for fasack assessment, the Parielconjunction with the Bureau,
identifies a small team of experts to assist the Panel in scoping the proposed issue, including feasibility
and cost;

(d) The Plenary reviews the scoping and decides whether to approve or reject the
undertaking of the fadtack assessmesitThe Plenary based on the advidehe Panel may also
decide that a fadtack approach involving a robust review procedure is appropriatetdpic given
the level of complexity of the issue concerned. If the Plenary does not apprdastttnacking ofan
assessment it can be considered under the standard approach;

(e) If the Plenary approvesnissue for fastrack assessment, the Multidisciplinary Expert
Panel will request nominations from Governments and invite relevant stakeRbld@resent names
of experts to contribute to the preparation of the report based on the scope developed during the
Multidisciplinary Expert Panel scoping exercise;

) The Multidisciplinary Expert Panel will select the reporiat@irs, coordinating lead
authors lead authors and review editors using the selection cr{g@ion 3.6.2) from the lists of
nominations, of which experts selected from those presented by relevant stakeholders should not
exceed twenty per cent;

(9) The report cechairs, coordinating leaauthors and lead authors prepare first drafts of
the report and the summary for policymakers;

(h) The first drafts of the report and the summary for policymakers are reviewed by
Governments and experts in an open and transparent process;

0] The report cechairs,coordinating lead authors and lead authors revise the first drafts
of the report and the summary for policymakers with the guidance of the review editors and the
Multidisciplinary Expert Panel;

)] The summary for policymakers is translated into the sixiafflanguages of the
United Nations and prior to distribution is checked for accuracy by the experts involved in the
assessments;

(K) The final drafts of the report and the summary for policymakers are sent to
Governments for final review and made availabidite Platform website;

0] ThePlenary reviews and may accept the report and approve the summary for
policymakers.

2 |bid.
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3.3

Approach for regional, subregional or global assessments

(@) Consistent with decisiolPBES/1/3 the requests, inputs and suggestions receywed
the secretariat will be considered and prioritized by the Multidisciplinary Expert Panel and the Bureau
in accordance with paragraphs 7 and 9 of decision IPBES/1/3; this process may include an initial
scoping, including feasibility and estimated cost;

(b) The Multidisciplinary Expert Panel and the Bureau will prepare a report containing a
prioritized list of requests, with an analysis of the scientific and policy relevance of the requests as
referred to in paragraph 7 of decision IPBES/1/3, including théidatjpns of the requests for the
Pl atform s work programme and resource requirert

(c) Should the Multidisciplinary Expert Panel and the Bureau conclude that additional
scoping is required to complete the prioritization of certain requests, the Muftiotiacy Expert
Panel will submit a proposal to that end to the plenary for consideration and decision together with the
list and analysis referred to in subparagraph (b) above;

(d) The Plenary reviews the initial scoping and decides to approve or reject the
undertaking of a detailed scoping of one or more of the proposed assessments;

(e) If the Plenary approvesnissue for a detailed scoping, the Multidisciplinary Expert
Panel, through the secretariat, will request nominations from Governments and invite relevant
stakeholderSto present names of experts to assist with the scoping. For regional and subregional
assessments emphasis is placed on expertise dowell as relevant tthe geographic region under
consideration. The secretanail compile the lists bnominations, which will be made available to
the Multidisciplinary Expert Panel;

) The Multidisciplinary Expert Pan&lill then select experts from the lists of
nominations, of which experts selected from those presented by relevant stakeholders should not
exceed twenty per cent. For regional and subregional assessments, the Panel will, in particular, take
into account the views of the Panel members from the relevant regions as well as those with
experience with the geographic region under consideration;

(9) The Multidisciplinary Expert Panel and the Bureau oversee a detailed scoping,
including outline, costs and feasibility;

(h) The detailed scoping report is sent to the secretariat for distribution to Governments
and experts in an open and transparent proceseff@ideration at the following session of the
Plenary; if the Plenary decides, based on the detailed scoping report, to approve the preparation of the
report, the Multidisciplinary Expert Panel will request nominations from Governments and invite
relevantstakeholders to present names of experts to contribute to the preparation of the report;

0] The Multidisciplinary Expert Panel will select the reporiat@irs, coordinating lead
authors, lead authors and review editors using the selection cf#teciion 36.2) from the lists of
nominations, of which experts selected from those presented by relevant stakeholders should not
exceed twenty per cent. The Multidisciplinary Expert Panel will, in particular, take into account the
views of the Panel members fronetrelevant region as well as those with experience with the
geographic region under consideration;

()] The report cechairs, coordinating lead authors and lead authors prepare the first draft
of the report;

(k) The first draft of the report is peer reviewed byextpin an open and transparent
process. The review of regional and subregional reports will emphasize the use of expertise from, as
well as relevant to, the geographic regionder consideration;

0] The report cechairs, coordinating lead authors and leathars prepare the second
draft of the report and the first draft of the summary for policymakers with the guidance of the review
editors and the Multidisciplinary Expert Panel;

(m)  The second draft of the report and the first draft of the summary for pokeymare
reviewed concurrently by both Governments and experts in an open and transparent process;

(n) The report cechairs, coordinating lead authors and lead authors prepare the final drafts
of the report and the summary for policymakers with the guidantteeatview editors and the
Multidisciplinary Expert Panel;

2 |pid.
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3.4

(0) The summary fopolicymakers is translated into the six official languages of the
United Nations and prior to distribution is checked for accuracy by the experts involved in the

assessments;

(P) The final drafts of the report and the summary for policymakers are sent to
Governments for final review and made available on the Platform website;

(@) Governments are strongly encouraged to submit written comments on the final draft of
the summary for policymaks at least two weeks prior to any session of the Plenary;

n The Plenary reviews and may accept the report and approve the summary for

policymakers.

Scoping for Platform deliverables

Scoping is the process which the Platform will define the scope atgective of a deliverable and
the informatiorandhuman and financial requirements to achiewstbjective. There are three types
of scoping process, of varying complexity

(@) Presscoping is thexamination opreliminary scoping material, usually providey
the body making the original request for assessment;

(b) Initial scoping is a scoping process carried out by the Multidisciplinary Expert Panel
(for scientific issues) and the Bureau (for administrative issues); it is obligatory before any proposal
maybe considered by the Plenary;

(c) Full scoping is a detailed scoping process, overseen by the Multidisciplinary Expert
Panel, involving a scoping workshop with the experts selected by the Panel

(i)

(ii)

The scoping process should include the following scientific edldnical
elements:

a.

Main issues related to biodiversity and ecosystem services to be covered by
the assessment or other activities in relation to the Platform functions and
its conceptual framework;

Main policy questions and users that might be addressedgih the
assessment or other activities;

Rationale and timelinegx the activity and how it will contribute to other
processes or decisions;

Possible constituent chapters for any assessment report and the scope of
each chapter;

Any known significant limiations in the existing knowledge that will
hinder undertaking the assessment;

Potential additional activities and outputs that could be derived from an
assessment and undertaken to support other functions of the Platform (e.g.,
capacitybuilding, policy sipport, etc.);

Evidence of the integration of the four Platform functions, e.g., scoping an
assessment shoulabk not only at existing knowledge and knowledge
gaps, but also at existing capacity and capdmifjding gaps and

potentially at policy suppotbols and methodologies as well;

Methodologies to be used;
Geographic boundaries of the assessment;

List of scientific disciplines, types of expertise and knowledge needed to
carry out the assessment

Procedural or administrative elements to be incorpdrat the scoping process
might include:

a.
b.

Overall activity schedule and milestones;

Operational structures that might be necessary, and the roles and
responsibilities of the various entities to be involved, including the
identification of strategic partneins delivering the activityand the means
by which the procedures for the implementation of the work programme

79



IPBES/3/18

will be carried out to ensure effective peer review, quality assurance and
transpareng,

c. Estimated costs of the activity and potential sourédésraling, including
from the Platform trust fund and other sources, as appropriate;

d. Capacitybuilding interventions that may be required to deliver the activity,
which might be included as activities in the general report delivery plan

e. Communicatiog andoutreach activities that might be appropriate for the
specific deliverable, including for the identification of gaps in knowledge
and for policy support;

f.  Consideration of data and information management for assessments;

(d) The 1ull scoping is presented the Plenary for its consideration. The Plenanyl then
decide whether or not to proceed with the preparation of the report.

Each of t lglebalPrégmralfandrsubiegional assessment reports, thematic and

methodological assessment reports and ggigtreports, as defined in section 1 of these procedures,
should, except for those assessments approved for theafasiprocess, be preceded by a full scoping
exercise approved by the Plenary to deneansap t he
implementation, as appropriate.

In some instances, a fasack approach to scoping may be considered appropriate for thematic or
methodological assessments where a demand for pelieyant information is deemed appropriate by
the Plenary. Tl would involve undertaking the assessment on the sole basis of an initial scoping
exercise, based on prior approval of the scoping by the Plenary.

3.5 General procedures for preparing Platform reports

In the case of assessment reports and synthesids:eqgqort cechairs, coordinating lead authors,

lead authors, reviewers and review editors of chapter teams are required to deliver technically and
scientifically balanced assessments. Authors should use language that expresses the diversity of the
scientfic, technical and socioeconomic evidence, based on the strength of the evidence and the level
of agreement on its interpretation and implications in the literature. Thus guidance on tackling
uncertaintiewill be developedy the Multidisciplinary ExperPanel. Assessments should be based

on publicly available and peeeviewed literature, as well as reports and other materials, including
indigenous and local knowledge, which is not published in thereg&wed literature but is available

to experts andeviewers.

The working language of assessment meetings will normally be English. Subregional and regional
assessment reports may be produced in the most relevant of tifiic&klanguages of the

United Nations. All summaries for policymakers presete the Plenary will be made available in the
six official languages of the Unitddations and checked for accuracy prior to distribution by the
experts involved in the assessments.

The review process for Platform reports will generally comprise thrgesta

(a) Review by experts in an open and transparent manner of Platform reports;

(b) Review by Governments and experts in an open and transparent manner of Platform
reports and summaries for policymakers;

(c) Review by Governments of summaries for policymakergaarsynthesis reports.

The Multidisciplinary Expert Panel and Bureau will ensure that the reports are scoped, prepared and
peerreviewed in accordance with the present procedures.

The Multidisciplinary Expert Panel and the Bureau will assist the authersstge that the summary
for policymakers includes the appropriate polielevant materials.

The report cechairs and the Multidisciplinary Expert Panel will be responsible for ensuring that
proper review of the material occurs in a timely manner asnedtiinsections 3.1 and 3.3 for the
standard approach to thematic and methodological assessments and regional, sililoregjimval
assessments and section 3.2 for thetfask approach to assessments.

Expert review should normally be allocated up tgheiveeks, but not less than six weeks, except by
decision of the Multidisciplinary Expert Panel. Government and expert reviews should not be
allocated less than eight weeks, except by decision of the Bureau and Multidisciplinary Expert Panel
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(e.g., six weks for a fastrack assessment). All written review comments by experts and
Governments will be made available on the Platform website during the review process.

The following wild.l be made avail abl e epancehe Pl ¢
by the Plenary and the finalization of a report or technical paper:

€) Drafts of Platform reports and technical papers that have been submitted for formal
expert and/or government review;

(b) Government and expert review comments;
(c) Author responses thibse comments.

The Platform considers its draft reports, prior to their acceptance, adoption and approval by the
Plenary, to be provided in confidence to reviewers and to be not for public distribution, quotation or
citation.

3.6 Preparation of reports

3.6.1  Compilation of lists of potential report co-chairs, coordinating lead authors, lead authors,
review editors and of governmermtdesignated national focal points

The MultidisciplinaryExpert Panel, through the Platform secretariat, will request nomisaftiom
Governments and invite relevant stakeholders to present names of experts to act as potential
coordinating lead authors, lead authors or review editors to participate in the preparation af report

The tasks and responsibilities of reportatmirs, coordinating lead authors, lead authors, review
editors and governmexesignated national focal points are outlined in annex | to the present
procedures. To facilitate the nomination of experts and later review of reports by Governments,
Governments stuld designate Platform national focal points responsible for liaising with the
secretariat.

3.6.2 Selection of report cechairs, coordinating lead authors, lead authors and review editors

Report cechairs, coordinating lead authors, lead authors aridwesditors are selected by the
Multidisciplinary Expert Panel from the lists of nominations, of which experts selected from those
presented by relevant stakeholders should not exceed twenty per cent.

The composition of the group of coordinating lead argtand lead authors for a given chapter, report

or summary should reflect the range of scientific, technical and socioeconomic views and expertise;
geographical representation, with appropriate representation of experts from developing and developed
counties and countries with economies in transition; the diversity of knowledge systems that exist;

and gender balance. The Multidisciplinary Expert Panel will inform the Plenary on the selection
process and the extent to which the abmeantioned consideratis were achieved therein, and on the
persons appointed to the positions of repoftieairs, coordinating lead authors, lead authors and

review editors for the various chapters. Every effort should be made to engage experts from the
relevant regioaon theauthor teams for chapters that deal with specific regions, but experts from other
regionsmaybe engaged when they can provide an important contributianaesessment.

The coordinating lead authors and lead authors selected by the Multidisciplinany Eapel may
enlist other experts as contributing authors to assist with the work.

3.6.3  Preparation of draft report s

The preparation ahe first draft of a report should be undertaken by repedhairs, coordinating
lead authors and lead authorseTreport cechairs, through the secretariat, should make available
information on the topics to be covered by the assessment and the time frame for contributing
materials.

