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Executive summary
There is a broad range of organizations, networks, programmes and processes that is already carrying out
activities that are directly relevant to a future IPBES in whatever form it finally takes. Given discussion to date,
it is anticipated that if an IPBES is established following the third IPBES meeting, it will be expected to build
on existing experience, and to complement and draw on the existing landscape of organizations, networks,
programmes and processes contributing to the science policy interface. The potential contributions that such
organizations and activities could conceivably make are briefly discussed, as are potential mechanisms for
helping to ensure that contribution. However, ultimately, the form these interactions take, and the products and
services delivered, will depend on the future form and function of IPBES. Therefore, assuming a decision is
taken at the third IPBES meeting to initiate establishment of an IPBES, it is important that:

o explicit recognition is given to the potential contribution of existing organizations, networks, programmes
and processes in the development and implementation of IPBES; and

o the process for developing an implementation plan for IPBES takes account of these potential contributions
and builds them into the future programme of work of IPBES.

A. Introduction

. In recent years significant attention has been given to ways and means to improve the manner in which
science is used to inform pelicy. While a wide range of individuals and organizations had been considering this
issue for some time, significant impetus was given to these discussions in 2005 when the then President of
France, Jacques Chirac, called on the international community to consider how we could achieve for
biodiversity the scientific consensus that has been achieved for climate change by the Intergovernmental Panel
on Climate Change (IPCC). This led directly to the consultation on the proposed International Mechanism Of
Scientific Expertise on Biodiversity (IMoSEB) which took place between 2005 and 2007, which coincided with
the completion of the Mille nnium Ecosystem Assessment (MA) and consideration of MA follow up activities.

2 The United MNations Environment Programme (UNEFP) has been facilitating discussion on a proposed
Intergovernmental Platform on Biodiversity and Ecosystem Services (IPBES) since 2008, during which time it
has convened two intergovernmental and multi-stakeholder meetings, and has reported to the UNEP Governing
Council and to the Global Ministerial Environment Forum., Decisions GC25, 10 and 55XU3, and the agreed
Programme of Work 2010-2011 provide the immediate mandates. What is intended to be the third and final ad
hoc intergovernmental and multi-stake holder meeting on IPBES will take place 7-11 June 2010 in the Republic
of Korea o negotiate and reach agreement on whether to establish a new mechanism.
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3 While the discussions on IPBES have yel to be completed, it seems likely that steps will be taken
internationally to improve the science-policy interface. It also seems likely that, whatever steps are taken, there
will be a clear expectation that actions taken would build on the existing landscape of organizations, networks,
programmes and processes working to improve the use of science in policy development and implementation.
This is necessary in order to learn from past experiences, and to take advantage of potential synergies and avoid
unnecessary  duplication. However, for many of the organizations, networks, programmes and processes
concerned there is an additional concem, and that is that a new IPBES should not unnecessarily disrupt or
otherwise detract from work that is already ongoing.

4, To some extent the existing landscape has already been considered in the gap analysis prepared for the
second IPBES meeting (UNEF/IPBES/2/INF/1), and in the more detailed reviews of the assessment landscape
(UNEP/AIPBES/¥INF/1), indicators (UNEF/IPBES/YINFE2) and capacity building (UNEPF/IPBES/3/INF/3)
carried out for the third IPBES meeting. However in each case the focus in these documents is on the processes
that might form a part of a future IPBES, and not on the organizations than might contribute to carrying out one
or more of these activities. This document aims to address the potential roles of existing organizations,
networks, programmes and processes (henceforth referred to as organizations and activities) in a future IPBES,
and possible mechanisms for achieving these.

B. The potential form and function of a future IPBES

5. To facilitate discussion and planning for a future IPBES in the context of other organizations and
activitie s, it is necessary to anticipate to some extent its future form and function. Although this will inevitably
not be correct in every detail, as these decisions have yet to be taken, the following should be sufficiently
accurate to promote the necessary consideration and discussion, even it is not finally implemented in this way.

o, Therefore, for the purposes of this paper and analysis, it is assumed that a future IPBES will have the
following characteristics, which are based on the IPBES discussions to date (included the submitted papers), and
on approaches used andfor discussed in the context of the MA and its follow up', and the Assessment of
Assessments carried out in preparation for a Regular Process for Global Reporting and Assessment of the State
of the Marine Environment including Socio-economic Aspects®. Particularly important for this paper is the
assumption that there are some tasks that IPBES itself will do, and some tasks that it will directly promote,
facilitate or catalyse.

7. With this in mind, it is suggested that IPBES will primarily:

aj be responsive to the peeds of scientific advisory bodies of international agreements and
processes (such as the CBD SBSTTA ), but will not be under their control;

b draw wherever possible on the capacities and strengths of gxisting organizations, programings
and processes, even where this may necessitate some adaptation in these organizations and activities;

) deliver global, regional and thematic assessments of biodiversity and ecosystem services,
drawing substantially on sub-global assessments (SGASs);

d) promote, and as appropriate facilitate, the imple mentation of SGAs at sub-regional, national
and sub-national levels, helping to ensure common methodologies and frameworks; and

2) communicate the results of its work to multiple audiences in appropriate ways, in order to
ensure maximum impact, including into other assessment processes.
B. And that in order to achieve this IPBES will alsor

iy promote, and as appropriate facilitate, the development and use of metrics and indicators to
understand and illustrate trends in biodiversity and ecosystem services;

=) identify gaps in knowledge and capacity, and priority research needs, and promote actions that
will lead to these gaps and needs being addressed by appropriate organizations,

UNEFCBLYCOP/OINFR26 ( 26 April 2008)
' UN General Assembly AJ64/88 (11 June 2009)
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h) promote development of the necessary research and monitoring programme s for improving the
science policy interface, including on the use of models and scenarios, and access to data and information; and

il promote, and as appropriate facilitate, the development of capacity at all levels to carry out the
activitie s referred to above,

C. Landscape of organizations

9. The landscape of organizations and activities promoting, ensuring and supporting the use of science in
decision making is large and complex, and continuing to develop and evolve. It ranges from small organizations
with a very narrow thematic focus, to very large networks and programmes involving hundreds of organizations
and thousands of individuals.

10, It is not possible within this paper, and within the time available, to carry out a full review of all of the
relevant institutions, but it is possible to draw together information on a subset sufficient to inform discussion in
preparation for the third IPBES meeting, and to inform the subsequent development and implementation of a
future IPBES., if such is the decision taken in Korea.

11 With this in mind, Annex 1 provides an annotated list of relevant organizations and activities. It is
substantially based on the gap analysis prepared for the second IPBES meeting (UNEF/JIPBES/ZINF/ 1) together
with publically available information on the institutions concerned. Reference is also made to organizations and
activities referred to in the information documents prepared for the third IPBES meeting, and in particular the
information documents on  assessments (UNEFJAPBES/¥INF/1), indicators (UNEF/JIPBES/3/INFE/2), and
capacity building { UNEF/IPBES/ 3/INF/3).

12, Mote that this information document and the associated annexes do not include United Nations
agencies and programmes, although it does make reference to some collaborative arrangements between UN
agencies and other organizations and activities. The document also aims to aveid duplicating what is already in
papers prepared for the third IPBES meeting, and the assessment and capacity building papers in particular,

13, This information in Annex | is supported by Annex 2 which provides further information on a number
of organizations and activities. These were selected from the annotated list to demonstrate a range of different
types of institution, responding to different functional elements of the science policy interface (knowledge
generation, synthesis and delivery of information to support policy, and so on). The information presented was
either obtained directly from the organizations concerned, or derived from publically available sources.

D). How IPBES might relate to other organizations, networks,
programmes and processes

14. It is clear that IPBES would not do everything itself, but would inevitably and necessarily work with
and through a wide range of organizations and individuals. This would include many if not most of the
organizations and activities described in the annexes to this information document. In doing so IPBES would
draw on existing experience, interests, capacities and strengths, many of them already supported by Government
inve stments. However in order to understand how these organizations and activities could potentially contribute,
it is important to establish relatively early on in the development of IPBES:

a what activities IPBES will do itself;

by what activities IPBES will task others to do on its behalf; and

) what activities IPBES will also promote, facilitate and/or cataly se, either directly or indirectly.
15. Based on the potential form and function of a future IPBES suggesied in the previous section, Figure |

is an attempt to tease this information apart as a basis for further discussion. This identifies the sorts of activities
that IPBES will need to undertake or promote as it develops, and those other activities which will contribute to
IPBES now and in the future either directly or indirectly. However this is a single view, and other interpretations
are possible.
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Figure 1: Potential activities and influences of a future IPBES
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16, The rest of this section suggests how other organizations and activities could contribute to the activities
that IPBES might reascnably be expected to carry out or promote. This approach is taken as it emphasises the
wide range of contributions that could be made by existing organizations, networks, programmes and processes,
thereby supporting the relatively rapid implementation of a future IPBES. However these are necessarily
examples and not a comprehensive listing. Relationships and implications depend on how IPBES is ultimately

agreed to be implemented by Govemments.
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17. On what IPBES would do or cause to be done on its behalf™

aj Identifvine needs and priorities of IPBES “clients™ It is assumed that IPBES would establish
its own mechanisms, and would not usually involve other organizations and activities directly, although their
representatives may well be members of relevant advisory bodies in a number cases.

b Building constituencies: It seems likely that IPBES would make use of existing networks and
membership organizations such as DIVERSITAS (network of relevant scientists), ICSU (links to national
academies of sciences and professional scientific unions) and IUCN (with both NGO membership and large
networks of experts) to reach out to scientists. There is also a range of organizations that can help IPBES to
understand the “landscape™ of interested organizations, including those involved with the existing reviews for
IPBES meeting background papers.

) Communicating IPBES outputs: [t is assumed that [PBES would establish its own
communication mechanisms, and would not usually invelve other organizations and activities directly (although
note sub-paragraph 15(j) below).

d) Coordinating and delivering assessmenis: This is such a major activity that many
organizations and individuals will be involved in making input in one way or another. A primary issue is
therefore whether there are organizations that might be coordinating or overseeing certain activities. For
example, following the impact of the third edition of the Global Biodiversity Outlook, is there opportunity for
the Biodiversity Indicators Partnership to be responsible for coordinating andior overseeing work on indicators,
andsor for scientists from DIVERSITAS and UNEP-WCMC to lead work relating to biodiversity futures ?

) Compiling and synthesising information on emerging issues: It is assumed that IPBES will
compile information from existing activities {see sub-paragraph 18(e) below) for subsequent review by whatever
processes are established. One of a number of organizations could be tasked with carrying out the compilation
and synthesis on behalf of IPBES, unless the IPBES secretarial was to carry this work out itself or commission a
group of scientists and other experts directly.