Experts who wish to contribute material for consideration in the first draft skabluit it directly to

the lead authors. Such contributions should be supported as far as possible with references from the
peerreviewed and internationally available literature as well as with copies of any unpublished
material cited and outputs derivifrtgm indigenous and local knowledge. Clear indications of how to
access such material should be included in the contributions. For material available in electronic
format only, the location where such material may be accessed and a soft copy of suahshatéd

be sent to the secretariat for archiving.

Lead authors will work on the basis of these contributions as well as theepesved and

internationally available literature. Unpublished material, and outputs deriving from indigenous and

local knowedge, may be used in assessments, provided that their inclusion is fully justified in the
context of the Platform s assessment process ar
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3.6.4

3.64.1

3.6.4.2

82

materials will need to be made availafidethe review process aribeir sources identified by the
report cechairs, who will ensure that appropriate knowledge and data safeguards are in place.

Procedures, approachasd participatory processes for working witkdigenous and local knowledge

systems will be developedbyh e Pl at form’s Task Force on | ndi gc¢
consideration by the Plenary at is fourth session. Preliminary guidelarepresented and reviewed

at the third session of the Plenary in order to inform the various assessments aorptyate the

lessons learned in fulfilling deliverable 1 (c)tbéwork programme for 201£2018.Detailed

guidelines for the use of literature in Platform assessméhtse developed by the Multidisciplinary

Expert Panel for consideration by the Platicat itsfourth session.

In preparing the first draft of a report and at subsequent stages of revision after review, lead authors
should clearly identify disparate views for which there is significant scientific, technical or
socioeconomic support, togethwith the relevant arguments. Sources of uncertainty should be clearly
identified, listed and quantified where possible. The implications for deaisaing of the findings,
including knowledge gaps, contrasting evidence and minority opinions, shoeiglbetly discussed.
Technical summaries will be prepared, if deemed necessary by the Multidiscifizest Panel,

under the leadership of the Panel.

Review

Three principlesgovernhe r evi ew process: firstentthelest Pl at f o
possible scientific, technical and socioeconomic advice and be as balanced and comprehensive as
possible. Second, as many experts as possible should be involved in the review process, ensuring
representation of independent experts (i.e., éxpet involved in the preparation of the chapteey

are to review) from all countries. Third, the review process should be balanced, open and transparent
and record the response to each review comment.

The Multidisciplinary Expert Panel should nornyadlelect two review editors per chapter (including
for the chapter’s executive summary) and per t e
experts nominated as described in section 3.6.2.

Review editors should not be involved as authors oevesis of material for which they will act as
review editos. Review editors should be selected from among nominees from developed and

developing countries and countries with economies in transitibin a balanced representation of

scientific, technical ad socioeconomic expertise.

Report cechairs should arrange a comprehensive review of reports in each review phase, seeking to
ensure complete coverage of all content. Sections of a report that deal wittsisslags$o issues
addressed inther reportshould be crosshecked through the relevant authors and repechedrs.

First review (by experts)

The first draft of aeport should be circulated by the Multidisciplinary Expert Panel through the
secretariat for review.

Governments should betified of the commencemeat the first review process. The first draft of a
report should be sent by the secretariat to governaesignated national focal points for information
purposes. A full list of reviewers should be made available on th@Rlath’ s websi t e.

The secretariat should make available to reviewers on request during the review process any specific
material referenced in the document being reviewed that is not available in the interlyational
published literature.

Expert reviewers shddi provide thé&@ comments to the appropriate leadhaus through the
secretariat.

Second review (by Governments, expertén an open and transparent manner)

The second draft of the report and the first draft of the summary for policymakerd koul

distributed concurrently by the Platform secretariat to Governments through the government
designated national focal points, the Bureau of the Plenary, the Multidisciplinary Expert Panel and the
report cochairs, coordinating lead authors, lead awghoontributing authors and expert reviewers.

Government focal points should be notified of the commencement of the second review process some
six to eight weeks in advance. Governments should send one integrated set of comments for each
report to the seetariat through their governmedeésignated national focal points. Experts should

send their comments for each report to the secretariat.
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3.6.4.3

3.7

3.8

Preparation of a final draft of a report

The preparation dod final draft of a report that reflects commemade by Governmentndexperts,

for submission to the Plenary for acceptast®uld be undertaken by reportduairs, coordinating
lead authors and lead authors in consultation with the review editors. If necessary, the
Multidisciplinary Expert Panel erking with authors, review editors and reviewers can try to resolve
areas of major differences of opinion.

Reports should describe different, possitiytroversial, scientific, technical and socioeconomic
views on a given subject, particularly if theyaelevant to the policy debate. The final draft of a
report should credit all report athairs, coordinating lead authors, lead authors, contributing authors,
reviewers and review editors and other contributors, as appropriate, by name and affilittioenalt

of the report.

Acceptance of reports by the Plenary

Reports presented for acceptance at sessions of the Plenary are the full scientific, technical and
socioeconomic assessment reports. The subject matter of these reports shall conforenrts thie
reference and to the workplan approved by the Plenary or the Multidisciplinary Expert Panel as
requested. Reports to be accepted by the Plenary will have undergone review by Governments and
experts. The purpose of these reviews is to ensuré&ihagports present a comprehensive and
balanced view of the subjects they cover. While the large volume and technical detail of this material
places practical limitations upon the extent to which changes to the repyte made at sessions of
thePlenay, “acceptance” signifies the view of the
content of the chapters is the responsibility of the coordinating lead authors and is subject to Plenary
acceptance. Other than grammatical or minor editorial @srajter acceptance by the Plenary only
changes required to ensure consistency with the summary for policymakers shall be accepted. Such
changes shall be identified by the lead author in writing and submitted to the Plenary at the time it is
asked to apmve the summary for policymakers.

Reports accepted by the Plenary should be formally and prominently described on the front and other
introductory covers as a report accepted by the Intergovernmental SEielimePlatform on
Biodiversity and Ecosystem féces.

Preparation and approval of summaries for policymakers

Summaries for policymakefer global, regional, subregional and thematic and methodological
assessments should be subject to simultaneous review by Governments and experts. Writtatscomme
by Governments on revised disshould be submitted to the secretariat through the
governmendesignated national focal poifitbefore final approval by the Plenary. Regional

summaries for policymakers should, as a preliminary step, be approvedringsbective regional
members of the Platform prior to further review and approval by the Plenary.

Responsibility for preparing first drafts and revised drafts of summaries for policymakers lies with the
report cachairs and an appropriate representatibcoordinating lead authors and lead authors,
overseen by the Multidisciplinary Expert Panel and the Bureau. The summaries for policymakers
should be prepared concurrently with the main reports.

The first review of a summary for policymakers will takegal@uring the same period as the review
of the second draft of a report by Governments and experts in an open and transparent manner.

The final draft of a summary for policymakers will be circulated for a final round of comments by
Governments in prepaiah for the session of the Plenary at which it will be considered for approval.

Approval of a summary for policymakers signifies that it is consistent with the factual material
contained in the full scientific, technical and socioeconomic assessmertegcoghe Plenary.

Report cechairsand coordinating lead authors should be present at sessions of the Plenary at which

the relevant summary for policymakers is to be considered in order to ensure that changes made by the
Plenary to the summary are castent with the findings in the main report. The summaries for
policymakers should be formally and prominently described as sapfdtte Intergovernmental
SciencePolicy Platform on Biodiversity and Ecosystem Services.

23 Until such time as Governments have designated national focal points, the secretariat will send all
communications to existing government catsa
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3.9 Preparation, approval and adopion of synthesis reports by the Plenary

Synthesis reportthat are approved and adopted by the Plenary provide a synthesis of assessment
reports and other reports as decided by the Plenary.

Synthesis reports integrate materials contained in the assesspams. They should be written in a
nontechnical style suitable for policymakers and address a broad range ofrptdiegnt questions as
approved by the Plenary. A synthesis report comprises two sedismsimary for policymakersnd
afull report.

The Multidisciplinary Expert Panel will agree on the composition of the writing team, which could
consist, as appropriate, of reportduairs, coordinating lead authors, and Panel and Bureau members.
In selecting the writing team for a synthesis repmohsideration should be given to the importance of

the full range of scientific, technical and socioeconomic views and expertise; appropriate geographical
representation; representation of the diversity of knowledge systems; and gender balance. Those
Bureas and Panel members with appropriate knowledge who are not authors will act as review editors.

The Chair of the Plenary will provide information to the Plenary on the selection process, including
the application of the selection criteria for participatom any other considerations. An approval and
adoption procedure will allow the Plenary at its sessions to approve the summary for policymakers on
a line-by-line basis and ensure that the summary for policymakers and the full report of the synthesis
reportare consistent artthatthe synthesis report is consistent with the underlying assessment reports
from which the information has been synthesized and integrated.

Step 1: The full repor30-50 pages) and the summary for policymakerd (Bpages) of theyathesis
report are prepared by the writing team.

Step 2: The full report and the summary for policymakers of the synthesis report undergo simultaneous
review by Governments and experts.

Step 3: The full report and the summary for policymakers of the asistheport are revised by the
report cachairs and lead authors with the assistance of the review editors.

Step 4: The revised drafts of the full report and the summary for policymakers of the synthesis report
are submitted to Governments and observearizgtions eight weeks before a session of the Plenary.

Step 5: The full report and the summary for policymakers of the synthesis report are submitted for
discussion by the Plenary:

€) At its session, the Plenary will provisionally approve the summargdticymakers on
a line-by-line basis

(b) The Plenary will then reviewnd adopt the full report of the synthesis report on a
sectionby-section basis in the following manner:

0] When changes ithe full report of the synthesis report are requiretheeifor

the purpose of conforming to the summary for policymakers or to ensure consistency
with the underlying assessment reports, the Plenary and the authors will note where
such changes are required to ensure consistency in tone and;content

(i) The auhors of the full report of the synthesis report will then make the
required changes to the report, which will be presented for consideration by the
Plenary for review and possible adoption of the revised sections on a g®etion
section basis. If furthénconsistencies are identified by the Plenary, the full report of
the synthesis report will be further refined by its authors with the assistance of the
review editordor subsequent review on a sectioyrsection basis and possible
adoption by the Plenary

(c) The Plenary will, as appropriate, adopt the final text of the full report of the synthesis
report and approve the summary for policymakers

The synthesis report consisting of the full report and the summary for policymakers should be formally
and praoninently described as a report of the Intergovernmental Scieoliey Platform on
Biodiversity and Ecosystem Services.

3.10  Addressing possible errors

The review processes descrilmzbve should ensure that errors are eliminated well before the
publicaton of Platform reports and technical papers. However, if a reader of an accepted Platform
report, approved summary for policymakers or finalized technical paper finds a possible error (e.g., a
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miscalculation or a factual inaccuracy) the issue shoulddugght to the attention of the secretariat,
which will implement the following process for error correction.

Error correction. The secretariat will in the first instance ask the repoxthars to investigate and

rectify the possible error in a timely mer, reporting back to the secretariat on the conclusion. If the
report cochairs find that an error has been made, the secretariat will notify the Multidisciplinary
Expert Panel cehairs who will decide on the appropriate remedial action in consuitatith the

report cechairs. Appropriate remedial action may include an assessment of the implications of the
errorandthe publication of a provisional correction and an accompanying assessment of the impact of
the error on theeport and/or itsummary br policymakers, to be made available on Biatform

website. The correction would be subject to consideration and ratification by the Plenary at its next
session. Any correction to the report that is required must be made without undue delay. If & remed
action is deemed necessary, a written justification from the repaftaios (upon advice from the
Multidisciplinary Expert Panel cohairs and the secretariat) must be provided to the claimant and the
Plenary.

Clearance processes for technicalgpers

Technical paperare prepared on scientific, technical and socioeconomic issues that are deemed
appropriate by the Plenary. Such papers are:

(a) Based solely upon material referenced or contained in the accepted and approved
assessment reports;

(b) On topicsagreed upon by the Plenary;

(©) Prepared by a team of lead authors, including a reparhai, selected by the
Multidisciplinary Expert Panel in accordance with the provisions set oyipearalix! to the present
procedureson the selection of report admairs, lead authors and coordinating lead authors;

(d) Submitted in draft form for simultaneous review by Governments and experts at least
six weeks before their comments are due;

(e) Revised by the report ethairs and lead authors on the basis of comments relceive
from Governments and experts, with the assistance of at least two review editors per technical paper
who are selected in accordance with the procedures for selestiegy editors for assessment reports
and synthesis reports set out in section 3.6.2camy out their roles adescribedn section 5 of
appendk | to the present procedures;

) Submitted in revised form to Governments and experts for their review at least four
weeks before their comments are due;

(9) Finalized by the report echairs and lead dloors, in consultation with the
Multidisciplinary Expert Panel functioning as an editorial board, based on the comments received.

If necessary, with guidance from the Multidisciplinary Expert Panel, a technical paper may include in
a footnote the differig views expressed in comments submitted by Governments during their final
review of the document if these are not otherwise adequately reflected in the paper.

The following guidelines should be used in interpreting requirement (a) above. The scientific,
technical and socioeconomic information in technical papers shall be derived from:

@ The text of Platform assessment reports and the portions of material in cited studies
that such reports were based on;

(b) Relevant scientific models and their assummiand scenarios based on scientific,
technical and socioeconomic assumptions as were used to provide information in the assessment
reports.

Technical papershall reflect the range of findings set out in the assessment reports and support and/or
explain he conclusions drawn in the reports. Information in the technical papers should, as far as
possible, include references to the relevant subseaifdhe relevant assessment repartd other

related material.

Sources and consequences of uncertainty dhmikexplicitly delineated, and quantified where
possible. The implications of knowledge gaps and uncertainty for decrg&ing should be
discussed.

Technical papers are publicly available and each should contain a prominent declaration that it is a
tecical paper of the Intergovernmental Sciefmdicy Platform on Biodiversity and Ecosystem
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Services and, as such, has undergone expert and government review but has not been considered by
the Plenary for formal acceptance or approval.

5.  Platform supporting material
This section refert supporting material as definedsection 1.2.

Procedures for the recognition of workshops are set out in sections 6.1 and 6.2. Arrangements for the
publication and/or gublication of supporting material should be agrapon as part of the process of
workshop recognition or such publication should be commissioned by the Multidisciplinary Expert
Panel for the preparation of specific supporting material.

Any supporting material as describedsirbparagraphs (a), (b), @)d (d) in section 1.2 under
“supporting materi al should contai n aterighforomi ner
the Platform and, as such, has not been subjected to the formal Platform review processes.

Guidance material, as describadsubparagraph (e) of d4ean 1.2 is intendedo assist authors in the
preparation of comprehensive and scientifically consistent Platform reports. The preparation of
guidance material is usually commissioned by the Plenary and overseen by the Njlitidigc
Expert Panel for consideration by the Platform but is not subjected to the formal Platform review
processes.

6. Workshops
6.1 Platform workshops

Platform workshops are defined as meetings that provide supp®enaryapproved activities. Sin
workshops can focus on:

(@) A specific topic bringing together a limited number of relevant experts;
(b) A crosscutting or complex topic requiring input from a broad community of experts;
(©) The provision of training and capacibyilding.

Through the secretiat, the Multidisciplinary Expert Panel will request nominations of workshop
participants by governmewlesignated national focal points and other stakeholders. The
Multidisciplinary Expert Panel may also nominate experts and will sel@dtshopparticipants. The
Panel will function as a scientific steering committee to assist the secretariat in organizing such
workshops.

The composition ofvorkshopparticipants shall aim to reflect:
€) The relevant range of scientific, technical and socioeconomic viewsxgedtise;
(b) Appropriate geographical representation;
(c) The existing diversity of knowledge systems;
(d) Gender balance;

(e) Appropriate stakeholder representation, for example, representatives from the scientific
community, Governmentsiniversities, norgovernmentabrganizations and the private sector.

[The Platform will ensure that funding is made available for the participation in workshops of experts
from developing countries and countries with economies in transition as well as indigenous and local
knowledge halers, as appropriate.]

The list of participants invited to a workshop should be made available to goverdeségrated
national focal points and other stakeholders within two weeks of the selection having taken place,
including a description of the apgdition of the selection criteria and any other considerations for
participation in that regard.

The proceedings of Platform workshops will be made available online and should:
(@) Include a full list of participants, describing their affiliation;
(b) Indicate wha and by whom they were prepared;
(c) Indicate whether and by whom they were reviewed prior to publication;

(d) Acknowledge all sources of funding and other support;
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6.2

(e) Indicate prominently at the beginning of the document that the activity was held
pursuanttoadécsi on of the Plenary but that such deci
or approval of the proceedings or any recommendations or conclusions contained therein.

Co-sponsored workshops

Workshopsmaybe casponsored by the Platform if the Bau and the Multidisciplinary Expert Panel
determine in advance that they are supportive of Plesyapyoved activities. Geponsorship by the
Platform of a workshop does not necessarily convey any obligation by the Platform to provide
financial or othesupport. In considering whether to extend Platforrsgonsorship to a workshop,
the following factors should be taken into account:

€) Implications for the reputation of the Platform;

(b) Multidisciplinary Expert Panel involvement in the steering committeenfodesign
and organization ¢find selection of experts fahe workshop;

(c) Level of funding for the activity available from sources other than the Platform;

(d) Whether the activity will be open to government experts as well as experts from other
stakeholdeentities, including nolgovernmental organizations, and indigenous and local knowledge
holders participating in the work of the Platform;

(e) [Whether provision will be made for the participation of experts from developing
countries and countries with economia transition;]

)] Whether the proceedings will be published and made available to the Platform in a
time frame that is relevant to its work;

(9) Whether the proceedings will:
0] Include a full list of participants and affiliation;
(i) Indicate when and by whom thexere prepared;
(i) Indicate whether and by whom they were reviewed prior to publication;
(iv) Specify all sources of funding and other support;

(v) Prominently display a disclaimer stating that Platforrsponsorship does not
imply Platform endorsement or approvalteé proceedings or any
recommendations or conclusions contained therein, and that neither the papers
presented at the workshop nor the report of its proceedings have been subjected
to Platform review.

Nomination and selection process for task forces

The secretariat il request norinaions from Governments ardvite relevant stakeholdéf<o
present names of experts to participate in task forces. The setrefircompgle lists ofsuch
nominatons, whic h w1 | | bable tonthedMultidéseipdinary Expert Panel and the Bureau.

The Multidisciplinary Expert Panel and the Bawewill then select experts from thistsof
nomnaitons.

*1n the context of these procedures, relevant stakeholders are qualified national, regional and international
scientific organizations, centres of excellence and institutions known for their work and expertise, including
experts on indigenousand®¢ knowl edge on issues related to the

87

S

Pl



IPBES/3/18

88

Appendix |

Tasks and responsibilitiesof report co-chairs, coordinating lead authors, lead authors,
contributing authors, review editors and expert reviewers of Platform reports and other
deliverables andof governmentdesignated national focal points

Report co-chairs

Function:

To assume responsibility for overseeing theparation of an assessment report or synthesis report.
Comment:

Report cechairs are responsible for ensuring that a report is completed to the highest scientific
standard. The names of all reportatmirs will be acknowledged prominently in the reptit they
are involved in preparing.

Report cechairs are nominated and selected as described in sections 3.6.1 and 3.6.2 of the procedures.

Coordinating lead authors
Function:

To assume overall responsibility for coordinating major sections and/or chapgar assessment
report.

Comment:

Coordinating lead authoese lead authors who have the added responsibility of ensuring that major
sections and/or chapters of a reparg completed to a high standard and are completed and delivered
to the report cachairs in a timely manner and conform to any overall standards of style set for the
document.

Coordinating lead authors play a leading role in ensuring that anyaurtissy scientific, technical or
socioeconomic issues of significance to more than on@rexf a reporeire addressed in a complete

and coherent manner and reflect the latest information available. The skills and resources required of
coordinating lead authors are similar to those required of lead authors together with the additional
organiational skills needed to coordinate a section, or sections, of a report. All coordinating lead
authors will be acknowledged in the reports.

Lead authors
Function:

To assume responsibility for the production of designated sections or parts of chaptespthvad to
the work programme of the Platform on the basis of the best scientific, technical and socioeconomic
information available.

Comment:

Lead authors typically work in small groups that are responsible for ensuring that the various
components of thesections are put together on time, are of a uniformly high quality and conform to
any overall standards of style set for the document.

The role of lead authors is a demanding one and, in recognition of this, lead authors will be
acknowledged in final repts. During the final stages of report preparation, when the workload is
often particularly heavy and when lead authors are hedejhgndent upon each other to read and edit
material, and to agree to changes promptly, it is essential that their wot# bbaaccorded the

highest priority.

The essence of the | ead authors role is to syr
other fully-justified unpublishedources as defined in section 3.6.3 of the procedures.

Lead authors must have aogen ability to develop text that is scientifically, technically and
socioeconomically sound and that faithfully represents, to the greatest extent possible, contributions
made by a wide variety of experts and adheres to the overall standards of Styla skicument.

When revising text, lead authors and review editors are required to take acdahentainments

made during reviews by Governments and experts. The ability to work to deadlines is a necessary
practical requirement.
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Lead authors are reqeil to record in the report views that cannot be reconciled with a consensus
view? but are, nonetheless, scientifically, technically or socioeconomically valid.

Lead authors are encouraged to work with contributing authors, using electronic means asagpropr
in the preparation of their sections or to discuss expert or government comments.

Contributing authors
Function:

To prepare technical information in the form of text, graphs or data for inclusion by the lead authors in
the relevant section or part @ chapter.

Comment:

Input from a wide range of contributors is key to the success of Platform assessments. The names of
all contributors will therefore be acknowl edgec
solicited by lead authors buhsolicited contributions are also encouraged. Contributions should be
supported, as far as possible, with references from ther@g@erved and internationally available

literature and with copies of any unpublished material cited along with clear indicati how to

access the latter. For material available in electronic format only, the location where such material may
be accessed should be cited. Contributed material may be edited, merged and, if necessary, amended in
the course of developing the oviédraft text.

Review editors
Function:

To assist the Multidisciplinary Expert Panel in identifying reviewers for the expert review process,
ensure that all substantive expert and government review comments are afforded appropriate
consideration, advisedd authors on how to handle contentious or controversial issues and ensure that
genuine controversies are adequately reflected in the text of the report concerned.

Comment:

In general, there will be two review editors per chapter, including its executiveary. In order to
carry out the tasks allocated to them, review editors will need to have a broad understanding of the
wider scientific, technical and socioeconomic issues being addressed.

The workload for revieveditors will be particularly heavy dugrthe final stages of report
preparation, including attending meetings at which writing teams consider the results of the review
rounds.

Review editors are not actively engaged in drafting reports anchataerve as reviewers for teakiat
they have baeinvolved in writing. Review editors may be drawn from among members of the
Multidisciplinary Expert Panel, the Bureau or other experts as agreed by the Panel. Although
responsibility for the final text of a report remains with the relevant coordinaétduthors and lead
authors, review editors will need to ensure that where significant differences of opinion on scientific
issues remain, such differences are described in an annex to the report.

Review editors must submit written repsoid the Multidisciplinary Expert Panel and, where
appropriate, will be requested to attend mestargvened by the Multidisciplinary Expert Panel to
communicate their findings from the review process and to assist in finalizing summaries for
policymakers and, as necesgaynthesis reports. The names of all review editors will be
acknowledged in the reports.

Expert reviewers
Function:

To comment on the accuracy and completeness of the scientific, technical and socioeconomic content
and the overall balance between thiesstific, technical and socioeconomic aspects of the drafts.

Comment:

Expert reviewers comment on text according to their knowledge and experience. The names of all
expert reviewers will be acknowledged in the reports.

%5 Consensus does not imply a single view, but can incorporate a range of views based on the evidence.
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7. Government and observer organizatiorfocal points
Function:

To prepare and update the list of national experts required to assist in the implementation of the

Pl atform s work programme, and to arrange for t
and completeness of the scientifiechnical and/or socioeconomic content and the overall balance

between scientific, technical and/or socioeconomic aspects of the drafts.

Comment:

Government review will typically be carried out among a number of departments and ministries. For
administraive convenience, each Government and observer organization should designate one focal
point for all Platform activities, providing full contact information for the focal point to the secretariat
and notifying the secretariat of any changes in the infoomaKocal points should liaise with the
secretariat regarding the logistics of the review processes.

Appendix Il
Procedure on the use of literature in the reports of the Platform

The presentgpendk i s provided t o ensur beusellliteraturdigopdhl at f «
and transparent. In the assessment process, emphasis is to be placed on the assurance of the quality of
all cited literature. Priority should be given to peeviewed and publicly available scientific,

technical and socioecomc literature, including assessment reports such as those produced for the
Platform. The procedure for the recognition and incorporation of indigenous and local knowledge is
discussed ingpendk Il to the procedures for the preparation of Platform éeéibles

It is recognized that, besides this pesviewed and publicly available literature, other diverse

source® provide crucial information for Platform reports. These sources may include reports by
Governments, industry and research institutiortsrimrational and other organizations, or on

conference proceedings. In addition, valuable f or mati on will be sourced
material” prepared for t hel sechh?.iThkeage aftsuclodiversef t h e
sources, howevebrings with it an extra responsibility for the author teanenisuring the quality and

validity of cited sources and information. In general, newspapers and magazines, blogs, social
networking sites and broadcast media are not acceptable sourcesmbiidgn for Platform reports.

Personal communications providing scientific results are also not acceptable sources.

The following additional procedures are specified:
1. Responsibilities of coordinating, lead and contributing authors

The coordinatingdadauthors will ensure that all sources are selected and used in accordance with the
procedures set out in the preseppandk.

The author tearis required to critically assess information from any source considered for inclusion in
a report. Each autheeam should review the quality and validity of each source before incorporating
information from that source into a Platform report. Authors who wish to include information that is

not publicly available are required to send the full reference for angyaaf the information,

preferably electronically, to the relevant technical support unit and the Platform secretariat. With
regard to materials available in electronic format only, the location where such material may be
accessed and a soft copy of suditenial should be sent to the technical support unit, and to the
secretariat for archiving. In the case of a source written in a language other than English, an executive
summary or abstract in English facilitated by the relevant technical support ratjtiised.

These procedures also apply to papers undergoing the publication process@vipeerd journals at

the time of Government or expert review. Such papers must have been accepted for publication by the
journal prior to the final distribution to @&ernments of the report and the summary for policymakers

for which they have been used. If that is not the case, the material and any arguments reliant on it must
be withdrawn from the report, as well as from its technical summary and its summary for

policymakers.