£y Identifving knowledee gaps: Following the completion of the Millennium Ecosystem
Assessment, knowledge gaps were reviewed through a process led by ICSU, UNESCO and UNU. It is assumed
that IPBES may periodically commission or otherwise promote further reviews in key areas. The most relevant
organizations and networks would depend on the themes, sectors or issues being reviewed, but for many such
reviews ad hoc groups of scientists may be more appropriate rather than specific organizations.

) Identifving functional gaps: It is not clear whether IPBES would be proactive in identifying
function gaps (such as, for example, where there is need for improved capacity building in key areas), or
whether these gaps would be drawn to the attention of IPBES either by Governments, or by organizations and
networks supporting implementation of IPBES either directly or indirectly.

hy Developing support tools: It is assumed that wherever possible IPBES would build on what is
already available. For example the Biodiversity Indicator Partmership and a number of its members are
developing guidance on indicators, and could support identification of metrics working with appropriate
scigntists. Those organizations involved in the MA follow up process have developed the MA Methods Manual,
and are likely to develop training modules based on it. IPBES could adopt existing tools, and support relevant
organizations in developing further support tools on its behalf - while recognising that it may also want to
establish its own processes for reviewing these tools,

i) Providing tools for sharing experience: It is assumed that this would be implemented by
IPBES, although it may well call on involved organizations and networks such as those described in this paper
to support the location of case studies, and potentially to provide access to relevant databases.

ji Ensuring OA/QC across all IPBES work: Tt is assumed that IPBES would establish its own
quality assurance and control mechanisms, and would not usually invelve other organizations and activities
directly.

12 On what IPBES would promote, facilitate or catalyse, whether directly or indirectly*:

aj Assessment at the national level: It is assumed that IPBES will both promote and catalyse sub-
global assessments, and to some extent facilitate them through adopting or promoting support tools. Many
organizations are already involved in promoting sub-global assessments through their participation in the SGA

Mote that abbreviations are expanded in Annex |

* Note that abbreviations are expanded in Annex 1
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working group of the MA follow up strategy, including UNEP, the World Resources Institute, TUCN, the UNU
Institute of Advanced Studies, and UNEP-WCMC.,

b) Engacement of scientists: During preparation for the TPBES meetings DIVERSITAS has
already been involved in promoting the engagement of scientists in IPBES, and it is assumed that this will
contine following establishment of IPBES. This would be complemented by engagement through IUCN
commissions, and through a range of other ICSU and UNU related programmes such as IHDF.

Cl Science-policy_capacity_building: Mumerous organizations are involved in capacity building
relevant to [PBES, ranging from those activities described in the national assessment paragraph above, to the
activities of GBIF in building an inter-governmental hiodiversity informatics infrastructure for discovery, access
and exchange of primary biodiversity data globally, including extensive training programmes, to the regional
and national indicator workshops organized by UNEP-WCMC. This work could be given additional impetus
and mandate by IPBES.

d) Ressarch in key areas: While a range of organizations address specific gaps, particularly
relevant here are the collaborative efforis to develop research strategies for addressing policy needs. This
includes aspects of the work of ICSU and its specialist programmes, [SSC, TWAS, EPBRS and AU/STRC.

2] Identification of emerging issues: There is a wide range of organizations involved in various
aspects of identifying emerging issues, whether these arise from horizon scanning, scenario development,
studies on tipping points, or improvements in biodiversity models. This work is likely to be given further
impetus by IPBES, and an increased opportunity to feed the results into international processes.

£y Lono-term monitoring: Various organizations and networks promote long-term monitoring
programmes, including, for example, ILTER and those involved in the UNESCO Man and the Biosphere
programme at various levels (which directly involves networks of national agencies). All of these activities
come under the umbrella of GEO BON, the global biodiversity observing component of GEOSS.

a) Improved use of data’information: There is a range of organizations and other processes
actively promoting increased access (0 and availability of data GBIF, for example, was established as a
multilateral organisation as an outcome of the OECD Global Science Forum recommendation specifically to
enable free and open access to biodiversity data for all countries. The Conservation Commons is actively
promoting removal of bariers to making data more widely available, and organizations such as GEO-BON are
working to increase access to that data primarily through online tools at the global level. Regional information
networks and organizations such as TABIN and ACB also make a major contribution. Key databases, such as the
World Database on Protected Areas, provide integrated access to data from multiple sources, and
programmes/tools such as OARE provide improved access o scientific literature in developing countries.

hy < This is an area in which
IPBES is likely to have an influence through its activities, and inevitably a number of the organizations,
petworks programmes and processes close to IPBES are likely to benefit through more clearly demonstrating
how they contribute to improving the science-policy interface.

i) Improved coordination of IPBES related activities: Again this is an area in which IPBES is
likely to have an influence through its activities, and increasingly organizations may improve their collaboration
and coordination in order to increase synergies and reduce duplication. Examples include the current
coordination of biodiversity indicators relevant to the 2010 target by the Biodiversity Indicators Partnership, the
working group on sub-global assessment established as part of the MA follow up strategy, ICES or SCOPE.
There are also a wide range of expert networks already in existence that can help to serve this function, such as
the IUCN commissions,

il Communication of IPBES outputs: It is obvious that in addition to communication though
IPBES many of the organization and networks involved with IPBES would also want to communicate the
findings for their own purposes,

19, Note again isee paragraph 12) that in order to reduce duplication in information documents on a future
IPBES this paper does not repeat much of what is discussed in the information documents on assessments,
indicators and capacity building, although there are some obvious exceptions where a particular point was being
made. It also does not explicitly include UN agencies and programmes, although parts of their work are clearly
relevant.

20. What will also be apparent from the previous paragraphs is that the organizations and activities referred
to in this paper often contribute to more than one of the identified activities, although attempts have been made
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not to keep highlighting the same organizations. It is important to take this into account as a future IPBES is
developed, probably leading to the development of joint programmes of work (see next section).

2L While there is little discussion in this document relating to national organizations, it is important to also
recognise the substantial contribution that some national organizations make at global and regional levels. For
example, member countries of GBIF agree to designate and/or are assisted to establish national institutes for
coordinating biodiversity information management and capacity building in-country in order to better enable
their participation in relevant global and regional activities. Other examples include the members of the
Consortium of Scientific Partners on Biodiversity” established to support aspects of the work of the Convention
on Biological Diversity. Of course many other organizations make substantial contributions to the science-
policy interface at the national level, including, for example, InBIO in Costa Rica, CONABIO in Mexico, and
SAMBI in South Africa.

E. Mechanisms for collaboration and influence

22, There are various mechanisms that could be put in place to help ensure the effective involvement of
relevant organizations and activities in a future IPBES. The following are the more obvious ones:

aj Liaison and coordination: Given the breadth of organizations involved in biodiversity it will be
important for IPBES to find an effective way to communicate what it is doing, to liaise with relevant
organizations to ensure their effective contribution to what IPBES is trying to achieve, and to coordinate their
contribution to IPBES processes as appropriate. The exact mechanisms would be likely to vary, depending on
the type and size of the organizations involved, and how they would be likely to contribute.

b Staff secondments to IPBES: Some organizations may be interested in seconding staff to work
for IPBES, whether co-locating those staff with the IPBES Secretariat, or having them continue to work within
their own offices. This could lead to increased collaboration with the organization concerned, and perhaps also
its close partners.

c) Location of IPBES staff within other organizations: One possible scenario for IPBES is a
distributed secretariat, with certain staff being located within appropriate organizations, This is what happened
with the Millennium Ecosystem Assessment, with secretariat staft placed in the WorldFish Centre, UNEP-
WCMC, the World Resources Institute and various other institutions. This also has the effect of building strong
relationships between IPBES and the organization concerned.

dj Accepting what others produce as IPBES input‘product: It is inevitable that some
organizations are already carrying out activities directly relevant to IPBES that could be readily accepted or
adopted as IPBES inputs or products. Consideration will need to be given to ways to identify these activities and
products, and the appropriate means for “recognising” or endorsing them.

2) Promoting cooperation and coordination: Following directly on from the previous point, it is
conceivable that IPBES could provide the necessary impetus for increased cooperation and collaboration
between organizations working on similar issues, so that they can together deliver a product or service that
IPBES recognises in some manner (with perhaps increased recognition because of the collaboration involving a
wider range of organizations).

£y Froviding mandates (and potentially_increased access to fundingy As an intergovernmental
body, IPBES may be able to provide mandates (o existing organizations and activities that would enable them o
gel increased recognition for their work, and potentially also increased access to funding as a result.

o) [nfluencing priorities; If IPBES as an intergovernmental body working at the science policy
interface can clearly identify priorities and the reasons for those priorities, then many organization, networks,
programmes and processes relevant to IPBES are likely to take account of those priorities in their own planning
and prioritization processes.,

5 The consortium includes the Muséum National d"Histoire Naturelle (France), Smithsonian National Museum
of Natural History (USA), Royal Botanic Gardens Kew (UK), Royal Belgian Institute of Natural Sciences
iBelgium), Federal Agency for Mature Conservation (Germany), MNational Commission for Wildlife
Conservation and Development (Saudi Arabia), Comision MNacional para el Conocimiento v Uso de la
Biodiversidad (Mexico), Museums Nature Montréal (Canada), and Higashiyama Botanical Gardens (Japan).
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hy Influencing activities: At a minimum this can be achieved by making available and promoting
the use of standard methodologies, frameworks and tools, and access to information on lessons learnt. Each of
these has the potential to increase harmonization in approaches, so that people are doing things in similar ways
and can more easily share the resulting data, information and experience.

i) Joint prosrammes of work: Given the breadth of activities that some organizations are likely o
carry out relevant to a future IPBES it may be appropriate to put in place signed agreements and develop joint
programmes of work to identify more exactly the roles and responsibilities of these organizations and activities
with respect to IPBES.

jl Direct contract: There may be certain activities within the programme of work ultimately
defined for IPBES where the most effective solution is to contract another organization to carry out the work on
its behalf.

23, All of the mechanisms described above are in addition to the potential invelvement of a number of
these organizations and activities in the governance and advisory processes that would be established to ensure
the effective implementation of a future IPBES. The involvement of relevant organizations as stakeholders in
IPBES governance and advisory bodies would help to ensure their more effective involvement in IPBES, and a
closer relationship between IPBES and those already involved in the generation and use of the science that can
inform decision making.

-

F. Next steps

24, Given a positive decision on formation of an IPBES, it then becomes important to identify the process
that would be followed for defining how IPBES would work, and in doing so how it would relate to the existing
landscape of organizations, networks, programmes and processes relevant to IPBES. In other words planning for
implementation of IPBES would also necessitate identification of the potential roles and responsibilities of
existing organizations and activities, because otherwise there would be a risk of duplication, undermining
existing work, and not taking proper account of existing experience.