All sources will be included in the reference section of the relevant Platform report.

26Historically termed “grey literature?”.
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Responsibilities of the review editors

The review editors will provide support and guidance to the author team in ensuring the consistent
application otthe procedures set out in the presqmeandk.

Responsibilities of the technical support unit

For sources that are not publicly available, the technical support unit responsible for the coordination
of the report, in consultation with the reportduairs, will make these sources available to reviewers
who request them during the review process and send the material to the Platform secretariat for
archiving.

Responsibilities of the Platform secretariat

The Platform secretariat will store sourtieat are not publicly available. The secretariat should

archive the location where material available in electronic format only may be accessed and a soft

copy of such material. It should provide access to these materials on request. Storage prodedures wi
comply with protocols and guidelines to be agr e
management plamécisionlPBES3/1, annex |).

[Appendix 1l

Procedure for the recognition and incorporation of indigenous and local knowledge (to be
developed)

Annex Il
Conflict of interest policy and implementation procedures

Conflict of interest policy
Purpose of the policy

1. The objective of th® | at f or m as stated in paragraph 1 of
and institutional arrangementstbe Platformi?’ is to strengthen the sciengmlicy interface for

biodiversity and ecosystem services for the conservation and sustainable use of biodivergi#ynmiong
human welbeing and sustainable development. According to the operating princiyhes Riatform,

in carrying out its work the Platform must be scientifically independent and ensure credibility,

relevance and legitimacy through peer review of its work and transparency in its decakiog

processes and use clear, transparent and dicialtyi credible processes for the exchange, sharing and

use of data, information and technologies from all relevant sources, includingeaemreviewed

literature, as appropriate.

2. The role of the Platform requires that it pay special attention to is$uedependence and bias

in order to maintain the integrity of, and public confidence in, its products and processes. It is essential
that the work of the Platform nbe compromised by any conflict of interest the part othose who

execute it.

3. The oveall purposeof this policy is to protect the legitimacy, integrity and credibility of the
Platform and its deliverables as well as confidence in its activities and in individuals who are directly
involved in the preparation @k reports and other delivables. The policy is based on principles and
does not provide an exhaustive list of criteria for the identification of conflicts of interest. The
Platform recognizes theommitment and dedication of those who participate in its activities and the
need to mintain a balance between minimizing the reporting burden and ensuring the integrity of the
Platform and its deliverables while continuing to build and maintain public trust.

4, The conflict of interest policy is designed to ensure that potential confliatteoést (see sect

C below) are identified, communicated to the Committee on Conflicts of Interest and managed in
order to avoid any adverse impact on the Pl atfc
protecting the person or persons caned, the Platform and the public interest. Any duly reasoned

request relating to a potential conflict of interest may be sent to the Bliogéshe Platform.

2T UNEP/IPBES.MI/2/9, annek appendix I.
B pureau@ipbes.net.
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5. It is essential to avoid a situation in which a reasonable person could question, discount or
dismiss the work of the Platform owing to the perception of a conflict of interest. It is recognized that
the privacy and professional reputation of individuals must be respected. Identifying a potential
conflict of interest does not automatically mean thaonflict of interest exists. The policy is intended

to enable individuals to provide the information necessary for the evaluation of a given situation.

6. At its first session, held in Bonn, Germany, in January 2013, the Plenary of the Platform
requested th Multidisciplinary Expert Panel to develop its own code of prafticthe performance

of its scientific and technical functions. This code of practice was duly developed and at the first joint
meeting of the Multidisciplinary Expert Panel and the Buyéid in Bergen, Norway, in June 2013,

the Bureau reviewed and revised the code of practice with a view to adopting it.

B. Scope of the policy

7. This policy applies to the senior leadership of the Platform, namely, members of the Bureau,
the Multidisciplirary Expert Panel and any other subsidiary bodies contributing to the development of
deliverables, authors with responsibility for report content (including reperhaivs, coordinating

lead authors and lead authors), review editors and the professafhsd $e hired to work in a

technical support unit established by the Platform.

8. The professional staff members of the secretariat are employees of the United Nations
Environment Programme (UNEP) and are slicieg,ect tc
which include conflicts of interest. Likewise, the professional staff of any technical support unit who

are employees of a United Nations entity are subject to the conflict of interest policy of that entity.
Technical support units that are nosted by the United Nations are expected to comply with the

Pl atform s policy.

9. The policy applies to the development of any and all deliverables of the Platform.

10. The application of the conflict of interest policy to persons elected to or selected farrmositi
in the Platform should reflect their specific responsibilities.

C. Definition of ficonflict of interesto and fibi as:¢

11. For the purposedf this policy, any circumstances that could lead a reasonable person to
qguestion either anrwhethdriarvuinfdinadvhntage haslbger aettedycorstitufe o

a potenti al conflict of interest. A “conflict ¢
that could:

@ Significantly impair the indivutesuiaad ' s o0b]j
responsibilities for the Platform;

(b)  Create an unfair advantage for any person or organization.
12z A distinction is made between “conflict of i

or perspective that is strongly held regarding digaar issue or set of issues. In the case of author
andreview teams, bias can and should be managed through the selection of authors and reviewers with
a balance of perspectives. I't i s expecteith that
different perspectives and affiliations. Individuals or teams of indalglinvolved in selecting authors

should strive for an author team composition that reflects a balance of expertise and perspectives to
ensurethat he Pl at f or m’ prehensive dnd objestiveamd @emairongutral with respect

to policy. In selecting these individuals, care must be taken to ensure that biases can be balanced,
where they exist. I n contrast, a “con@rdphXlt of i
Holding a view that one believes to be correct, but that one does not stand to gain from personally,

does not necessarily constitute a conflict of interest but may be a bias.

13. The conflict of interest requirements in this policy are not desigmettlude an assessment of
an individual's behaviour or character or his ¢
interest.

14. This policy applies onlyo current conflicts of interest and does not apply to past interests that
have expired. Pfessional and other ndimancial interests need only be disclosed on the conflict of
interest form if they are significant and relevant. If in doubt about whether an interest should be
disclosed, individuals are encouraged to contact the secretariel, witurn, will seek advice from

the Committee on Conflicts of Interest. Significant and relevant interests may include, but are not
limited to, membership of advisory committees associated with private sector organizations and of the
boards of noprofit or advocacy groups. Such associations do not necessarily constitute a conflict of
interest, however.
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15. Financial interests need only be disclosed on the conflict of interest form if they are significant
and relevant. Such interests may include, but aréimied to, employment relationships, consulting
relationships, financial investments, intellectual property interests, commercial interests and sources of
research support. Individuals should also disclose the significant and relevant financiabiofeaagt

person with whom the individual has a substantial business or relevant shared interest, such as a close
family member. If in doubt about whether an interest should be disclosed, individuals are encouraged
to contact the secretariat, which, in tuwill seek advice from the Committee on Conflicts of Interest.

16. In order to prevent situations in which a conflict of interest may arise, individuals directly
involved in or leading the preparation of deliverables of the Platform should avoid beingsiti@npo

in which they are required to approve, adopt or accept on behalf of any Government the text that he or
she was directly involved in drafting.

Implementation procedures
Rule 1

These implementation procedures are designed to ensure thahtr@saests are identified and then
disclosed to the Committee on Confiof Interest, which will identify potential and real conflicts of
interest and manage them in order to avoid any adverse impact on the Platform and its deliverables
while protectirg the person or persons concerned and the public interest.

Rule 2

1. These implementation procedures apply to all conflicts of interest as defined in section C of the
conflict of interest policy and apply to the individuals listed in section B on the séape policy.

2. Compliance with the conflict of interest policy and implementation procedures is mandatory.
An individual will not be permitted to participate in the work of the Platform if he or she has not
complied with the policy and procedures. If afliat of interest is identified, a person may only
proceed to participate in the activities of the Platform if action is taken that resolves the conflict.

Members of the Bureau of the Platform and the Multidisciplinary Expert Panel: review
process priorto appointment

Rule 3

1. The conflict of interest disclosure form contained in the appendietprisenproceduresvill
be submitted to the secretariat in respect of each nominee for election to the Bureau of the Platform
and the Multidisciplinary ExpéPanel.

2. A Committee on Conflicts of Intere&tee rule 10yvill review the conflict of interest forms and
may request additional information and advice as appropriate. If the Committee determines that a
nominee for membershimdhe Bureau or the Multidtiplinary Expert Panel has a conflict of interest
that cannot be resolved, themineewill not be eligible for election to the Bureau or the Panel. The
nomineemay request a review, however (see rule 8).

3. The process described in this rule will also ggplcandidates for election to the Bureau of the
Platform who are nominated during the course of the Platform session at which the relevant election is
due to be held. In such cases, candidates will be required to complete the form, which will be reviewed
by the Committee prior to the election.

Members of the Bureau of the Platform and the Multidisciplinary Expert Panel: review
process after appointment

Rule 4

1. All members of the Bureau of the Platform and the Multidisciplinary Expert Panel will inform
the secretariat of any changes in the information provided in their previously submitted conflict of
interest disclosure forms as they arise.

2. The Committee on Conflicts of Interest will review the updated information and determine
whether the relevant iiddual has a conflict of interest that cannot be resolved, in which case the
individual will no longer be eligible to be a member of the Bureau or the Panel.
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Task force and expert group members, report cachairs, coordinating lead authors, lead
authors, review editors and technical support units: review process prior to appointment

Rule 5

Before an individuals appointed as a task foroeexpert group member, report-chair, coordinating
lead author, lead author or review editor, the secretaribtegjliest the individual to complete a

conflict of interest form for submission to the secretariat. The Committee on Conflicts of Interest will
then evaluate the form to determine whether the individual may be affected by a potential conflict of
interest hat cannot be resolved. If the Committee determines that the individual has a conflict of
interest that cannot be resolved, the individual will not be eligible to participate in the preparation of
the deliverable. The individual may, however, request izve(see rule 8).

Rule 6

Candidates applying for professional posts in any technical support unit established by the Platform in
an organization outside the United Nations system should, prior to their appointment, submit a conflict
of interest form tdhe secretariat for evaluation withiime working days by the Committee on

Conflicts of Interest in accordance with rule 8.

Task force and expert group members, report cachairs, coordinating lead authors, lead
authors, review editors and technical spport units: review process after appointment

Rule 7

All task force and expert group members, repottieairs, coordinating lead authors, lead authors and
review editors will inform the secretariat of any changes in relevant information as they heise. T
professional staff of any technical support unit established by the Platform in an organization outside
the United Nations system will inform the secretariat of any changes in relevant information as they
arise. The Committee on Conflicts of Interestl evaluate the revised information in accordance with
the procedure for reviewing conflict of interest issues prior to appointment.

Principles for considering conflict of interest issues
Rule 8

1. The bodies involveth advising and deciding on confliof interest issues in respect of
individuals under the conflict of interest polifthe Committee on Conflictof Interest and the

Bureau)will consult the individual affected if it has concerns about a potential conflict of interest
and/or requires claiifation of any matter arising out of a conflict of interest disclosure form. They

will ensure that the individual affected and, as appropriate, the Platform member who nominated the
individual, are afforded the opportunity to discuss any concerns abotgmtipl conflict of interest.

2. If the Committee on Conflicts of Interest determines that an individual has a conflict of interest
that cannot be resolved, the relevant individual may request a review by the Bureau of the Platform of
t he Commi t hatom.'Tke indidduad comoerned will be bound by the determination of the
Committee pending the outcome of the review. The Bureau will review the determination at its next
meeting and its decision will be binding.

3. When considering whether an individualsha conflict of interest, the relevant body will, in
consultation with the individual, explore options for resolving the corfflict.

4. If it is determined that an individual has a conflict of interest that cannot be resolved the
individual will no longer beble to participate in the preparation of the Platform deliverable.

5. Members of bodies that are involved in considering conflict of interest issues may not consider
cases involving themselves and will recuse themselves in the event that the relevaonbaby<a
potential conflict of interest that concerns them.
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Processing and storage of information
Rule 9

1. All conflict of interest forms will be submitted to the secretariat, which will securely archive

such forms, together with any records of thetaghtions and/or decisions of the Committee on
Conflicts of I nterest, and retain them for a pe
participation in the role that required the review, after which such information will be destroyed.

2. Subjectto the requirement to notify the existence of a conflict of interest to others under rule 8,
the forms referred to in this rule will be considered confidential and will not be disclosed or used for
any purpose other than the consideration of conflichigfrest issues under these implementation
procedures without the express consent of the individual providing the information and a decision of
the Bureau.

Committee on Conflicts of Interest
Rule 10

1 A Committee on Confliee8)ofwil htberesst abt hehe
implementing these rules and determining conflict of interest cases referred to it by the Bureau of the
Platform.

2. The Committee on Conflicts of Interest will meet by teleconference as necessary. If a physical
meeting is needed, it will be held before or after regular Bureau meetings.

3. The Committee will comprise three elected members from the Bureau, including one of the
Bureau vicechairs as chair, and five members, one per United Nations region, selethedBureau
following a call for nominees from member countries of the Platform, together with one additional
member with appropriate legal expertise from, and appointed by, the organization hosting the
secretariat.

4. The members of the Committee are @sed to reach consensus on conflict of interest issues. If
consensus cannot be reached, exceptionally, on matters of particular urgency, the chair of the
Committee may take a final decision with due regard to the weight of opinion expressed in the
Commitee. The Committee will decide upon its method of working.

5. The Committee will submit a report on its activities to the Plenary of the Platform at least four
weeks prior to each session of the Plenary. Issues of confidentiality will be addressed by the
Committee at the earliest opportunity.
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Appendix Conflict of interest disclosure form

Confidential

Conflict of interest disclosure

Please sign and date the last page of this form and return it to the Executive Secretary of the Platform.
Kindly retain acopy for your records.

Disclosure of relevant interests form

Note: You have been invited to serve on the Intergovernmental SeRwlazy Platform on

Biodiversity and Ecosystem Services because of your professional standing and expertise. As outlined
int he Platform s conflict of interest policy, tI
attention to issues of conflict of interest and bias in order to maintain the integrity of, and public
confidence in, its deliverables and processes. It entis$ that the work of the Platform niog

compromised by any conflict of interest affecting individuals who execute it. Disclosure of certain

matters is necessary, therefore, to ensure that the work of the Platform is not compromised by conflicts
of interest. We are reliant on your professionalism, common sense and honesty in filling out this form.

The Platform does not require comprehensive lists of activities under each heading set out below. You
should disclose interests that are significant and ratesad relate or have the appearance of relating
to your duties within the Platform and that could:

()  Significantly impair your objectivity in carrying out your duties and responsibilities for
the Platform;

(i)  Create an unfair advantage for you or aryson or organization and which could result
in you securing a direct and material gain through outcomes in a Platform product.

For the purposes of this policy, circumstances that could lead a reasonable person to question your
objectivity, or whether annfair advantage has been created, constitute a potential conflict of interest
and should be discloseh this form. Disclosure of an interest on this form does not automatically

mean that a conflict exists or that you will be unable to perform yourrsig role in the Platform.

If you are in any doubt about whether an interest should be disclosed, you are encouraged to disclose
suchinterest
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NAME:
ADDRESS:

TELEPHONE: EMAIL ADDRESS:
CURRENT EMPLOYER:
ROLE IN PLATFORM:

(1) Areyou involved in any significant and relevant professional activities that might be
considered as constituting a conflict of interst?

Yes No (if yes, please give details below).

Please list significant and relevant professional and otheifin@amcial interests that relate or
may have the appearance of relating to your duties for the Platform and could be interpreted as:

0] Significantly impairing your objectivity in carrying out your duties and responsibilities for the
Platform;

(i)  Creating an unfair advantage for you or any person or organization. This might include, but is
not limited to, membership on the boards d¥@cacy groups.

(2) Do you have any significant and relevant financial interests in the subject matter of
the work in which you will be involved that might be considered as constituting a
conflict of interest?

Yes No (if yes, please give details bg)o

Please list significant and relevant financial interests that relate or may have the appearance of
relating to your duties for the Platform and could be interpreted as:

0] Significantly impairing your objectivity in carrying out your duties and resfimlities for the
Platform;

(i)  Creating an unfair advantage for you or any person or organization. These may include
employment relationships, consulting relationships, financial investments, intellectual property
interests and commercial interests aodrces of privatsector research support.

(3) Isthere any other interest that could affect your objectivity or independence in the
work in which you will be involved?

Yes No (if yes, please give details below).

I hereby declare to the best of mgdwledge that the disclosed information is complete and
correct. | undertake to inform the secretariat of the Platform immediately of any change in my
circumstances during the course of the work assigned to me.

| understand that information about my intstewill be held by the Platform for a period of
five years after the end of the activity to which | contributed, after which the information will
be destroyed. Subject to the requirement to notify the existence of a conflict of interest to
others under e 8 of the implementation procedures, | understand that these forms will be
considered confidential and will be reviewed in accordance with the conflict of interest
implementation procedures.

I hereby decl are that I wi L df interesnpplicyandvi t h t he
implementation procedures.

Signature Date

Further details (if answei3abovdllyeso to any of t
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DecisionIPBES-3/4: Communications, stakeholder engagement and
strategic partnership

ThePlenary

1. Takes notef the communicatiosiand outreach stratetfyset out in annex | to the
present decision;

2. Requestshe secradriat, subject to the availability of funds, to undertake the activities
described in the initial implementation plan set out in the appendix to anméixe present decision,
as appropriate

3. Welcomeshe revised draft stakeholder engagement strateggufgporting the
implementation of the Platform work programme set out in annex Il to the present decision;

4. Requestshe secretariat, under the supervision of the Buagalthe Plenary and in
collaboration withanopenended networlof stakeholdergto urdertake the activities, as appropriate,
set out in the initial implementation plan included in the appendix to dhmethe present decision,
subject to the availability of resources;

5. Encouragesll stakeholders representing, inter alia, their regiaiatiplinary and
knowledge systems in their diversity, to collaborate whth Platform

6. Approveghe guidance on the development of strategic partnerships and other
collaborative arrangements set out in ankieto the present decision;

7. Invitesthe secetariats of the multilateral environmental agreements related to
biodiversity and ecosystem services, as appropriate, to work with the Bureau to develop strategic
partnerships, modelled on the existing strategic partnership arrangement with the seofétaria
Convention on Biological Diversity, setting out areas for collaboration and cooperation, to be
approved by the Plenary at a future session;

8. Decidegto review steps that have been taken to develop and enter into strategic
partnerships and other taborative arrangements at its fourth session.

Annex |
Communications and outreach strategy (deliverable 4 (d))

Introduction

1. The present strategy limsed on the principles and guidelines enunciated in the draft
communicatios and outreach strategygsented at the second session of the Plenary (IPBES/2/12),
which was designed to provide a framework for the communications of the Intergovernmental
SciencePolicy Platform on Biodiversity and Ecosystem Services and serve as the founding document
for all communications strategies to come.

2. Following an initial discussion at its second session, the Plenary, in its decision-BPBES
requested the secretariat, under the supervision of the Bureau and in cooperation with the
Multidisciplinary Expert Panel, tprepare a draft communications and outreach strategy for
consideration by the Plenary at its third session. The present stwaepgyepared in response to that
request. In decision IPBE&9 the Plenary further requested the secretariat, in consultdgtiothe
Bureau, to develop and implement a policy for the use of the Platform logo (see IPBES/3/INF/9).

Context

3. The purposef all communications activities will be to ensure that the Platform is recognized
as a credible, relevant, independent agitimate platform that produces polioglevant— but not
policy-prescriptive-— knowledge products and builds capacity for the use of biodiversity and
ecosystem services knowledge in decigiaaking.

4. More specifically, communications activities will biereed at promoting the work of the
Pl atform among key audiences and coordinating
aim of the Platform’'s communications approach

%0 \pBES/3/15.
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appropriate information eats the public domain both proactively to communicate reports and
reactively in response to questions or criticism.

5. While the communications strategyll need to focus on promoting the work of the Platform

among key audiences, the stakeholder engagestrategy should focus on encouraging the
participation of stakehol demresentddmanndxd teisiomt f or m’
IPBES3/4. The present communicatioand outreactrategy focusson two key areaslay-to-day
communicationsand the launch of assessment reports.

6. In developing the strategy, certain factors that could hinder communication efforts among
audiences, such as different languages and ct8peeific communication styles, were taken into
consideration. To addredsese challenges, communications materidllsbe provided in all six

official United Nations languages, where practical. In its communications and outreach activities, the
Platformwill also pay attention to the specific context of different countrieis. FEflects an
understanding that the needs of developing countriesdiffay from those of developed countries and
may require tailoomade outreach activities.

7. To ensure coordination and coherence of the
work with all parts of the Platform the Bureau, the Multidisciplinary Expert Panel, the technical

support units, the coordinating lead authors and othassappropriate. The secretariat should also
evaluate the Pl atfor m' s Plrmmyimaludingoa thd type and extantof r e p ¢
outreach and media coverage. Evaluation reports should also be presented to the Bureau and the Panel
at regular intervals.

8. The communications strategy comprises the following elements: goals and objectives,
audience analysis, messages, areas of activity and evaluation. For the sake of beevity, th
communications and outreach strategy fesam key points andoes not includan exhaustive list of
all messages, tools, audiences and outreach activities thhewiied to implement communications
and outreach work.

Goals and objectives

9. The Platform’s pri mary o bpokcyintdrface foribisdivergty st r e |
and ecosystem services for the conservation and sustainable use of hitgdieegsterm human

well-being and sustainable development. Communications efforts will be based on the principle that

the Platform shall be poliaglevant but not policprescriptive. The Platform will not engage in

advocacy and will not provide policgcommendations.

10. Setting specific objectives from a communications perspective can provide a process for
evaluation from the outset. Such objectives should be achieved in the context of each Platform activity
andare

€) To reaffirm t he afacrdiblegdransgarent, indepeaderd and o n
authoritative intergovernmental body that strengthens the policymaking and knowledge interface on
biodiversity and ecosystem services;

(b) To communicate assessment findings and provide clear and balanced inforamatio
biodiversity and ecosystem services, including on risks and scientific uncertainties, without
compromising accuracy;

(© To raise awareness about all the Pl atfor
and support knowledge generation, capabitifding and the identification of policyelevant tools
and methodologies;

(d) To explain the way in which the Platform works, selects its authors and reviewers and
produces its reports so as to promote an understanding of its work;

(e) To position the Platform as otieat adds value to the work already undertaken in the
field of biodiversity and ecosystem services to support policymaking;

4] To foster tweway communication between the Platform and its audiences so as to
i mprove the Platform' s products and messages.
Audience analysis

11.  The audience for theommunications strategy needs to be well defined in order for the
strategy to be well focused. The Platform has a mandate to provide scientific and technical information
on biodiversity and ecosystem services to potiakers who need scientifically credible and
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independent information terablethemto adopt local, national and international policies that could
address thehallenges of biodiversity loss and decline in ecosystem services. Accordingly, the
communicatios and outreach strategy/directed towards the intended beneficiaries of the Platform
work programmegovernments and policymakers at all levels, including the Stag¢esbes of the
Platform and multilateraénvironmental agreements.

12.  While the stakeholdeengagement strategy nedd find ways of boosting the participation of
stakeholders in the Platform s work programme &
strategyis designed with the intended beneficiaries in mind. By focusing on thededdveneficiaries
of t he Pl atisfeasiemd nakew distikction hetween primary and broader audiences.

13. Somepr i mary and broader target audiences for
interests of brevity, the list is not exhé&us:

(@) Primary target audiences:

0] Policymakers in the field of biodiversity and ecosystem services at all levels:
Platform member States, ministries of environment, energy, industry, planning,
finance and agriculture, local authorities and the scierdifivisers of
policymakers need to be informed about the Platform so that they can use it as
a source of independent knowledge;

(i) United Nationgprogrammesind multilateral environmental agreements: some
United Nations programmes and multilateral environraéagreements are key
clients for the Platform's reports. T
during outreach and dissemination activities;

(b) Broader audiences:

0] Scientific community: the Platform depends on the scientific community for
the prodation of its reports and should therefore target this community to
increase its engagement. International associations of scientists could be
targeted as part of outreach activities;

(i) Indigenous and local knowledge holders: the Platform has identified the
indigenous and local knowledge community as an important target audience;

(iii) Business and industry: it is anticipa
considered by businesses and industries interested in the Platform to help them
find sustainable ways @voiding, minimizing and offsetting their impacts on
ecosystems;

(iv) Practitioners or implementers: a multitude of organizations and individuals
involved in the implementation of biodiversity and ecosystem services working
on the ground will be interested iedrning about the products of the Platform,
such as policy support tools, and how they can use them;

(v) Communitybased organizations: certain communities will be greatly affected
by biodiversity loss and will therefore need to be aware of the findings of the
Pl atform’ s assessments and policy sup
work with relevant networks to disseminate communications materials to these
communities;

(vi) Intergovernmental and negovernmental organizations: these may be able to
supporttet Pl atform’'s objectives by provid
including policymakers or the private sector;

(vii) The media: the Platform secretariat would not be in a position to reach all
audiences directly and would therefore rely on good medidamesato reach
broader audiences;

(viii) Communities and the public at large.

14.  While the Platform secretariat itself might not be in a position to produce derivative products
aimed at specifiaudiencesit may engage with organizations that take elemertiseoPa t f or m’ s
assessments and communicate them in more aueépeciicformats.
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Messages

15. Messaging will need to be coordinated, in particular during the launch of assessment reports,
when there will be heightened interest in the work of the Platforror Rrithe launch of assessment

reports, the secretariat should work with reporthairs, coordinating lead authors and review editors

to ensure the consistency of messages to policymakers, their scientific advisers and the media.
Messaging willneedteers pect t he bounds set for the Platfor
policy relevant but not policprescriptive. list her ef or e an essential quali
that messaging and reports should remain palétral and maintain saiséfic balance.

16. In addition, a number of overarching key messages explaining what the Platform is actually

doing need to be agreed upon and be used in all materials for the media or events attended by different
audiences. The focus of these messapesld be to explain the process and its legitimacy, shedding
l'ight on such notions as “gl-pballi tcy nseinsuse”, &dn

17.  Although by no means exhaustive, the list befresent®verarching messages thanbe
usedtoillst r at e the Platform' s added value and rol e
operations:

(@) The Platform is the authoritative body which provides stétihe-art and ugto-date
reports on key aspects of biodiversity and ecosystem senncgesponse to requests from
policymakers;

(b) The Platform does not duplicate existing work but adds value to the wide range of
organizations already working in this field by filling gaps and building upon their work;

(©) The Platform is unique in that it aimsgstrengthen capacity for the effective use of
science in decisiomaking at all levels;

(d) The Platform is scientifically independent and ensures credibility, relevance and
legitimacy through peer review of its work and transparency in its deaisé&king proesses for the
exchange, sharing and use of data, information and technologies from all relevant sources;

(e) The Platform recognizes and respects the contribution of indigenous and local
knowledge to the conservation and sustainable use of biodiversity asybtxns;

) The Platform recognizes the unique biodiversity and sciektifdaviedge ofdifferent
regionsand the need for the full and effective participation of developing countries and balanced
regional representation and participation in its structurenaoi;

(9) The Platform takes an interdisciplinary and multidisciplinary approach that
incorporates all relevant disciplines, including social and natural sciences.