25, The following is perhaps the most appropriate series of actions to be undertaken in order to prepare for
full implementation of a future IPBES:

a) define what it is that IPBES aims to achieve, and to what time schedule, hased on the
decisions arrived at during the third IPBES meeting;

b investigate how this relates to whatever is already underway, who the key players are and
what they are already deing — or could be doing — in support of this {building on work already carried out during
the gap analysis and as part of this review);

) develop an implementation plan taking account of this, which addresses both what IPBES
will do (including what it will “*contract™), and what it will promote, catalyse or facilitate others to do directly;

dj pilot testing the process, ensuring it is established in such a manner that it tests aspects of
relationships with existing organizations, networks, programmes and processes so that lessons can be learnt; and

2] full implementation, addressing the vision of what we want to achieve, learning from the pilot
approaches, and based on the implementation plan (revised as appropriate following the pilot).

26. However in developing these plans invelving other organizations it is important not to be naive about
the needs of those organizations. With proper planning they can make a substantial and cost-effective
contribution to IPBES, but their ability to participate is likely to be dependent on a range of issues (although this
will obviously vary from one organization to another). These issues range from capacity to resource availability,
and from ensuring the right mandates are in place to ensuring that contributions are appropriately recognised.

27. Al the same time there is potential for an IPBES (o strengthen the effectiveness of the work of existing
organizations and activities, providing a structure and process that encourages and draws on their work, and
helps to deliver it to wider audiences meaningfully combined with inputs from many other organizations and
activitie s.
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Annex 1 - Annotated list of organizations

This annex provides an annotated list of relevant organizations and activities. The list is intended to be
indicative rather than complete, and includes neither all of the potentially relevant organizations, networks,
programmes and processes, nor all of the potential relations to IPBES of those that are listed,

The list is substantially based on the gap analysis prepared for the second IPBES meeting in October 2000
(UNEF/IPBES/ZINF/1 ), together with publically available information on the institutions concernaed. Reference
is also made to organizations and activities referred to in the information documents prepared for the third
IPBES meeting, and in particular the information documents on assessments { UNEF/IPBES/3/INF/1), indicators
(UNEP/IPBES/¥INF/2), and capacity building (UNEF/IPBES/ 3/INF/3).

Name

Mandate' Mission

Examples of potential contributions to IPEES

2010 Biodiversity
Indicators
Partnership (2010
EIF)

Brings together over 40 UN, IGO0, NGO, academic and
governmental organisations from around the world,
with three primary chjectives: to generate information
on biodiversity trends which is useful to decision
makers; to ensure improved global biodiversity
indicators are implemented and available; and toenable
capacity building and improve the delivery of the
biodiversity indicators at the natdonal kevel,

# Coordinates the provision of global biodiversity indicators
for inclusion in assessments

Helps to promote consistency in approach between different
intematiconal agreements and processes using indicators on
biodiversity and ecosystem services,

Builds capacity at the national kevel to develop and use
natonal level indicators

-

-

African Environment
Cutlook

Discussed in UNEFIPBES/ VINF/1

Afrcan Union's
Scientific, Technical

Established to cocrdinate and promote scientific and
technological reszarch and findings and to srve as a

# Creating a regional database of national expertise in
mlevant areas and pricrty research, and capacity building

and Rescarch clearing houss for all scientific and technical activities needs in collaboration with national and international
Commission of the continent through a sharpening of the overall partners
(ALVSTRC) naticnal and regional development plans, strategies and | C‘nntrihljrjn-r i building a common kiowled e base with
policies in order toensume full exploitation of national the crcaﬁonaot'd:dicnh:a inter-African sub-committess of
::ftrllgturgnrt:suurcts for durable long term growth and specialists in soil science, sea and inland fisheries,
P ) medicinal plants and traditional medicine, and biodiversity,
bintechnology and biosatety.

* Conducting capacity bailding programmes for policy-
makers and cther stakeholders in areas of applied science,
traditional knowledge and other similar arsas.

ALTER-Net ALTER-Net is a nctwork of 23 partner institutes from o The primary aim of ALTER-Net is to facilitate the
7 ; i i : .
17 EU_':-'_'P'CEL“ '“'”'E”“' It aims 1o mh:hgmb: rescarch development of the integrated research capacity necessary
capacities acroes bUraps: Assessing Clanges in for addressing key biodiversity policy-related issues
biodiversity, analyzing t_h:."-'ﬁ:f:t of those changes on * Helps to cnsure the relevance of mscarch by building
ecosyslem services and informing the pu‘:.'“'? and pelicy stronger and more effective communication between the
makers about this at amEu ropean scale. Orginally pm”‘ér orpanisations and key policy stakcholders,
funded by the EU's 67 Framework Programme to particularly at 2 European level
stimulate a collaborative approach, ALTER-Net is now )
operating independently.
Assessment of Discussed in UNEFIPBES/ ¥ INF/1
Asszsaments (Aod)
Biodiversity TODWG was formed to establish intemational » Mocbilises data by developing, adopting and promoting
Information collaboration among biclogical database projects, standards and suidelines fi:-rE;i'lc reordine and exchance of
Standards (TOWG) | promoting the wider and more effective dissemination data about Drg;nisrns = =
c.rfmlnfurnut:ﬁn ;:nult the \’-?rlt-FTsl bld':dgt?'t}.ti_llr G # Promotes the use of standards through the most appropriate
uses an the development B standars for the and effective means toensure wide dissemination of data.
exchange of blological’blodiversity data. .

Helps to promote consistency in approach to recording and
exchanging data

11
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Name Mandate’ Misgon Examples of potential contributions to [IPBES

?'mﬂs!n d A gluba{ Sl':'n'pr':'h.t Dr{“rl:.l?m; u:un.;.;lgrk.l ng D"h projects # Develops and implements strategies for global collaboration
nisrnaton im oyer i) comtriea with ahaut.2 L e e p:artll'r:rs. to conserve and use genetic resources for food and

Undertakes research aimed at improving people’s lives agriculture =

::Egh tl_'u:.u:a: and congervation of agricultural # Focus on policies, genetic resources information systems

lodversity. and awareness raising.
# Monitors the status and trends of useful diversity, including
locating diversity in situ and genetic erosion.

Elrdhh; A gluhm partn:rshlp.cut u:'u:uns:.:r'.'au[:n organizations that | Through identifying and monitoring Important Bird Areas,
International stoves o conserve birds, their habitats and global i by

bicdiversity, working with people towards
sustainability in the use of natural resources. BirdLife
Partners operate in over one hunded countries and
terntories warldwide,

BirdLite Intemational ar: generating knowledge on birds
and habitat condition,

State of the World's Birds examines what birds can tell us
about the state of biodiversity, the pressures upon it and the
solutions that are being, or shoald be, put in place.

Produce the Wild Bird Indices which track trends in the
condition of habitats, and works on red listing of birds and
the associated Bed List Index,

Birdlife build capacity in country at site level, with their
national partners to carry cut their monitoring programmes,

-

Eotanic Gardens
Conzryvation
International { BGCT)

An international organisation working with hotanic
gardens around the world to help ensure the effective
conservation of plants

# Increasing knowledge and information on plant hindiversity
Contributing to assessments dealing with plant species (e.g
Conserving Europe’s Threatened Plants)

Supporting and empowering BGCT members so that their
knowledge and expertize can be applied to rversing the
threat of extinction,

CABI

A not-for-profit sclence-based development and
intomnation organization, CABI provides information
and applies scientitic expertise to solve problems in
agriculture and the environment. CABT helps address
the challenges of food secunty by helping farmers
grow more and lose less, CABI do this by improving
crop yields, safeguarding the environment and
improving access to agricultural and environmental
scientific knowledge. Activities include scientific
publishing, development projects and research, and
microbial services,

Working with farmers, extension workers, researchers and
governments to deliver agricultural knowledge.

Uking information and communication technologies to
provide farmers, rscanchers and policy makers with the
information they need to make informed decisions
Producing interactive databases and encyclopedic
compendia that give access to detailed and easy-to-szarch
information on subjects like crop protection and animal
health

-

Census of Marine
Life

A global network of reszarchers in more than 80
nations engaged in a 10-year scientific initiative to
assess and explain the diversity, distribution, and
abundance of life in the coeans, The world's first
comprzhensive Census of Marine Life - past, present,
and future - will be wleased in 2010,

* The data assimilation framew ork for CoML, the Qcean
BRiogeographic Information System, forms the fourth
component program of the Census The vision being that
users will be able to click on maps of the oceans on their
laptop or desktop anywhere in the world and bring up
Census data on what is reported to live in the ocean zone of
intemest

The world's first comprehensive assessment of the
diversity, distribution, and abundance of marne lits
Proven technologies and approaches to surveying marine
biodiversity that can be replicated by rsearchers globally
and implemented in monitoring programs and ocean and
coastal observation systems,

Assess and explain the changing diversity, distribution, and
abundance of manne species from the past to the present,
and project future marine life.

Building centers of excellence in marine hiodiversity to
build capacity in the developing world:

-
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Name Mandate' Missen Examples of potential contributions te IPBES
Centre tor A non-profit, global facility dedicated to advancing « CIFOR card : .

. i . . = L i h forest ecosyste
International human wellkeing, environmental conservation and CETnies SU P mery Tescarch on Tl ecoaysims

Forestry Reszarch
(CIFOR)

equity. CIFOR conduct research that enables more
informed and equitable decision making about the use
and management of forests in less-developed countries,
CIFOR s research and expert analysis help policy
makers and practiicners shape effective palicy,
improve the management of tropical forests and
address the needs and perspectives of people who
depend on forests for their livelihoods, CIFOR s
multidisciplinary approach considers the undertying
drivers of deforestation and degradation which often lie
outside the forestry sector: forces such as agricultune,
infrastructur: development, trade and investment
policies and law enforcement.

onented toward s policy needs
* A model - FLORES { Forest Land Criented Resource
Envizioning System)- helps to explore the consequences at
the landscape scale of policies and other initdatives intended
to influence land use.
Produced Guidelines for Developing, Testing and Selecting
Criteria and Indicators for Sustainable Forest Management.

-

Circumpalar
Eicdiversity
Monitoring Program
{CBMP)

An international network of scientists, government
agencies, Indigenous crganisations and conservation
groups working together to harmonize and integrate
efforts to monitor the Antic’s living rsources. CBMPs
goal is to facilitate more rapid detection,
communication, and respanse with rspect to the
significant bicdiversity-related trends and pressures
affecting the circumpolar world. The CEMP is the
cornerstone program of the Arctic Council's
Conservation of Arctic Flora and Fauna Working
Group.

-

Developing a web-based data portal that aims to access,
integrate, analyze, and display bicdiversity infomation
from a multitude of stand-alone web servers,

Assuming a coordinating/integrating role of Arctic
Monitoring through two key initiatives: Expert Monitoring
Groups (EMGs), and an Arctic Biediversity Monitoring
Strategy.

Anticipated reporting activities range from the frequent
release of indicators designed for local and regional
decision making to the provision of information for moe
spordic initiatives such as national and circumpolar reparts
Building the capacity of Amtic residents and communitiss
toengage in biodiversity monitoring.