Areas of activity
Day-to-day communications

18.  The Platform secretariatill provide information and regular updates about its deliverables,
events and activities through its website, social media accounts, presentations and so forth. A list of all
suggested activities that could be undertaken by the secretariat as of 2015 and a timatreuane s

the appendix to the present strategy.

Launch of assessment reports

19.  Two assessments reports will be launched at the fourth session of the Plenary: first, the
thematic assessment of pollination and pollinators associated with food productje®eond, the
methodological assessment of scenarios and modelling of biodiversity and ecosystem services. More
assessment reports will follow. There will be a short pepogbablylasting three months, of

sustained and concentrated interest in eatheofeports all over the world. It is essential that the
Platform be well prepared for this.

20.  The launch of assessment reportsspiarka per i od of hei ghtened int
work from the media, policymakers and other stakeholders. TheRlath’ s key strategic
these periods of heightened activéng first, to maintain vigorous, accurate and sustained press
coveragesecond, to coordinate and control messaging that is kept strictly within the bounds set for the
Pl at f o rtsnhamely, thaptbey should be policy relevant, not policy prescrjting third, to

meet the requests made by end usénsparticular policymakers and scientific and technical experts

in government and the private sectdor the conduct of semingybriefings and meetings.
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21.  To promote the findings of the assessment reportsl ibe important to develop an outreach
strategy and mount a media relations campaign, including press rethasese ofocial media and
website announcements, press eoafces, messaging, speeghkpsaking notes and other
approaches

22.  To be effective and to have the required impact, it is recommended that the Platform appoint a
communications consulting firm a few months prior to the launch of assessment reportdedheand
increased volume of activities and products thidlt need to be developed and disseminated. This
recommendation is in line with similar practices adopted by the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate
Change, which has enlisted the help of communicatimmsulting firms during peak periods. Such an
appointment could be covered by the communications budget allocated for each assessment and would
only take effect during the peak periods before, during and after the launch of assessment reports.
Consultingfirms will work under the supervision of the Bureau and the Multidisciplinary Expert Panel

and in collaboration with the communications officer of the secretariat.

23.  Communicatingthe esul ts of the Platform' s assefssmen
the range and complexity of scientific issues and the increasing need to reach audiences beyond
scientists and Governments. With the help of a communications consulting firm, clear messages ¢

be crafted for different audiences. Furthermore, traicezhse writers antranslate technical

language into text suitable for mass communication or design web pages that explain scientific
concepts to lay audiences without misconstruing or distorting the evidence underpinning those
concepts.

24, In order to promad understanding, acceptance and practical use of assessment reports, it is
critical that, subject to the availability of resources, the secretariat and commusitiationork

together with the task force on capadityilding to develop and implement tn&ig programmes for
decision makers at various levels, when neededi@pibvide guidance to member States, regional
hubs and networks.

25.  As the assessment on pollination and pollinators will be one of the first two reports to be
launched, it could be udeas a model for the activities and products needed foriduring and after
the launch okach assessment report. A timeline of suggested activities is setleiappendix to the
present strategy.

VII. Evaluation

26.  The evaluation procesdll comprise three stages, as approprateddependingonthe
availability of funding:

€) Perception survey®©ne survey targeting primary and broader audiences will be
conducted as necessary to gauge perceptions about the Platform and its work;

(b) Focus group discussins To measure the effectiveness of the communications and
outreach strategy, focus group discussions will be held at key stages of the campaign as it progresses.
These discussions will be held during major events or targeted at specific audiences, such a
policymakers;

(© Media content monitoring®ress coverage in websites, newspapesagazines and
scientific publications will be contirally monitored.
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Appendix

Implementation plan

1. The presenimplementatiorplan provides further details about the actésthat could be
implemented under the two key areas of communications:dagtto-day communications and,
second, the launch of assessment reports.

Day-to-day communications

2. As of 2015, the secretariaill develop the following products and untige the following
activities:

(&) Needs analysisThis will be conducted as part of the stakeholder engagement strategy
(decision IPBES3/4, annexl). The findings of thignalysiswill be valuable for communications
planning purposes;

(b) Website revampA large-scale project to be undertaken by the secretariat will be the
revamping of the Platform s websidnarecastobet he basi
improved. The aim will be to create a useendly and intuitive website with a contemporanda
fresh look and feel;

(c) Information and communicatisrtechnology toolsThe secretariat will use information
and communications technology tools, which will provide an opportunity for dialogue and
communication to the Pl atstigimamBExpertiPand), task for¢e8and e a u
expert groups. Such information and communications technology tools will facilitaghéiteng and
collaboration online, along with videoconferencing services;

(d) Visual identity With the help of professional gaig designers, a consistent corporate
visual identity for all communications products and activities of the Platform, including its website,
presentations, fact sheets, publications and other outpillt®e developed;

(e) PresentationsOnce the visual stylguide has been developed, professional and visually
appealing presentations promoting the work ofRteformwill also be developed

() FactsheetsOnepage fact sheets pr evdl bencteatedgsing he Pl
the same visual style guide. Whepracticable, these fact sheei8 be made available in all six
official language®f theUnited Nations

(g) Social mediaA social media strategyill also be developed to promote opportunities
for participation in t helatlermail fecreated en Facebook,. Ac c 0L
Twitter and YouTube providing updates about t he

(h) FAQ web pageThis will be created on the revamped website providing key messages to
explain why the Platform has been set up, how it adds value tittent array of initiativeandhow
it operates and under watprinciples;

()  Events and outreact\n interactive calendar with Platform eventdl be included in
the revamped website;

(i)  Translations Where practicable, translations of key communicationsymtsdwvill be
made available in all six official United Nations languages;

(k) Wikipedia The Platform s webpage on Wi kipedi a
such as sessions of the Plenary and the launching of assessment reports;

() Annual surveyA survey b gauge stakeholder perceptions will be conduetath year.
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Table 1
Timeline of communications activities

Activities

Timeline

Needs aalysis
Website revamp
Information and communications technology tools
Visual identity
Presentations

Fact sheets

Social media

FAQ web page
Events and outreach
Translations
Wikipedia

Annual survey

Completion by April 2015
JanuaryApril 2015
Procurement by April 2015
Completion by June 2015
Completion by July 2015
Completion by August 2015
Throughout the year
Completion by June 2015
Throughout the year
Completion by November 2015
Updated regularly

Completed in October each year

Launch of assessment reports

3. As the thematic assessmehipollination and pollinators will be one of the first two reports to

be laurched it will be used as a model for the activities and products needed@rituring and after

the launch okach assessment report. A timeline of possible activities could be used as a model for the
launch of the assessment reports that will follow.

Table 2
Timeline of possiblelaunch-related activities

Activities priorto, during and
after the launch of the thematic
assessmenf pollination and
pollinators

October
2015

2015

Publications
Supporting materials
Derivative products
Dedicated conference

Special events, briefings, side
events

Speaker opportunities

Online Q and A sessions with
experts

Rapid response plan
Spokespersons

Media training

List of influential media
Media monitoring
Marketing

Mailing lists

Press conferences

Interviews

November

March
2016

December January February
2015 2016 2016
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Annex Il

Stakeholder engagement strategy (deliverabké (d))

Introduction

1. In decision IPBES/1/2, the Plenary of the Intergovernmental ScidPakcy Platform on

Biodiversity and Ecosystem Services invited the International Union for Conservation of Nature

(IUCN) and the International Council for Science (ICSUvtrk with relevant stakeholders

including indigenous and local communities and the private sector, and with the secretariat, to prepare,
in consultation with the Bureau and the Multidisciplinary Expert Panel, a draft stakeholder
engagement strategy for supporting the implementatioineofvork programmeAfter a broad

consultative process that included a call for inpatingpersorworkshop and an online review, all
comments and suggestions were incorporatediiaft stakeholder engagement strategy that was
submitted to the Plenargif consideration at its second session (IPBES/2/13).

2. At the second session of the Plenary, representatives expressed general support for the draft
strategy and, following the discussion, the Chair proposed that the secretariat develop a revised
version br consideration by the Plenary at its third session (IPBES/2/17, sect. VII.B). In addition, at
the third Bureau meeting, in March 2014, the Chair asked the secretariat to develop an initial
implementation plan, to be presented together with the dratégyr#o the Plenary at its third session.

3. In response to that request, the secretariat, working with Bureau members and in consultation
with Panel members, prepared a revised version of the draft stakeholder engagement strategy and a
draft implementationlan and invited comments from stakeholders. In total, the secretariat received
364 comments from stakeholders and took them into consideration in the prepartt®mneofsed

draft strategyln addition, the secretariat took into consideration suggesfrom stakeholders that
were di scussed kyropedm 8takhbldet Gowsultationsat itB second meeting, held
in Basel, Switzerland, in September 2014. The revised version of the draft strategy and the initial
implementation planas set oubelow, were welcomed bythe Plenary at its third session.

Context

4. Stakeholder engagement has been identified as an important element for the relevance,
effectiveness, credibility and overall success of the Platform. The stakeholder engagement strateg
differs from the communications strategy in the following respects: while the stakeholder engagement
strategy neesito focus on encouraging the participation of scientists and other knowledge holders in
the Platform's work @ahd BPhafthaoimi sapradquthe, uste
tools, the communications strategy netxfocus on promoting the work of the Platform among key
audiences via publications, media relations, special events and other measures.

Oversight

5. The stakbolder engagement strategill be implemented and operationalized by the
secretariat, subject to the availability of resources, working under the supervision of the Bureau and
the Plenary and in collaboration with the Multidisciplinary Expemé. The Ratform encourages the
self-organization of an inclusive, opemded network oftakeholders representing their diversity,
working primarily on a virtual basis. Collaboration between the Platform and the network will be
guided by the stakeholder engagensrategy A strategic partnership between the Platform and the
network will specify the arrangements for this collaboration and will be subject to the approval of the
Plenary.

Purpose and objectives

6. The purpose of the Platform is to strengthen tlensepolicy interface on issues related to
biodiversity and ecosystem services through its four functions (assessments, knowledge generation,
policy support and capacHyuilding). The overall purpose of stakeholder engagement is to support the
implementa i on of the Platform s work programme and
2014-2018 in a participatory, inclusive and transparent manner. The Platform will depend on expert
individual contributions for its assessments. In addition, the other fnetions of the Platform also

require input from and participation by a diverse mix of stakeholders. Accordingly, the strategy for
engaging with stakeholders is a key element of the efforts to mobilize support for the implementation
of t he P Irkgptogrammenforghe pedod 2042018.
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VI.

7. Setting clear objectives that are aligned with the purpose of stakeholder engagement will help
the strategy to maintain its focus. Key objecti

(@) Reaching out to a d@érsity of potential users and providers of information to increase
the relevance and use of the Platform;

(b) Bringing diverse perspectives together to facilitate creativity and innovation;

(c) Attracting scientists, such as assessment experts, and other krewiddegrs from
citizen science initiatives and indigenous peoples and local communitiesttdute to the
Pl atform s deliverabl es;

(d) Strengthening support for the Platform s
scientific disciplines;

(e) Endeavouring teeach balance in the contribution of knowledge acreg®ns,
sectors, genders and knowledge types;

4] Delivering highquality products in the context of science and knowledge to decision
makers who are the end users of the Platform s

(9) Mobilizing resources for capacityilding in order to contribute to the development of
assessments and policy support tools and facilitate the use of policy support tools;

(h) Mobilizing in-kind support from stakeholders to promote the implementation and use
of the Patform.

Definitions of stakeholders

8. In the context ofthe work programme, stakeholders will act as both contributors to and end
users of the Platform and will be individual scientastsiknowledge holderas well asnstitutions,
organizationsandgroups working in the field of biodiversity and ecosystems services#mat

€) Contribute to the activities of the work programme through their experience, expertise,
knowledge, data, information and capadityilding experience;

(b) Use or benefit from the outcas of the work programme;

(c) Encourage and support the participation of scientists and knowledge holders in the
work of the Platform.

9. The Platform aims to strengthen the interface between science and policymaking on issues
related to biodiversity and ecosystservices. Two categories of stakeholders have been identified:
contributors (scientists, knowledge holders, practitioners and others) andessdpolicymakers and
others).

10. Stakeholders are not entitled to observer status unless they are admitteld ascerding to
therules ofprocedure.

Scope

11. Stakeholder engagemeantessential to efforts to advance the four functions of the Platform
(assessment, knowledge generation, policy support and capaiding). One aspect of the

Pl at f or mdesengagemeidtie aded to mobilize stakeholders wlamact as contributors to

its four functions, while anotheraspégse f f ort s to facilitate use of t
the catalogue of relevant assessments or the catalogue of plyrisiools, by end users. A third

aspecis anendeavour to facilitate the participation of observer organizatiocsesatons of the

Plenary and to invite comments from stakeholders on docunteméssubmitted to the Plenary.