-

-

-

Collabarative
Partnership on
Forests (CPF)

A voluntary arrangement among 14 international
organizations and sscretarats with substantial
programmes on forests, [t has a range of initiatives
which are concemed with incrzasing collaboration in
order to deliver improved management, conservation
and sustainable management of forests,

-

Providing major inputs to UMFF and other important
intemational forest dialogues, including the conventions on
climate change (UNFCCC), biodiversity (CBIN and
desertification (LTNCCD),

Producing joint stabements and papers on key forest issues
on the intemational agenda

Coordinating interngency work to encourage standeard
approaches,

-

-

Comision Nacional
el Conocimiento ¥
Usode la
Bioversidad
(CONABIO)

To promocte, coordinate, support and carry out activities
aimed at knowledge of bicdiversity and its
conservation and sustainable use for the benefit of
sockety, CONABID was conceived as an applied
research organisation, sponsering basic research, which
compiles and generates information on biodiversity,
development of human capacities in the ara of
biodiversity informatics and public soume of
information and knowledge accessible to the entine
sockety.

Helping to ensure access to data and information relevant
for decizion making.

Coordinating and facilitating observation and information
systems

Mational sub-global ecosystem assessment

-

-

Comprehensive
Assessment of Water
Management in
Agriculture
(CAWMA)

The Comprehensive Assessment of Water Management
in Agriculture is o multi-institute process aimed at
identitying existing knowledge and stimulating thought
o Ways to Manage waler resources (o continue
meeting the needs of both humans and ecosystems.

-

Evaluated the benefits, costs, and impacts of the past 50
years of water development, the water management
challenges communities are facing today, and solutions
people have developed.

Provided in-depth analysis of water and food isaues that
were inadequately addressed in other global exercizes.

In the first phase, over 30 projects were developed to fill
knowledge gaps and a publications process was initated to
disseminate project results.

-

13
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Name Mandate'Mission Examples of potential contributions to IPBES
Consrvation The Conservation Commons is essentially an « Promotes free and open eccess to data, information and
Commons association of organisations working together to knowledge for conservation purposes

r\emc:: tmdmnn;.-' I::‘g.nl. c.ultuar:'; Tcnd bc'I: 'mel b:llrr:;-.: # Reviews barfers to data availability and seks to identify
to making dat, lnformation genowledge avatlabiz. ways to mmove thos barfers and make data maore widely
The underlying principle is that if organisations and available
individuals were to make the data that they hold more
widely available, and if the tools for drawing that
information together were improved, then the greater
the knowledge base for supporting the conservation
and sustainable use of bicdiversity.
Consrvaton Building upon a strong foundation of science,

Internatonal (CI)

partnership and field demonstration, C1 aims to
empowers socictics to responsibly and sustainably care
fior nature for the well-being of humanity. A nonprofit
organization based in the USA, Clworks in partnership
with many local non-governmental organisations and
indigenous peoples around the world.

-

Research aimed at identifying threatened species and
ireplaceable sites, pinpointing threats, and supparting
development of strategies and solutions to address threats
Rapid Assessment Program (RAP) for sending scientists to
pricrty aras to explors and record the local wildli fe,

Conltative Groap
on Intemational

To achieve sustainable food security and reduce
poverty in developing countries through scientific

-

Eleven of the CGIAR Centres maintain international
genebanks, with a common database (SINGER)

Agricultural rezzarch and mscarch-related activities in the fields of « Centres contribute to the generation of knowledge through
Rescarch (CGIAR) agriculture, forstry, fisherics, policy and environment. primary wsearch related to asriculiur, fisheries, fomstry
Itz vizion is toreduce poverty and hunger, improve and environment = ' '
human health and nutrition, and enhance ccosystem + Bread-basd re h partnerships which apply knowledge
r\:ﬂ_l:no: through high-quality Internatl enal . technology and ather resounces to solve key agricultural ‘and
agricultural rescarch, partnership and kadership. rlated problems =
DIVERSITAS An international programme of bicdiversity science

with a mission to promote an integrative biodiversity
science, linking biclogical, ecological and social
disciplines in an effort to produce socially relevant new
knowledge to provide the scientific basis for the
conservation and sustainable use of bicdiversity. It also
aims to establish national committess and collaboration
with other organizations to enlarge and strengthen
scientific networks to easier identity global research
pricrties, allocate resources, facilitate knowledge
transfer, and support capacity building.

-

'3

-

"

'3

Develops common intemational frameworks for
collaborative research;

Forms msearch networks to tackle focused scienti fic
questions;

Promotes standardised methodologies;

Guides and facilitates construction of global databases:
Facilitate s efficient patterns of resounce allocation, and
undertake analysis synthesis and integration activities on
particular biodiversity themes;

Promotes practical application of cutting-edge science o
support policy

Europcan Centre for
Nature Conservation
(ECNC)

ECMNC has the non-prodit mission to promote the
conservation and sustainable use of Europe’s nature
and biodiversity. ECMNC promates an integrated
approach for both land and sea and actively stimulates
the interaction between science, society and policy.
ECMNC has a political mandate to ¢ oondinate the
estahlishment of the Pan-European Ecological
Metwork.

"

"

Provides practical, tallor-made support to the
implementation of bicdiversity policies and actions of
international, national, regional and local processes and
organisations

Supports development of essential knowledge on
biodiversity trends and impacts, and in translating this
knowledge into applicable information for policy-making
and business decisions.

Europcan
Environmental
Apgency (EEA) and
the_European
Environment
Information and
Observation Network
(EIOMET)

EEA is an agency of the European Union established in
1994 with the aim of ensurng that decision-makers and
the general public are kept informed about the state and
outlook of the environment in Eurcpe, The EC
Regulation Mo 40172009 of the European Parliament
and of the Council of 23 April 2000 details cumrent
tasks of the Agency. These include: collecting,
processing, analysing environmental data to provide
EC and its Member States with the chjective
information required for framing and implementing
sound and effective environmental policies,

"

-

Callecting, processing, analysing environmental data to
provide EC and its Member States with the chjective
information required for framing and implementing sound
and effective environmental policies.

Regional environmental assessment based on inputs from
Member States

Coordinated approach to bicdiversity indicators at bath EU
and pan- European levels (SERI2010}

European Platform
for Biodiversity
Rescarch Strategy
(EFERS)

EFRS iz an example of a regional forum at which
natural and social scientists, policy-makers and other
stakeholders identty structure and focus the
strategically important research that is essential to
conservation and sustainahle use of bicdiversity from a
Eurcpean perspective,

-

Contributes significantly to building a common know led ge
base, giving recommendations to ELT Presidencies and to
other key players on the strategic reseanch priorities for
biodiversity.
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Name

Mandate Mission

Examples of petential contributions to IPEES

Global Assessment
of Peatlands,
Biodiversity and
Climate Change

A global effort to assess the importance of peatlands as
carbon stores and o provide recommendations on
future management options to reduce the net emissions
of preenhouse gases while sustaining and enhancing
biodiversity and other values, The assessment aims to
collate and review available information on the
relationship between peatlands, biodiversity, and
climate change and thus, to enable the identification of
appropriat: management and adaptation strategies for
peatlands which will bring both biodiversity and
climate benefits,

-

Assess the importance of peatlands as carbon stoms as a
basis for meommendations on future management options
to meduce the net emissions of greenhouse gases while
sustaining and enhancing bicdiversity and other values.

Global Biodiversity
Information Facility
(GBIF)

GBIF is an intemational organization that is working to
make the world s biodiversity data accessible amywhens
in the world. Its members include countrics and
international arganisations who have signed a
Memorandum of Understanding that they will shane
bicdiversity data and contdbute to the development of
increasingly effective mechanisms for making those
data available via the Intemet.

-

Enables free and open access to biodiversity data online,
providing an information infrastructure which leads to a
globally distributed network of interoperable databases that
contain primary biodiversity data.

Provides training, access to international experts and
mentoring programmes that national and regional
instituticns need to become part of a decentralised network
of bicdiversity information facilities.

Provides community-developed tools, standards and
protoc ol s that facilitate the formatting and sharing of
primary biodiversity data

Global Bicdiversity

Discussed in UNEFIPBES/ ¥ INF/1

Cutlook (GBO)
Olobal Coral Reef Aims to improve management and sustainable * Monitoring data accumulated in each node within a
Monitoring Metwork | conservation of coral reefs by assessing the status and database for distibution within the region and to Keetbase
{GCRMN) trends in the mefs, and how people use and value the {(Warld Fish Center),
resources, Core chjective’s are: « Status of Coral Reefs of the Warld reports present the
# To link existing organisations and people to monitor current status of the world' s coral wets, the thrcats to the
ccological and soclal, cultural and cconomic aspects refs, and the initiatives being undertaken to arrest the
of coral refs within interacting regional networks; decling in the worl s corel wofa ) ]
* To stengthen the existing capacity to examine reefs . E""'F’E"‘_':‘] monitoring of reefs and socic-economic
by providing a consistent monitoring programme, monitoring of local commumtes on their use and
that will identify trends in coral reefs and knowledge of reef meources and how management may be
discriminate between natural, anthropogenic and |n1|::rc!'.'cd.. . .
climatic changes N # Training in gathering data on trends in health of coral reefs,
* To disseminate results at local, rgional, and global and insnc_'io-:c'nnnmic monitoring, and in management of
scales on coral reef status and trends, to assist the resulting databases.
environmental management agencies implement
sustainable use and conservation of reefs.

Global E.!I.I'th GED—E.G.]\]wascstnl.:-Iisl'.:di_n 2007 with th:linh:nu'c-n « Aims to contribute to the collection, management, sharing,
gﬁwaugﬁn of DFCI'-‘It::ItI;:Q i c'auordlntntm:é_: imﬁlnm ;:' D‘;F" ng :zur}-:'ross and analysis of data on the status and trends of the word' s
iodiversity many of the existing efforts to observe biodiversity, P N . AT
Observation Network | The intention is tha:fsu-:'h 4 coordinated biodiversity E!Dd!“ I r:'_ by -:'rc:z_uu ng a glcbal platform for inte 2 r::uln:

. g lodiversity data with data on climate and other key
(GEC-ROM) chservation network would enable new and synthetic variahles.
understanding of hicdiversity and its role n , * Aims to help coordinate, harmoni ==, standardise and
malntining the Earth system and humanity’s place in manage the in sty biodiversity data that are collected by
it, facilitating the etforts of govemments and the global disper, R Lo - .
L L L . - Isparate organisations, instituions and individuals for
-:'n:-mm_u!'llr_'.- to address bu:\d.l'-?ersu_'.- loss .I:|_'.- improving differine puhrpus:s
the ability to accurately monitor trends in biodiversity = ’
and to develop and test response scenarios, including
addressing important gaps in observations, GEC-BOMN
aims to address a number of known shortcomings and
gape in long-term cheervation and monitoring
programmes, but it is stll new and actively evolving,
Global Discussed in UNEFY IPBES/ ¥ INF/1
Environmental
Ctlook (GEO)
Global Forest Discussed in UNEF IPBES/ ¥ INF/1
Resources
Assessment
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Name

Mandate Mission

Examples of potential contributions to IPBES

Glabal Intematicnal

Discussed in UNEFTPBES/ VINF/1

Waters A ssessment

(GIWA),

Glabal Island GLISPA aims to assist islands in addressing the o Network of key stakeholders working on island bicdiversity
Partnership challenge of conserving and sustainably using the « Encouraging and facilitating the development of online
{GLISPA) natural rsources that support island people, cultures ] =

and livelihoods. It brings together island nations and
nations with islands — small and large, developing and
developed — to mobilize leadership, increase esources
and share skills, knowledge, technologies and
innovations in a cost-cffe ctive and sustainable way that
will catalyze action for conscrvation and sustainable
livelihcods on islands, It is recognised by the
Convention on Biclogical Diversity (CBD) as a
partnership to advance the implementation of the CBD
2010 biodiversity target, to reduce the rate of
bicdiversity loss, and the programmes of work on
island bodiversity and protected areas.

communication and tools to support island communities

Group on Earth
Obzervations (GEC)

A voluntary partnership of governments and
international organisations set up in response to
demand for action to improve access to and use of
Earth cheervation data following the 2002 World
Summit on Sustainable Development, GEO is co-
ordinating efforts to build 4 Global Earth Observation
Systern of Systems (GEOSS) on the basis of 10 year
implementation plan agreed in 2005, GEOSS aims to
provide a range of societal benefits based on use of
Earth cbservation coupled with other data and
information.

# Promoting and facilitating improved access to and use of
Earth obseryation data

Inte grated
Taxenomic
Information System
(ITIS)

A partnership designed to provide consistent and
reliahle information on the taxonony of biclogical
species. [TIS was originally formed in 1996 as an
interagency group within the US Federal Government,
involving agencies from the Department of Commerce
to the Smithsonian Institution. It has now become an
international body, with Canadian and Mexican
government agencies participating. The primary focus
aof ITIS is North American species, but many groups
are worldwide and ITIS continues to collaborate with
cther international agencies to increase its global

COVETATE,

# Easily accessible database with rliable infommation on
species names and their hierarchical classitication

# Unline species checklist developed in partnership with
Species2000 known as the Caralogue of Life, which is used
by GBIF and the Encyclopedia of Life, amongst others, as
the taxonomic backbone to their web portals,

Inter American
Biodiversity
Information Network
(IABIN)

IARIN is a forum for countries of the Americas to
share, collect and use biodiversity information rlevant
to decision makers, focusing on conservation and
natural msouTce management and education linked to
natural msouTce management in the Americas region.
The netw ork is concemed with the creation and
promotion of the necessary infrastructure to allow
exchange of biodiversity informaticn, including aspects
such as training and capacity building, netwark
development and the provision of tools and guidance.

Provides the networking information infrastmcture (such as
standards and protocals ) and biodiversity information
content required by the countries of the Americas to
improve decision-making,.

# Developing an Internet-based platform to give access to
scientfically credible biodiversity information currently
scattered throughout different institutions,

# Thematic Network Data Portals on, for example, invasive
alien species and pollinators,

# Building capacity for data management and sharing at

national and regional levels.

Intergovernmental Discussed in UNEF IPRES/VINF/1
Panel on Climate

Change ( IPCC)

International Discussed in UNEFIPBES/ Y INF/1

Agsessment of
Agricultural Science
and Technology for
Development
{JAASTDy
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Name

Mandate' Mission

Examples of potential contributions te IPRES

International Centre
for Agricultural
Research in the Dy
Areas (ICARDA)

ICARDA has a global mandate for the improvement of
bardey, lentil and faba bean and serves the non-tropical
dry arzas for the improvement of on-farm water-use
efficiency, rangeland and small-ruminant production.
In the Central and West Asia and Morth Africa region,
ICARDA contributes to the improvement of bread and
durum wheats, kabuli chickpea, pasture and forage
legumes and associated farming systems. It also works
on improved land management, diversification of
production systems, and value-added crop and
livestock products, Social, economic and policy
research is an imegral component of ICARDA's
research to better target poverty and to enhance the
uptake and maximize impact of the research outputs.

* Conducts targeted research on a mnge of areas relevant to
agricultural improvement and its environmental and socic-
economic effects.

International Coral
Reef

Action Network
(ICRAN)

Formed in response to a Call to Action by the
Intemational Coral Reef Initiative (ICRD), ICRAN
supports the implementation and regular review of the
ICRI Framework for Action. ICRAN is a network of
many of the world's leading coral reef science and
conservation organizations. The network consolidates
technical and scientific expertise in reef monitoring and
management to create strategically linked actions
across local, national and global scales, ICRAN
responds to conservation needs at the global scale by
recognising both traditional and scientitic perspectives
of coral ref dynamics and mspective social
dependency. It secks to put mechanisms in place that
support the translation of findings into direct on-the-
ground action throughout the world's major coral met
regions

# Consolidates technical and scientific expertise in mef
monitoring and management to create strategically linked
actions across local, national and global scales.

# Recognises the traditional, scientific and social aspects of
coral reef management and conservation, and seeks to
develop innovative and inclusive actions that rspond to the
global challenge and that build local capacity for =ustained
marine and coastal Tesource management.

* Facilitates access to, and the exchange of information for
enhanced knowledge, and works to develop and implement
training and tools suited to the specific karning needs of
each stakeholder group,

International Coral
Eeef Initiative
(ICRI)

The International Coral Reef Initiative (ICRI)is a
partnership among governments, international
organizations, and non-govemment organisations
which strives to preserve coral reefs and related
ccosystems by implementing Chapter 17 of Agenda 21,
and other rzlevant international conventicns and
agresments,

# Aims toestablish and maintain coordination of
intemational, regicnal and national research and monitoring
programs, including the GCRMMN, in association with the
Global Ocean Observing System, to ensure efficient use of
scarce resources and a flow of information relevant to
management of coral reefs and associated environments

* Aims to strengthen capacity for development and
implementation of policies, management, reazarch, and
monitoring of coral reefs and associated environments.

International Council
for Science ( 1CS1)

IC5U s a non-govemnmental scientific organisation
with a global membership. ICSU members include 121
naticnal scientific bodies (mostly national academiss of
science) covering 141 countdes, 30 Intemational
Scientific Unions, and 21 International Scientific
Associates, ICSU provides a foram for discussion of
ismues mlevant to policy for international science and
the importance of internatdonal science for policy
ismues, and undertakes, infer alia, planning and
coordination of inter-disciplinary research to address
major issues relevant to both science and society,

* Identitying and addressing major issues of importance to
science and society

# Facilitating interaction amongst scientists across all
disciplines and from all countries, and promating their
participation in international scientific endeavour

# Providing independent, authoritative advice to stimulate
constructive dialogue between the scientific community and
governments, civil society, and the private sector

* Mobilizing knowledge and m=ources of the international
scientific community to strengthen intemational science for
the benefit of society.

International Council

for the Exploraticn
of the Sea (ICES)

The International Council for the Exploration of the
Sea (ICES) coordinates and promotes marine research
on oceanography, the marine environment, the marine
ecogysem, and on living marine resourzes in the Morth
Atlantic. Members of the ICES community now
include all coastal states bordering the NMorth Atlantic
and the Baltic Sea, with affiliate members in the
Meditemranean Sea and southern hemisphers., ICES iz a
netwark of mare than 1600 scientists from 200
institutes linked by an intergovernmental agreement
(the ICES Comvention ) to add value to national
research efforts,

* [CES maintainzs some of the world's largest databases on
marine fisheries, cceancgraphy, and the marine
environment, and its Data Centre is part of a global network
of distributed data centres,

# ICES is the prime source of independent scientific advice
on the manne ecosystem to govemments and international
rzgulatory bodies that manage the North Atlantic Ocean and
adjacent seas
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Name Mandate' Mission Examples of poteniial contributions to IPRES
International Crriginally established by ICSU in 1987, IGBF « IGEP projects have helped puide and facilitate the
G.:':'sl:'h:r:' prcn.'qj:s _sx;jn:nu.hc' kr!':'f"llc'j?: 1o Irmprove th.: construction of many relevant plobal databases.
Biosphers sustainahility of the living Earth. IGBP studies the o ICEP develons international e search Framewarks via
Programme (IGEF) interactions between biclogical, chemical and physical P

processes and interactions with human systems and
collaborates with cther programmes to develop and
impart the understanding necessary to respond to
global change. IGBF is part of the Earth System
Science Partnership, for the integrated study of the
Earth System, the chanpes that are accurning to the
system and the implications of these changes for global
sustainability.

consultations involving hundreds of scientists from all
continents, and foster the building of intemational and
interdisciplinary networks within national and regional
rescarch eftorts,

IGEP networks shar expertise on experimental

-

technologies and help transfer this expertise to developing

countres.,

-

mesearch, ohservation and assessment activities

International Human
Dimension
Programme on
Global
Environmental
Change (THDF)

T provide international leadership in framing,
developing, and integrating social science rsearch
on global changs to promote the application of key
findings of this rsearch and to help addmess
environmental challenges. IHDP is part of the Earth
System Science Partnership, a partnership of four
international global change reszarch programmes
which recognise the planet 8= a complex system
regulated by physical, chemical and biclogical
processes, and influenced - as never before - by human
activities,

generting information on the human dimensions of
environmental change through its core and joint projects.,
reports that synthesize the relevant information generated
by the projects
srience-policy dialogue brings together key scientists and

-

policymakers to deliberate and discuss in an open manner

the key environmental challenges facing society and the
ways and means to addmress

-

scizntists in addressing the human dimensions of
environmental changs

International Institute
for Environment and
Development (TED)

An independent, non-profit organisation promoting
sustainahle patterns of waorld development through
collabomative ressamch, policy studies, networking and
capacity building. IIED works with some of the world's
mest vulnerable people to enaure they have a say in the
policy arcnas that most closely affect them, from
village councils to international conventions,

-

rescarch on natural rsoumes, climate change, sustainable
markets, human sttlements and governance

-

use of natural resoumes

International Long
Term Ecological
Research programme
{ILTER

ILTER consists of networks of scientists engaged in
long-term, site-hased ecological and sociceconomic
research. Their aim is to improve understanding of
glohal ecosystems and inform solutions to current and
futurz environmental problems. The global network
comprizes a range of national and regional initiatives
that have associated themselves with the programmes
concerned. While ILTER. identifics pr oties for
various aspects of msearch, implementation at the
naticnal level is essentially dependent on national or
site-level pricrities and available msources.

-

Metworks of scientists working on long-term site-based
reszarch and monitoring programmes

Online s=archable database of ILTER sites facilitating
location of sites and their comparison according key
environmental variables

Metwork-level reszarch project to address the linkages
between ecosystem services and human outcomes and
behavicur, and how they influsnce each other in biomes.