12.  Operationalization of theakeholder engagemesirategy willbe facilitated through the
secretariat, whickvill provide clear information regarding opportunities for stakeholder engagement
and seek feedback from stakeholders with a view to making suggestions to improve thegmcess
foster tweway communication.

13. In some cases, the Plenary has already clearly defined rules and processes for stakeholder
engagement. For example, under its first function (assessments), the nomination and selection process
of experts, including opptunities for peer review, are clearly outlined in decision IPRES

Stakeholder engagement in these areas has already begun.

14.  There are, however, other areas of the work prograthatenight offer opportunities for
stakeholder engagement and for whictrules or processes of engagement have yet been considered.
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VIII.

The three task forces might offer opportunities for stakeholder engagement, as their work will heavily
rely on collaboration with various partners in the fsfl capacitybuilding, indigenous anbbcal

knowledge and knowledge and dakae secretariawill accordinglywork with the task forces to
developoptionsfor stakeholder engagement in the worklaftask forces.

Incentives and disincentives

15. In implementing the stakeholder engagenstrategy, it vill be useful for the Platform to be
aware of potential incentives and disincentitsngagement. Some useful insights can be drawn
from the preliminary review of the motivation for participating in Platform assessments. The

United NationsEnvironment Programme World Conservation Monitoring Centre (UMERMC)
prepared a paper reviewing the motivation for the participation of experts in Platform assesseeents (
IPBES/1/INF/15).

16. Possible incentives for experts to participate in the wotk@Platform, identified in the paper

by WCMC,include: prestigand opportunities to engage in a project of scientific excellence; making
a difference; relevance to their research interests; networking opportunities; working on something
that they considemportant; being part of an influential organization; and recognition for grants,
scholarships and fellowships. Possible disincentives include: engaging in a process with regard to
which they have not been involved in developing the questions; heavgdmmitments; lack of

clarity on how to participate; uncertainty as to how funding incentives are to be established; and lack
of recognition by institutions for the contributions made by their scientists.

17.  Another survey conducted by ICSU and IUCN identifibe following factors as potential

incentives for organizations to engage as stakeholders in the work of the Platform: the alignment of
their priorities with those of the Platform; ¢tfF
opportunity to contbute to useful outcomes; the potential to develop partnerships; the opportunity to

gain recognition; and the potential to be compensated for their time.

18.  Although the results do not represent the views of all future stakeholders of the Platform, they
provide some insights into what needs to be done to enhance stakeholder engagement.

Risks

19. As part of the Pl atf or m’ s issnpoatdntcidentiyand engag ¢
prepare for risks associated with engagement and ways of confrdrimg The following are among

the most common risks of stakeholder engagement: first, conflict of interest or dissent among
stakeholders; second, inability to engage owing to lack of funding; third, participation fatigue; fourth,
unmet expectations; andftfi, unequal leved of engagement among stakeholders. In order to address
potential risks, the secretariaill seek feedback from stakeholders during special events and draft a

policy for identifying and addressing risks, under the guidance of the Banebilhe Multidisciplinary

Expert Panel.

Evaluation

20.  Forhigh-quality stakeholder engagement, evaluation needs to be planned from the outset
through thesettingof objectives and indicatos performanceo enable the Platform to measure and
evaluateprogress towards achievimjgh-quality stakeholder engagement and identify areas for
improvementThe following draft indicators ardassified in groups depending on the nature of the
information that they provi
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Indicators for successful
stakeholder egagement

Description

Commitment to stakeholder
engagement

Capacity to address
challenges

Extent of engagement
Diversity

Evidenceof outputs and
impacts

Opportunities for tweway
communication

=

= —a —a -—a

Development of a strategy and an implementation plan
Evidence of consultations with stakeholders

Evidence of lear and accurate policies and processes explaining
how stakeholders careginvolved and in which areas

References to obstacles to stakeholder engagement and the ste
planned to surmount them (e.g., hémereach stakeholders,
language or cultural barriers, diverse agendas or interests, etc.)

Metrics assessing engagement (e.g., number of nominations, pe
review comments, participants, fellowships, etc.)

Metrics assessing representation of stakeholders from different
countries, regions, disciplines, etc.

Evidence of the relation between the purpose of engagemeiis ar
expected outcomes

Evidence of achieved impacts

Calls for input on issues related to stakeholder engagement
Surveys to provid feedback on the engagement

Evidence of stakeholder issues and concerns being addressed

21.

24,

(deliverable 4 (e)).

Initial implementation plan
23.

One tool for evaluation could be the use of annual surveys, which would provide opportunities
for feedback on the process and outcomes of engagement. As mentidieedtkearsecretariat could
undertake an annual survey to gauge stakeholder views and perceptions. Monitoring will be conducted
continwally, by taking into account the comments and feedback during various stakeholder events.

22. In addition, as decided by tidenary, the effectiveness of stakeholder engagement should be

independently

revi ewed and evaluated as part

Theinitial implementation plaffor this stakehlder engagement strateggt out in the
appendixincludes actions that could be taken by the secretariat to ensure that stakeholders receive
sufficient and clear information on how to engage with the Platform. The secretariat will also seek
input from st&eholders with a view to improving stakeholder engagement and fosteringawo
communication. In 2015, the secretariat, in collaboration with the-epdad networkwill undertake
the following activities, as appropriate, together with stakeholdersdutbjthe availability of
resources:

€) Identification of stakeholders;

(b) Needs analysis;

(c) Preparation of howo guides and translations;

(d) Preparation of fact sheets and translations regarding information, data sources,

knowledge generation and capadityilding;

(e) Collaboration with task forces to engage with htrdeach stakeholders;

) Collaboration withexisting networks and hubs;

(9) Facilitation and establishment of new networks and hubs;

(h) Use of social media and electronic nivaillists;

0] Use of information andammunications technology tools;

)] Stakeholder events;

(K) Annual surveys.

Details regarding the abowaentioned activities, together with a timeline and an indicative
budget, are presented in tingial implementation plan

25. From 2016 onwards, additionativities could be undertakdsy the secretariat to enhance
stakeholder engagement. Products related to media relations, outreach, dissemination and promotion
of the Platform s products wil/l b e sas pavt efthe d

Plenaryapproved budget for the work programme.

by

o f
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Appendix

Initial implementation plan

1. In 2015, the secretariatill undertake the following activities, as appropriate, together with
stakeholderssubject to the availability of resources

Identification and mobilization of stakeholders

2. Il dentification and mobilization of the Pl at
great diversity of individuals, institutions, organizati@mlgroups working across and within

different sectors and scal@ecal, national, subregional, regional and global) need to be considered.

Other parameters includeetldifferentdisciplines (natural, social and economic sciences), types of
knowledge (traditional, local and indigenous, citizen science) and sectarstfindealth, food,

energy)that must be taken into accouBultural differences, language barriers, differing stakeholder
interests and different mandates and governance arrangements represent additional factors that must
be taken into consideration.

3. The secretariat, in collaboration with the netwoflstakeholderswill develop a method for
systematically identifying and mobilizing stakeholder groups, taking into account regional and gender
balance and diverse knowledge systems. As a starting pibwibsarver organizations that have

already been admitted s@ssions of thBlenary will be included. The secretariaill further seek

guidance from the Bureau and the Multidisciplinesgpert Panel and then publish an open registry of
stakeholdersPlaform national focal pointwiill, upon request, be informed of relevant information

about the identification and the engagement of stakeholdérsimcountries and regions so as to
maximize synergies at the national and regional leVéie secretariatill maintain a database of
stakeholders with their contact details and preferred metifozbmmunication.

4, The stakeholder network, under advice from the secretariat, may develop proposals as
necessary, regarding ways in which they can support the wahk ¢flatform. The proposals will be
shared with the Platform national focal points and will be considered by the Bureau and the
Multidisciplinary Expert Panel.

5. A detailed categorization @otentialstakeholders is provided in the note by the secretamiat
additional information on the stakeholder engagement strategy (IPBES/3/INF/10). This categorization
was originally initiated by the interim Platform secretariat (provided by the United Nations
Environment Programme) in the gap analysis that it conddetiacilitate the discussions on how to
improve and strengthen the sciefqumicy interface on biodiversity and ecosystem services
(seeUNEP/IPBES/2/INF/1). This categorization has been updatedi@ndrganizations have been
included following suggestits and comments by stakeholdenghe revised draft communications
strategy.

Needs analysis

6 . Apart from the identification exercise, the secretasidit also conduct a needs analysis of
stakeholder groups (both contributors and end users) to identlifygness to participate, incentives
and disincentives for participating, interest in specific outputs of the Platform, preferred methods of
engagement and issues of concern. This analyibevconducted using a quantitative survey taat

be translaté into different languages. Existing network#l be asked to forward the survey to their
members. This type of survey provides comparable and quantifiable results and can reach a broad
spectrum of stakeholders.

7. The needs analysis will help the Platfoidentify stakeholder expectations and better

understand the nature and degree of engagement envisaged by contributors and end users and the
engagement methods (e.gebsite, direct interaction, hubs, print materials, audiovisual materials,
collaborative pojects or angombination of the aboydest suited to different groups of stakeholders.

The results of this survey could help the secretariat improve its approaches to reaching stakeholders as
of 2016. A possible questionnaii@ stakeholders is includein the note by the secretariat on

additional information on the stakeholder engagement strategy (IPBES/3/INF/10).

Engagement with stakeholders

8. How-to guidesThe Plenary has adoptedl ear rul es for the Pl atfor
at which stagethe participation and input of stakeholderstarbesought. The policy and procedure

for theadmissiom f o b s er v er go'sessionsgptheFlenaaytare also being developed. The
secretariawvill preparesimple and clear howo guides explainig these processes. These How
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guides ould be translated into athe official language®f the United Nationsand posted on the

Pl atform s

we b s iotlebe created for widef distritiutios th existingsnetworks.

9. Taskforces Another aspct of stakeholdezngagemeris identifying how to strengthen

collaboration with stakeholdersgardings pe ci f i ¢

acti

vities of t

as the need to fill gaps in knowledge or data, conduct or receive training and partictpate i
matchmaking facility. The task force on capadityilding recently held a meeting in Brazil, at which
it discussed how to communicate and engage with various stakeholders in the context of the proposed
Platform matchmaking facility. The secretarinbald work closely with this and other task forces to
provide clear information about how stakeholders can participate in these areas.

10.

he

Outreach One of the challenges faced by the Platform in pursuing stakeholder engagement

how to give a voice to devabing countries, indigenous peoples and local communities and traditional
and local knowledge holders, citizen science organizations, and com+haséy conservation

organizations, given the possible language barriers and other constraints such afulnditedor
internet access. The secretavigt wo r k
others, as appropriate, to address these gaps.

11.

cl

osely wi

th the PI

atform’

Networks and hubg€xisting networks and regional or local hubs could help by mobilizing
their stakeholders, tailoring messages, participating in outreach efforts and potentially translating key

documents. Apart from existing networks on biodiversity and natural resources management, some
countries have developed their own Platform coordinatitts to mobilize their scientific
communities. These hubs and coordination units could perhaps help set up similar units in other
countries and encourage Platform member States to establish their own netwuwaikisnal and

subnational scales.
12.

Social mdia. The use of social medvaill allow the secretariat rapidly to inform diverse

groups of stakeholders. Via Facebook and Twitter, the secretédtigisseminate calls for input and
recent developments and receive feedback, harnessingwaayvoommuniation model.

13.

Information and communications technologe secretariat has procured information and

communications technology tools to enable its expert groups, task forces and authors to share files
collaborate online and conduct video conferences videnconferencing tools use cuttiegge

technology that provides a stable connection even in regions where there are connectivity problems.

14.

Stakeholder event$he secretariat will organize each year, bemehPlenary session,

stakeholder days to enm@ge stakeholders to interact. In addition, several awaresissizgy events or
targeted expert workshops are expected to be initiated by groups of stakeholders and regional

net wor ks

t hat

mi ght

consi der

i nc lesatretarigiill s |

ot s

Pl ¢

S

fc

support these events by assigning a staff member to them, to inform stakeholders about progress in the

Pl atform's
to the
15.

del

ver abl
s e ¢ ramd vworkload. t ’

S

es and t
budget

o |listen to

t hei

Annual surveyThe secretariatill conduct a stakeholder needs analysis to better assess the

needs of stakeholders. This annual survédlyaim to gauge perceptioasd views of stakeholders so
as to improve stakeholder engagement.

Actions Timeline Indicative budget

Identification of stakeholders March-May 2015 N/A

Needs analysis June-July 2015 N/A

How-to guides and translations March-June 2015 $35,000 for 2015

Fact sheets and translations regarding knowledg May-July 2015 $70,000 for 2015

generation and capacibuilding

Hardto-reach stakeholders Ongoing Part of the budget for
deliverable 1 (c)

Networks and hubs Ongoing N/A

Social media Ongoing N/A

Information and communications technology tool:

(online file sharing and video carencing tools)

Stakeholder events

Annual surveyg

Jan 2015Dec 2018

One or two days prior
to each Plenary

November each year

Online file sharing and video
conferencing for 500 users:
$130,000 for four years
Estimated cost of venue per
day: $38,000

N/A
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Annex Il

Guidance on the development of strategic partnerships and other collaborative
arrangements

Purpose of strategic partnerships in supporting the work programme of the
Platform

1. The primary purposef any strategic partnershigll be to suppdrimplementation of the
work programme of the Platform through one or more of the following means, recognizing yhat the
mi ght be applied differently depending on the ¢

(@) Increasing alignment of activitie€oordirating with existing institutions may help to
alignthe differentactivities that are currently being undertaken relevant to the delivery of the work
programme, thereby filling gaps and building upon their work while avoiding duplication of effort.