-

-

International Social
Science Council

(IS5C)

[55C i= an international non-profit-making scientific
organization with headquarters at UNESCOL It is the
primary intemational body representing the social and
behavioural sciences at a global level. The Council's
role is to advance the practice and use of the social and
behavioural sciences in all parts of the world, and to
ensure their global representation. This involves among
other things work toensure their utilization and
relevance to the problems of humankind, Such
promoticn includes, wherver possible, the assistance
of policy development at international and national
levelz, and the use of high quality social science
research to further economic well-being and quality of
lite in all parts of the world.

-

I55C aims to be both catalyst and co-ordinator of social

sciences across disciplines, domains, and national cultures,
:nc'u:uur.:lging the development and use of strong conceptual,

evidence-hased, methodologies.
I55C and its membership bring together social science

-

msearc hers, scholars, funders and policy makers to address

ke issues.
I85C regulary monitors and evaluates the status and

contributions of the social sciences as a basis for evidence-

informed policymaking.
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Name

Mandate/ Mission

Examples of potential contributions to IPRES

International Union
for Conservation of

Mature (ILUCN)

IUCHN is intemnational association of govemment and
non-govemnmental members, with over 1000 member
crganizations. The mission of IUCN is to influence,
encourage and assist societies throughout the warld o
conserve the integrity and diversity of nature, and to
ensure that any use of natural msoumes is equitable and
ecologically sustainable, In carrying out this mission,
IUCH builds on its value proposition of providing
credible, tusted knowledge: convening and building
partnerships for action; maintaining a globalk-to-local
and local-to-global reach, and influencing standard and
practices,

-

-

-

[UCH plays a substantial role in network building through
it= ex pert commissions and asscciated task forces, and
couples this with significant capacity building,
communication and training

[UCHN has been generating knowledge ahout species and
ecosystems, and human relations with them, for 60 years,
with its commissions playing a key role

[UCHN has been deeply involved in most of the global
environmental assessments that have been prepared over
the past few decades

The TUCH Red List i= the definitive global assessment of
the gatus and trends of biodiversity at the level of species

International Union
of Biclogical
Sciences (JUBS)

A non-govemnmental, non-profit organization,
established in 1919 with the aims of promoting the
study of biological sciences; supporting those research
and other scientific activities that nece ssitate
international, interdisciplinary coopertion; ensuring
the discussion and dissemination of the results of
cooperative reseanch; and supporting the organisation
of international conferznces and dissemination of their
results. [UBS i=s a founding member of the International
Council of Scientific Unions (IC51), and contributes
to the work of its scientific committzes and

PrOgTam mes.

-

-

[UES initiates, coordinates and facilitates collaborative
intemational ressarch programmes in close cooperation
with member organisations,

Uhrganizes conferences, electronic conferences and
diszussion fom to increase networking amongst scientists

International Union
of Forest Research

A non-profit, non-governmental international network
of forest scientists, which promotes global cooperation

-

Disseminates scientific knowledge to stakehalders and
decision-makers, with the aim of contributing to forest

Crganisations in forest-related rmsearch and enhances the policy and on-the- mround forst management.

{IUFROy understanding of the ecological, econ u:-n_1|-:'_:1nd_ soclal + Promotes mesearc hhl:c' enhance the un-j; rstanding of the
aspects of forests and trees, IUFROYs mission is to . . . e
promote global cooperation in forest-related research cml':gw'?l' ROl :}nd sc\-.:'n:d aspects of 1.':"-:5'5 and trees.
and toenhance the understanding of the ecological * I‘ktwprlang activities |r!c'lun_:]1_ng the generation, :xcl‘_lm_'lgc
ceonomic and social mpects of tf:lr:sts and trés- ns and dissermination of scientific knowledge, the provision of
well as to diseminate sficnu'ﬁ-:' W . ' access to relevant information, and the assistance to
stakeholders and decision-makers and to contrbute to i;;‘:jiﬂnd institutions to stengthen their wsearch
forest policy and on-the- d forest t. ) } )
ILE';GP?SI’;"'::I':T g?onb-nl nfr':':';:k t.;:ﬂ;;ﬁ::ﬁcr::n # GFIS, the Global Forst Information Service, was founded
cooperation, uniting more than 13,0080 scientists in bya .IUFRO Task Force, and waa [aler tremafarmesd indn B
almist 700 Member Oreanisations in aver 110 Special Programme. Recently, it has become an initiative of
countries. It is a member of 1031, CPE

IUCHN Red List Discussed in UNEFYIPBES/ VINF/1

ASSCSEMENts

Joint Group of
Experts on the
Scientific Aspects of
Marine Environment
Protection
(GESAME)

GESAMP is an advisory body, established in 1968, to
advise the UN system on the scientific aspects of
marine environmental protection. At present GESAMP
is jointly sponsored by eight UN organisations with
responsihilities relating to the marine environment, and
they utilize GESAMP as a mechanizm for coardination
and collaboration among them, GESAMP functions are
to conduct and support marnine environmental
assessments, to undertake in-depth studies, analyses,
and reviews of specific topics, and to identify emenging
issues regarding the state of the marine environment.
GESAMP itself today consists of 16 experts, drawn
from a wide range of rlevant disciplines, who act in an
independent and individual capacity. Studies and
assessments are usually cared out by dedicated
working groups, most of whose members are not sitting
members of GES AMP but part of the broader
GESAMP network.

-

-

Identify new and emerging issues regarding the degradation
of the marine environment that are of relevance to
Govemments and sponsoring organisations.

Integrating and sy nthesizing the results of regional and
thematic assessments and scientific studies to support
global assessments of the marine environment.

Providing scientific and technical guidance on the design
and execution of marine environmental assessments.
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MName

Mandate' Mission

Examples of potential contributions to IPBES

Marine Conservation
Binlogy Institute
{MCBI)

Mot-for-protit organization founded in 1996 that aims
to protect ocean life through science and conservation
advocacy. All MCBI activities are science-based, with
an overarching mission to advance the science of
marine conservation hiology and secure protection for
CCSAN SCOSy SIS,

* Canying out maeanch on marine ecosystems, with particular
focus upon: climate change and acidification; corl
ecogystems; destructive fishing; Hawaiian ecosystems;
marine protected aras; and ocean zoning.

# Bringing together scientists of different disciplines to
addrzss the highest-i mpact emerging issues, so as o
provide the scienee base necessary to secure protection for
marnne ecosystems,

Millennium
Ecosystem
Assessment (MA)

Discussed in UNEF IPBES/ Y INF/1

Millennium
Ecosystem
Assessment (MA)
tallow up

The Millennium Ecosystem Assessment (MA) follow
up process was developed following completion of the
MA in 2005, and taking account of the experience of
the MA, the recommendaticns of two independent
evaluations of the MA conducted in 20806 and 2007 and
discussion during the Conference of the Parties to the
Conventicm on Biclogical Diversity (decisions VIITS
and IX/15), A global Secretariat based at UNEP in
collaboration with UMDP coordinates the Parttnership.
A sub-global assessment working group has also been
established, which is based at UNLVIAS with technical
input from the Cropper Foundadon, UNEP and UINEP-
WCMC.

Capacity building to help disseminate the findings of the
MA and its conceptual framework, tools and methodologies
to relevant stakeholders through the development of media
strategies and educational toals,

Continuing to build and improve the knowledge base on the
links between biodiversity, ecosystem functioning,
ecogystem services and human well-being.

Supporting and prometing Sub-Global Assessments (SGA=)
at sub-regional, national and sub-national levels using a
commen method.

Nature Conservancy
(THC)

Working to preserve the plants, animals, and natural
communities that rpresent the diversity of life on
Earth by protecting the lands and waters they need to
survive, THNC warks in all 5018 states, and in a further
30 countries arcund the warld.

Conservation priority sstting that combines a collaborative,
sclence-based approach with key analytcal methods

NatureServe

MatureServe is a non-profit conservation crganisatdon
whose mission is to provide the scientific basis for
effective conservation action, Nature Serve represents
an international network of hiological inventories-
known as natural hertage programs or conservation
data centres-operating in all 50 US states, Canada,
Latin America and the Carbbean. Together the not
only collect and manage detailed local information on
plants, animals, and ecosystems, but develop
information products, data management tocls, and
conservation services to help meet local, national, and
global conservation needs, The objective scientific
information about species and ecosystems developed
by MatureServe is used by all sectors of society-
conservation groups govemment agencies,
carporations, academia, and the public-to make
informed decisions about managing our natiral
resource s,

Developing and supporting in-country capacity for
binlogical information management through the network of
conservation data centres and other partners,

Providing scientific and technological support for regional
activities camesd out by intematicnal conservation
organisations and inter-governmental processes,

Creating technological tools that enhance the ability of
scientists and conservationists to better understand and
document bicdiversity.

Meath Pacific Marine
Science Crganisation

{PICES)

PICES, the Morth Pacific Marine Science Organisation,
is an intergovernmental scientific organization
established in 1992, Its present members are; Canada,
People’s Republic of China, Japan, Republic of Korea,
Russian Federation, and the United States of America
The purposes of the Crganization are to:

* Promote and coordinate marine research in the
narthem Morth Pacific and adjacent seasespecially
northward of 30 degrees North

* Advance scientific knowledge about the cocan

environment, global weather and climate change,

living mescurces and their ecosystemns, and the
impacts of human activities

Promote the collection and rapid exchange of

sclentific information on these issues

-

Promotes the collection and exchange of data related to
manne scientific rescarch in the North Pacific Coean,
Crganizes workshops on, and opportunities for, inter-
calibmtion of methodology and sampling equipment, as
well as collaborative opportunities to develop new, creative
methodologies

Provides periodic reports dealing with critical issues,
including a comprehensive assessment of the Status of the
Merth Pacific Ecosystem,

Works on the integration of ecological indicators for the
Morth Pacific - with emphasis on the Bering Sea.
Provides opportunities for capacity building through
intemzhips and expediting the involvement of young
scientists in PICES activities
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Mandate' Mission

Examples of potential contributions to IPRES

Ocean
Biogeogriphic
Information System
(OBIS).

OBIS was established by the Census of Marine Life
program. It is an evolving strtegic alliance of people
and organizations sharing a vision to make marine
biogeographic data, from all over the world, freely
avallable over the Warld Wide Web. It is not a project
or program, and is not limited to data from CoML-
related projects. Amy organization, consortium, project
or individual may contribute to OBIS, which provides,
on 4n “open access basis through the World Wide
Weh:
* taxonomically and geographically resolved data on
marine lite and the cozan environment
# interoperability with similar databases
# software tools for data ex ploration and analysis.