This might include, for example, coordination of relevant capalgitijding activities. In working
alongside those institutions already undertaking activities in areas related to the work programme, the
Platform is much more likely to add value and avoid duplicagixisting work;

(b) Providing direct suppdr There is a range of activities that the Platform could agree to
provide or commission other organizationptovide as part of the institutional arrangements for
supporting the delivery of the work programnThesectivitiesmight include, for example, providing
a technical support function, contributing specific knowledge and experience, coordinating areas of
work in which an organization has particular expertise, providing administrative support, erigaging
outreach and communication functions, increasing access to data and analytical methods and
promoting and catalysing capacibyilding;

(c) Building and managing relationshipEnsuring effective sharing of knowledge and
building of mutual understandingay be important in developing good working relationships between
the Platform and other intergovernmental processes and, in partigittamultilateral environmental
agreements related to biodiversity and ecosystem services;

(d) Facilitating stakeholdeengagementt is widely recognized that the Platform will need
to engage with a broad range of stakeholders, and this is addressed in the stakeholder engagement
strategy. Engagement with scientists and other knowledge holders is particularly rel¢kant to
implementation of the work programme. Strategic partnerships with organizations that can assist with
facilitating and promoting stakeholder engagement may be helpful.

2. Such strategic partnerships may be relevant at the global level, but they magnadsa s

useful purpose in supporting delivery of the work programme within particular regions in order to
increase cooperation and to increase access to data, information and knowledge. In this regard, needs
may vary from one region to another.

3. It is important to recognize that strategic partnerships are not necessary for every action that
the Platform may undertake with other organizations and individuals. In particular, the following
actions might be sufficient, and in most instances could be undertakieout entering into more

formal partnership arrangements:

(@) Liaising and communicatingsiven the breadth of organizations involved in
biodiversity and ecosystem services, it is essential for the Platform to effectively communicate what it
is doing (hrough a range of mechanisms, including national focal points), to indicate potential
opportunities for involvement and to liaise with relevant organizations known to have particularly
relevant interests;

(b) Recognizing what others produce or do as coutibns to the PlatformSome
organizations are already carrying out activities directly relevant to the Platform that could be readily
used by the Platform. Consideratioill be given to ways of identifying and appropriately recognizing
these activitieand products. Thigill need to be handled through an open and transparent process and
to beaddressed in the rules of procedure;

(c) Promoting cooperation and coordinatiofhe Platformwill providethe necessary
impetus for increased cooperation andatmdration among organizations working on similar issues,
so that they can together deliver more effectively a product or service to meet the needs of the
Platform;
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(d) Informing and potentially influencing the priorities of othePsiorities identified lp the
Platform are likely to be taken into account in the planning and prioritization processes of many
organizations, networks, programmes and processes relevant to the Platform;

(&) Informing and potentially influencing working practic€somoting theuse of standard
methodologies, frameworks and tools and access to information on lessons learned would support the
working practices of a range of organizations. Each of these has the potential to increase
harmonization in approaches so that organizaiilmiisg things in similar ways can more easily share
the resulting data, information and experience.

Key considerations to be taken into account in establishing strategic
partnerships

4, Careful considerationn a casdy-case basis is required as to wiegth strategic partnership

is appropriate and necessary. Given that the Platform is a new and evolving entity there are many
organizations that might wish to form partnerships wtith order to try to secure their own roles in its
future. In such a sittimn the partnership arrangements of the Platform should be ptipwsa and
centred around the need for effective implementation of its functions and work programme. The
Platformmusttherefore be prudent in its approach to the development of parreestd give very
careful consideration to the value and implications of such partnerships.

5. Taking account of the previous paragraphs, critertze used in identifying whether a
strategic partnership is appropriate and necessary include:

(@) Necessity ofising a formal partnership approach rather than other available mechanisms
such as those identified in paragraph 3;

(b) Relevance of the potential partnership to delivery of the work programme agreed upon
by the Plenary, including consideration of anypties agreed upon by the Plenary;

(c) Opportunity to perform work programme activities more effectively, efficiently,
economically and ethically;

(d) Experience and capacity of the potential strategic partner in fields relevant to the
Platform and its wiingness to collaborate in delivering the work programme;

(e) Achievement of a more appropriate regional or thematic balance in the delivery of the
work programme.

6. Assuming that a strategic partnership is deemed both necessary and appropriate, considerati
mustbe given to the potential roles and responsibilities of the different partners, any specific
deliverables and terms of reference and the necessary time frames. In this regard, a partnership might
cover a narrow range of activities or be quite breadi it might be timédound or opesended (noting

the need for regular review highlighted in paragraph 10).

7. Any partnership arrangements entered sftallbe established within the existing partnership
rules and policy of the United Nations Environmerdad?amme (UNEP), as the institution
administering the Platform secretariat, whigii ensure that appropriate generic legal, ethical and
financial issuesrefully addressed.

8. In establishing strategic partnerships, consideration will need to be gitlemissues that are
normally addressed in contracts between organizations, a number of which may already be included in
the policies and procedures of the Platform. Most of these issues will need to be considered whether or
not there is a contractual argament and whether or not theraisritten agreement. These include:

(@) Purpose and objective;

(b) Commitments of each party;
(c) Conflict of interest;

(d) Liability;

(e) Intellectual property rights;

()  Confidentiality;

(g) Representation and use ofjbs;
(h)  Amendment;

(i)  Entry into force;
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(i)  Termination;
(k) Settlement of disputes.

9. Finally, consideration will need to be given to ensuring that the procedures and operating
principles of the Platform are fully taken into account when developinggitgtartnerships, and in
particular to ensure that those operating principles are applied in an appropriate manner both in
choosing partnerships and in the manner in which those partnerships are implemented. Specifically,
theremustbe:

(@) Transparencyrad accountability in deciding on and entering into partnerships, so that
the reasons for doing so are obvious and it is clear what each party will gain;

(b) Application of all relevant Platform procedures and operating principles by partners so
thatpartneships donot become a mechanism for circumventing agreed approaches;

(c) Clear and understood quality control and quality assurance of processes and outputs
through implementation and monitoring using appropriate mechanisms;

(d) Access to collaboration i the Platform across regions, Platform functions or among a
variety of stakeholders;

(e) Steps taken to ensure that the development of a strategic partnership with one
organization does not lead to reduced involvement of other organizations or stateholde

10. In order to ensure and maintain public confidence, partnershighkbe the subject of regular

review by the secretariat, the Multidisciplinary Expert Panel, the Bureau and the Plenary to ensure that
they continue to serve the purpose for which theyewntended and to check that they remain relevant

to delivery of the work programme. Any partnership arrangements, including terms of reference,
should allow for such periodic review and adjustment.

Form of strategic partnerships

11.  The form that sti@gic partnerships assum&yvary considerably. For example, intent to
collaboratemaybe established through an exchange of letters or a memorandum of undergteatding
can be used for defining strategic allianaed fordeclaring agreement on inteo areas of common
interest on cooperation in terms of project and programme implementatioarathé sharing of
responsibilities for joint programmingrecognizing that there are potential costs and benefits to both
parties. They are essentially framas through which the parties amagreement confirm that they
share a common understanding.

12. In order to operationalize partnerships, consideration might be given to drawing up a project
document of some form or a jointly agreed programme of work, widzhid spell out how the intent

to collaborate would be realized. Such documents would provide more detailed definitions of
activities, timetables and deliverables and would be likely to include implementation plans and
potentially also budgets. These mdetailed documents may cover the whole period of the
partnership omaybe periodically updated.

13.  While in some cases partnerships may involve the transfer of funds to support a particular set
of tasks, this is not necessarily always the case. Partnecshifzsalso be established with no implied
exchange of funds. In some cases it would be assumed that the legal entities involved would provide
the necessary resources for their own activities (which may well be activities that they intended to
carry out agway). The agreements might be used, however, as a vehicle to help find additional
funding from elsewhere, and this should be considered when they are drawn up.

14.  There may also be cases where a legal agreement in the form of a contract is necessary in order
to ensure timely delivery of a product or service necessary for the efficient implementation of the work
programme. The form that the contract takes may well vary depending on the type of organization and
the institutional relationship between the Platfaor UNEP and the organization concerned.
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V. Categories of strategic partnership and processes for their identification

Bodies identified in the functions, operating principles and institutional arrangements of the
Platform

15.  The following two categoriesf institutions are already recognized as being a part of the
Platform and are explicitly referred to in the resolution establishing the PI&tfanchin Plenary
decisions. Establishment by way of a Plenary decision of some form of strategic partneitbhips
institutions in tkese two categories will help promote and support delivery of the work programme
through improved collaboration and cooperation

(@) United Nations systenThrough decision IPBE3/8, the Platform has already
established a collaboraé partnership with UNEP, the Food and Agriculture Organization of the
United Nations, the United Nations Development Programme and the United Nations Educational,
Scientific and Cultural Organization;

(b) Multilateral environmental agreements is in the interests of both the Platform and the
multilateral environmental agreements related to biodiversity and ecosystem services that the
agreements work closely together and with the Platf@ime. Bureawvill thereforework with the
appropriate governance dy (or bodies) for each of the multilateral environmental agreements to
develop strategic partnership arrangements between each multilateral environmental agreement and
the Platform for approval by the Plenalyis expected thatese partnershipsill be modelled on the
existing r?zemorandum of cooperation between the Platform and the Convention on Biological
Diversity.

Technical support for implementation of the work programme

16. Some arrangements, whether they are known as strategic partnershipsvill bethecessary

to provide technical and administrative support for implementation of the work programme. These
arrangements essentially provide additional support to the secretariat intsotine manner relating

to one or more defined deliverables. @cision IPBES/5 (sect. X, para. 3), the Plenary mandated

the Bureau and the secretariat to establish the institutional arrangements necessary to operationalize
technical support for the implementation of the work programme. This will continue asargcess
throughout the duration of the work programme. It should be recognized that, while such arrangements
may reduce the overall workload, the work of formalizing and managing such partnerships will in

itself require the time and attention of the secretaria

17.  The following approaches aim to help ensure the alignment of strategic partnerships and other
collaborative arrangements with the delivery of the work programme, placing the responsibility for
identifying potential strategic partnerships and othemboltation arrangements with those most

directly involved with each deliverable:

(@) Supporting the work of task forcéghe terms of reference of the three task forces
(decision IPBES2/5, annexes HIV) explicitly ask each task force to advise on strat@grtnerships
that would help to deliver support in the area for which the task force is resppnaiblely key
capacitybuilding initiatives engagement with scientific and observing communéiegindigenous
and local knowledge communities ¢arryng out this function théask forceshallidentify both
strategic partnerships and other collaborative arrangements that are necessary for delivery of their
responsibilities and review their proposals with the Bureau. A range of different types ohslgs
will be proposed and, based on the guidance provided in paragraph 18, the Bureau will approve, deny
or refer to the Plenary for decision the proposed partnership;

(b)  Supporting thematic and global, regional and subregional assessniéetexpert
group appointed to scope each assessatitadvise on strategic partnerships and other
arrangements that would be valuable in helping with the condulee afSsessments. The suggestions
of the group willthen form part of the scoping document or itscaapanying documentation, which
will be reviewed and adopted by the Plenary. In addition, however, it may be necessary to establish
strategic partnerships or other appropriate arrangements with other assessment processes or bodies
responsible for those a&ssment processes, in particular in thematic areas specific to certain regions.
In this case the Bureau, working with the secretariat] diefine the type of relationship required. A
range of different types of relationship will be proposed and, bas#t@uidance provided in

31 UNEP/IPBES.MI/2/9, annex |.

32 A memorandum of cooperation was signed in October 2014 between the Platform secretariat and the secretariat
of the Convention on Biological Diversity.
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paragraph 18, the Bureau will approve, deny or refer to the Plenary for decision the proposed
partnership;

(c) Policy support, including that related to methodological assessnibntstypes of
advicewill come from the expert gops working on methodological assessmefits; expert group
scoping a methodological assessn#atll make recommendations to the Plenary regarding strategic
partnerships or other arrangements that would be valuable in carrying out the assessmeritthg part o
scoping document or other associated documentaticaddition,when the assessmenbr guide—is
presented to the Plenary, the expert group carrying out the asseshkaikadvise on any strategic
partnerships or other arrangements that wouldahgable in the future development and
implementation of policy support tools arising from the assessment;

(d) Communications, outreach and stakeholder engagembatBureau, working with the
secretariatwill identify strategic partnerships and otaerangements that would be valuable in
helping to carry out communication, outreach and stakeholder engagement activities. A range of
different types of relationship may be considered and, based on the guidance provided in paragraph 18,
the Bureau will apmve, deny or refer to the Plenary for decision the proposed partnership.

18. In deciding whether or not it is appropriate to consult the Plenary before entering into any form
of partnership arrangement, the Bureau will keep in mind the following considatation

€)] High-level partnerships with bodies identified in the functions, operating principles
and institutional arrangements of the Platform will be approved by the Plenary;

(b) Partnerships with institutions providing technical support for implementation of the
work programme may be approved by the Bureau following any generic or specific guidance provided
by the Plenary;

(©) The Bureau will consult the Plenary prior to entering into a partnership agreement
where for any reason further guidance is required.
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