-

-

-

Provides and encourages open, online access to data on
marine bicdiversity from multiple sources

Provides of tools for data exploration and analysis

Builds networks of data providers and users concemed with
marine bicdiversity

Scientific Committes

on Antarctic
Research (SCAR)

An ICSU committes charged with the initiation,
promotion and co-ordination of scientific ressarch in
the Antarctic, SCAR provides international,
independent scientific advice to the Antarctic Treaty
system and other bodies. Its membership comprises the
appropriate bodies of those national scientific
academies or rsearch councils which are the adhering
badies to ICSU and which ar, or plan to be, active in
Antarctic reseanch, together with the rzlevant scientific

Unicns of IOSLL

-

-

Management of data and information on the Antarctic, and
it= perindic synthesis (including submission to other
AsECSSMENt Processes ).

Initiation, promotion and co-ordination of scientific
research in Antarctica, including identification of reseanch
needs,

Fellow ship scheme designed to encourage the active
involvement of eady carer scientists in Antarctic research,
and to strengthen both capacity and intematiconal
cooperation,

Scientific Committes
on Problems of the

Environment
(SCOPE)

SCOPE iz an intemational scientific non-governmental
organisation created in 1969 s a scientific committee
of ICS1. Institutional members include 36 national
scientific bodies and 22 international scientific Unions.
SCOPE aims to:

# advance knowlkdge of the influence and effects of
human activities on the environment

# support decision makers and other stakeholders on
decisions that can affect the environment

* providing an eady waming mechanism to identify
emerging environmental challenges and
oppaortunities

-

-

Provides synthesis and review of curent and potential
environmental issues intended to help inform policy and
decision making.

Provides an interdisciplinary and international knowledge
network, and shared knowledge partnership

SeagrassMNet

SeagrassMNet is an expanding, worldwide monitoring
programme that investigates and documents the status
of seagrass resources and the threats to this marine
ecosyatem. The programme started in 2001 in the
Westem Pacific, and now includes 110 sites in 50
countries with a global monitoring protocol and web-
based data reporting system. The ultimate aim is to
preserve the seagrass ecosystemn by increasing
scientific knowledge and public awareness of this
threatened coastal resource. SeagrassMet teams
composed of scientists and managers from
participating countries conduct synchronous quarterly
sampling of selected plant and environmental
parameters to determine seagrass habitat status and
trends.

-

-

-

Data and information are accessible online

Teams of scientists and managers from participating
counties conduct synchronous quarterly sampling of
selected plant and environmental parameters to determine
seagmss habitat status and trends,

Standard methods and protocols are promoted, and team
keaders are trained at workshops
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Seagrass-Watch

Scagrass-Watch is a global scientific, non-destructive,
scagrass assssment and monitoring programme. Since
its penesisin 1998 in Australia, Seagrass-Watch has
cxpanded internationally with participants in wide
range of countries. Monitoring is now occurnng at
appracimately 250 sites across 17 countres and an
additional nine countres participate but are currently at
resource identification stage, Seagrass-Watch aims to
raize awareness on the condition and trend of nearshore
seagrass ecosystems, and provide an early waming of
major coastal environment changes, The Seagrass-
Watch programme has a simple philosophy of
involving those who are concemed, and involves
collaboration between community, qualified scientists
and the data users,

* Consistent data collection, recording and reporting, with
scientific, statistical, data management, data interpretation
and logistic support under-pining all monitoring efforts,
Identification of arcas important for ssagrass species
diversity and conservation

Building the capacity of local stakeholders in the use of
standardized scientific methodologies

-

-

Small Islands
Dieveloping States
Metwork ( SIDSMet)

SIDEMet was designed to significantly improve SIDS’
use of ICT in support of their sustainable development,
Through the website, affiliated countries could
maintain contact with cach other for the purpose of
sharing information on best practices in the priority
ar=as such as health, conservation, educaton,
freshwater and sanitation, tourism, and human msoume
development.

'3

SIDSMet strengthens rescarch and data management by
serving as a database for island publications, academic
rescarch, UN msalutions and decisions, development
indicators, and national and regional statistics, making each
casily accessible to all stakeholders,

SIDSMet aims to facilitate the virual exchange of expertise
through the SIDE Technical Assistance Programme
(SIDSTAP), which is a roster of experts

-

South African
Envircnmental
Observation Network
(SAEON)

SAEON secks to coordinate and support long-term in-
situ environmental observation systems in South Africa
through thiee tiers of stakeholder advisory committees
— political, technical and operational, SAECQN"s
scientific design is msponsive to emerging
environmental issues, and comesponds largely with the
societal benefit arcas of the intergovernmental Group
on Earth Chservations (GEO).

-

SAEON Data Partal - ColGIS is a collabarative platform for
the sharing of spatial data and its metadata.

SAEON collects, stores and assesses social, economic and
environmental data as a basis for informing relevant
msearch, policy, reporting and action.

# The objective aof SAEON's science education outreach
programme is to provide a platform for science education
outreach and capacity development,

-

Southern African Discussed in UNEFIPBES/VINF/1

Millennium

Ecosystem

Asseszment

Species 2000 Species 2000 is a "federaton” of databass .

organisations working closely with users, taxonomists
and sponsoring agencies. The goal of the Species 2000
project is to create a validated checklist of all the
world's species (plants animals, fungi and microbes).
This is being achieved by bringing together an aray of
global specizs databases covering each of the major
groups of organisms. Each databazse covers all known
species in the group, using a consistent taxonomic
system. Participating databases are widely distributed
throughout the world and currently number 52, The
existing global species databases presently account for
some G605 of the total known species, so substantial
investment in new databases will be needed for full
coverage of all taxa to be achieved.

Easily accessible distributed database with reliable
information on species names and their hisrarchical
classification

Omline species checklist developed in partnership with ITIS
known as the Catalogue of Life, which is usd by GBIF and
the Encyclopedia of Life, amongst others, as the taxonomic
backbone to their web portals.

Species Survival
Commission (55C)

IUCHN = Species Programme, 33C"s major role is to
provide information to TN on biodiversity
conservation, the inherent value of species, their role in
ecosystem health and functioning, the provision of
coosystem services, and their support to human
livelihoods, S5C members also provide scientific
advice to conservation organizations, govermment
agencies and other [UCN members, and support the
implementation of multilateral envircnmental
agreements,

-

Provides scientific advice to conservation organi=ations,
government agencies and other [UCN members, and
supparts the implementation of MEAs with respect to
species conservation and sustainable use,

Technical guidelines produced by the S5C provide
guidance to specialized conservation projects and
initiatives, such as re-introducing animals into their former
ranges, handling confiscated specimens, and halting the
spread of invasive species

# [UCN Red List Assessments (sce separate entry)

-
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State of the World's
Plant Genetic
Resources for Food
and Agriculture

Discussed in UNEFIPBES/VINF/1

State of the World's
Animal Genetic
Resources for Food
and Agriculture

Discussed in UNEFIPBES/VINF/1

Stockholm
Ervircnment
Institute (SEI

An independent intemational msearch institute engaged
in environment and development issues at local,
national, regional and global policy levels for more
than 20 years. The aim of the institute is to bring about
change for sustainable development by bridging
science and policy through integrated analysis that
supports decision makers.

-

-

Generating scientific knowledge nelevant for decision
making through promoting integrated primary research
Synthesis and analysis of information on key topics
relevant to informing decizion makers and other
stakeholders on emvironmental issues

The Acadermy of
Seciences for the
Dieveloping Warld
(TWAS)

An autonomous intemational organization, based in
Treste, ltaly, that promotes scientific excellence for
sustainable development in the South, Orginally
named “Third World Acadenty of Sciences”, it was
founded in 1933 by a distinguished group of scientists
from the South to promote scientific excelkenos and
capacity in the South for science-based sustainable
development.

-

Encourages scientitic research and sharing of experiences
in solving major problems facing developing countries,
including through promoting South-South and South-Morth
cooperation in sciznce, technology and innovation.

The Economics of
Ecosystem Services
and Biodiversity
(TEEE)

Discussed in UNEF IPBES/ Y INF/1

UNEP-WCMO

UNEP-WCMC is a collaboration between the United
Mations Environment Programme (UNEP), the world's
foremost intergovernmental environmental
organizsation, and WCMC, a UK-based non-protit
organisation, Its mission is to evaluate and highlight
the mamy values of biodiversity and put authoritative
biodiversity knowledge at the centre of decision
making.

-

-

L]

L]

-

-

Coordinates the Biodiversity Indicators Partnership (sce
abaove) which brings together those organizations working
on bicdiversity and ecosystem service indicators at the
regional and global levels

Undertakes a programme of workshops aimed at supporting
countrics in developing national indicator programmes in
suppaort of decision-making with respect to bicdiversity and
ecosystem services

Collaborates on MA follow up activitdes with a range of
arganizations, including an sub-global assessment

COmnline databases, data partnerships and information tools,
including for example, the World Database on Protected
Areas, a fundamental base layer in many analyses and
syntheses of biodiversity conservation

Provides the scrtariat of the Conssrvation Commons (see
above ),

Produces thematic assessments and syntheses of available
information that is used toinform international processes,

United Mations
University Institute
of Advanced Studics
(ITNLVIAS )

UMNLLIAS is part of the United Nations University
(UML) system, comprised of a network of Research
and Training Centres and Programmes assisted by
associated and cooperating institutions and scholars.,
IAS engages international ex pertise at local, regional,
and global levels from multiple disciplines in the
natural, social, and life sciences, Focusing on the
development of informed policy-making to meet
sustainable development challenges.

-

Policy-onented rescarch programme consisting of advanced
and multidisciplinary methodologies designed to promote
strategic approaches to sustainable development.

Research on the borders between scienee and society, and
the links to governance and human values

World Business
Ciouneil for
Sustainahle
Development
(WBCSD)

A global sssociation of some 200 companies which
prowides a platform for companies to ex plore
sustainable development, share knowledge,
cxpericnces and best practces, and to advocats
business positions on these issues in a vanety of fora,
waorking with governments, non-governmental and
intergovemmental organizations,

-

Forum for companies to explor the relationship of their
activities to sustainable development, and to share related
knowledge, experiences and best practices.

23




UNEP/IPBES/3/INF/11

24

Name

Mandate’ Mission

Examples of potential contributions to IPEES

World Resources
Institute (WEI

WRI i= an environmental think tank concerned with
finding practical ways to protect the earth and improve
people’ s lives, WERI works with business partners,
governments and civil society to address key
environmental challenges, and has over 50 active
projects working on aspects of global climate change,
sustainable markets, ecosystem protection, and
environmentally responsible govemance.

* WEI was closely involved in supporting the development
and launch of the MA, and IPEES can draw on lessons
learned in launching sub-global assessments, guiding
writing teams with indicator and data development, and
providing communication and outrzach support.

WEI conducted an assessment of the pilot ecosystem
assessments supported by the UNEP-UNDF Poverty and
Environment Initiative in Rwanda, Tanzania, and Uganda,
and i= providing technical support to other pssessments
WEI has worked with partnersin Kenya and Uganda to
incrzase effectivencss of poverty reduction efforts through
spatial analysis of ecosystem services and poverty.

WEI has assessed the status of ecosystem service indicators
and oppartunities to namwow existing indicator gaps, and is
developing further work based on this.

WEI has developed the Corporate Ecosystem Services
Review (ESE) - a stuctured methodol ogy for corporate
managers to proactively develop strakegies for managing
business risks and opportunities arising from their
company’ s dependence and impact on ecosystems and
coosystem services,

-

-

-

-

World Water
Development Report

Releazd every thee years in conjunction with the
World Water Forum, is the UN's tlagship report on
water. It is a comprehensive mview that gives an
overall pictur of the state of the word s freshwater
resources and aims to provide decision-makers with the
tools to implement sustainable use of our water.

# The assessment and report on the state, use and
management of the world's freshw ater rsources, and the
demands on thess resources, define eritical problems and
assess the ability of nations to cope with water-related
stress and conflict.

WorldFish Centre

WorldFish exists to help eradicate hunger and poverty
by hamessing the benetits of fisheries and aquaculture.,
They carry out msearh-for-development with partners
toomake small scale fisheres more resilient and
productive, and to support the adoption of sustainable
aquaculture that specifically benefits the poor. Key
competencies are in: policy economics and social
sciences; natural rEsource management; and
aquaculture and genetic improvement. This inter-linked
set of disciplines work together to provide a wide range
of research and analysis,

-

Design and management of global information systems on
aquatic resources (eg FishBase and ReetBase).

* Generates and delivers science-based knowledge, and
expertise in aquaculture and fisheries management that
helps solve poverty, hunger and environmental degradation
across Africa, Asia and the South Pacific.

Assessment activities which include: assessing the potential
impacts of climate change on fisheries, and adaptive
measures that can be taken; integrated assessment and
management of small-scale fishenes; assessment of impacts
of built structures on aquatic resoumes in river basins,
Capacity building activities which include: working with
communities to manage fisheries; developing methods for
breeding improved fish strains for aquaculure; developing
aquaculture technologies for the poor; connecting small-
scale producers to markets,

-

-

Worldwatch Institute

Delivers the insights and ideas that empower decision
makers to create an environmentally sustainable
society that meets human needs, Worldwatch focuses
on the 21st-century challenges of climate change,
resource degradation, population growth, and poverty
by developing and disseminating solid data and
innovative strategies for achieving a sustainahle
society.

-

Synthesis of information to produce State of the World,
their flagship publication which is produced each year.
Wital Signs, which is also produced annvally and contains
trends information.

-
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Annex 2 — More detail on selected organizations

This annex provides further information on a number of organizations and activities listing in Annex 1. These
were selected from the annotated list to demonstrate a range of different types of institution, responding to
different functional elements of the science policy interface (knowledge generation, synthesis and delivery of
information to support policy, and so on). The information presented was either obtained directly from the
organizations concerned (in an number of cases having been drafted by staff of those organizations), or derived
from publically available sources. Again the material presented is intended to indicative rather than complete.

2010 Biodiversity Indicators P'm'uwl':thip et e ettt et e e et ettt e et e e e e 23
Bioversity International .. b b SEb Kbk SEb £ EbE SR bR S S b b EE b E8h £ R 8K £E S50 K8k SRS F8E BE SE8 EEE SEE S ERE S8 EE S5 HE 658 S8 61 bbbk eb beb bbb on obs & DF
BirdLife International .. ettt e et et ek et bt e et et ettt et et et it ens 200
Collaborative F"ulmu]up on antsn;EP'FJ cerneenes 28
Conwlntmn Commons .. _"-?I
ELun[:mn F’l‘l[jl‘.ull]l](‘.ul Bmdmmh Research ’-Summ LEPBRSJuD
Global Biodiversity Information Facility (GBIF) ... ..o e 3
Global Coral Reef Monitoring Network (GCRMN) ... ettt 33
GEO Biodiversity Observation Network {GEO-BOMN) (.o i et e et s et s s s e eneeens 5
Global Invasive Species PIOZramme {GISP . i it e it et et s sttt i et et st e s 350
International Council for Science (1CSU) . e e e e e et e e e 3B
Intzrnational Human Dimension Programme H.H\TU-[HDP} e e s b et e b e e s s e e
International Institute for Environment and Development l[]ED}.... SRR 1+
International Long-Term Ecological Research (ILTERY NEEWOTK . .o..coioovii ittt e enas 38
International Union for Conservation of Matire (TUCN .. oo e et e e e et eee et s e e 3

Millennium Ecosystem Assessment Follow-Up............ bt e b s s b b e she et e st es b s s b s s e s SR
Scientific Committee on Problems of the Env uonmen[ LSCDPEJ ettt e et et et et e e s e e enenn e e e eee s D
UNEP World Conservation Monitoring Centre (UNEP-WCMC)... e A3
World Resources Institute (WRI) ... -H

2010 Biodiversity Indicator Partnership (2010 BIP)

ww, fwentylen. net

Type of organization: The Biodiversity Indicators Partnership brings together over 40 organizations working
internationally on hiodiversity and ecosystem service indicators at a global scale. In addition there are sixteen
affiliate partner organisations who are developing indicators at a regional scale. The parnners include several
UM agencies, International NGOs, MEA secretariats and academic institutions, UNEP-WCMC provides four
staff to run the parinership secretariat, which works closely with the CBD secretariat. To date the partnership
has focused on delivery of the CBD 2010 indicators, however other MEA secretariats participating, and there
are calls for the partnership to continue, and to broaden the range of indicators and organizations involved.

Mission and objectives: The 2010 BIP has three primary objectives: to generate information on biodiversity
trends which is useful to decision makers; to ensure improved global biodiversity indicators are implementad
and available; and to enable capacity building and improve the delivery of biodiversity indicators at a national
scale.

Mandates: Decision VILF30 of the CBD Conference of the Parties invited UNEP-W CMC to support the CBD
Exgcutive Secretary in tracking progress in achievement of the CBD 2010 target, and UNEP-WCMC and the
CBD Secretariat worked together to implement this through establishment of the 2010 Biodiversity Indicators
Partnership with the support of the Global Envirenment Facility. Later, in CBD COP 8 Decision VIIIF15, the
role of the 2010 Biodiversity Indicators Partnership was explicitly recognised, and its role has been further
recognised in the CBD meetings that have just taken place in Nairobi.

Activities expected to support a future IPBES: There is potential for the Biodiversity Indicators Partnership,
in whatever form it takes in the future, o work closely with a future IPBES on solving the challenges of
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developing, implementing and communicating effective biodiversity and ecosystem service metrics and
indicators. Specifically:

o Convening forum: The Biodiversity Indicators Partnership brings together many of the key players in
development and use of indicators for biodiversity and ecosystem services at the international level. These
partner organizations each have substantial networks of indicator developers, data providers and
communicators, which in turn are brought together by the Biodiversity Indicators Partnership. This provides
significant opportunity for discussion, sharing of best practice and lessons learnt, and for information
exchange. Through promoting collaborating in this way, the Partnership is also promoting and facilitating
consistency in approach between different international agreements and processes using indicators on
biodiversity and ecosystem services.

o Coeordinated delivery of indicators for assessment and synthesis: The partners of the 2010 BIFP produce,
individually, and as a partnership, a wide range of indicators, and of thematic assessments and syntheses
based on those indicators and related information. Much of this is already used to inform international
agreements and processes. Most recently 2010 BIP provided significant empirical input of indicators and
associated narrative into the third edition of the CBD Global Biodiversity Outlook, which was launched on
10 May 2010 and is informing development of the new CBD Strategic Plan. Other recent collaborative
outputs include two publications in the high impact journal Science, supporting funding for indicator
development, and synthesising current global indicators into a coherent analysis of the 2010 target.

o Capacity building: In addition to working on global indicators, the 2010 BIP has convened a series of
regional workshops to assist countries in development and use of biodiversity and ecosystem service
indicators, These draw on ex perience of a number of organizations in the partnership, but also draw heavily
on case studies from national approaches, and encourage south-south learning and intra-regional
experiential exchanges. The workshops have been funded by the GEF, the UN Development Account, and
UMEF. To support this work, a national indicator portal has also been launched in all UN languages and
Tapanese.

Bioversity International
www, bioversityinternational. org

Type of organization: With a staff of around 320 working in 16 offices around the world, Bioversity
International { Bioversity) is the largest international research organization working on the use and conservation
of agricultural biodiversity. It is a member of the Consultative Group on International A gricultural Research and
was established as the International Board for Plant Genetic Resources in 1974, In 1991, IBPGE became the
International Plant Genetic Resources Institute (IPGRI), an independently managed and resourced international
organization with its own headquarters in Rome. To date 54 countries have signed the international
establishment agreement of IPGRI. The Organization also has signed a Headquarters agreement with Italy. In
2006, IPGRI and the International Network for the Tmprovement of Banana and Plantain (INIBAP) became a
single organization. IPGRI and INIBAP changed their name to Bioversity International. The new name reflects
an expanded vision of its role in the area of biodiversity research for development. Bioversity hosts the System-
wide Genetic Resources Programme of the CGIAR and speaks on behalf of the CGIAR on biodiversity at
relevant international meetings such as the conference of the Parties of the CBD.

Mission and objectives: Bioversity’s mission is to undertake, encourage and support research and other
activitie s on the use and conservation of agricultural hiodiversity, especially genetic resources, to create more
productive, resilient and sustainable harvests. Our aim is to promote the greater well-being of people,
particularly poor people in developing countries, by helping them to achieve food security, to improve their
health and nutrition, to boost their incomes, and to conserve the natural resources on which they depend.
Bioversity works with a global range of partners to maximize impact, to develop capacity and to ensure that all
stakeholders have an effective voice

The purpose of Bioversity's work is to ensure that individuals and institutions are able to make optimal use of
agricultural biodiversity to meet current and future development needs of people and societies. To achieve this
purpose, Bioversity conee nirates on six focus areas:
e developing and implementing strategies for global collaboration to conserve and use genelic resources
for food and agriculture that focus on policies, genetic resources information systems and awareness
raising;
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»  monitoring the status and trends of wseful diversity, including locating diversity in situ and genetic
2rosion;
enhancing the ex situ conservation and use of diversity of useful species;
conservation and sustainable use of important wild species;
managing agricultural biodiversity for better nutrition, improved livelihoods and sustainable production
systems for the poor; and

« conserving and promoting the use of diversity of selected high value crops for the poor

Activities expected to support a future IPBES:

o

Support for global assessments of agricultural Biodiversity: Bioversity has worked with FAO to help
complete the recent Second Report on the State of the World's Plant Genetic Resource s, providing experts
to lead the development of specific chapters, analyses of country reports and additional data in specific
areas. Bioversity expects (o continue to contribute to global assessments of this nature and to the work of
FAD and its Commission on Genetic Resources in support of the activities identified in its Multi-Year
Programme of Work., This work has the potential to contribute to IPBES within the context of the
contribution made by FAO and its Commission.

Analysis of status and trends of wseful diversity: One of the six focal areas identified by Bioversity
involves the development of methods that will allow more effective monitoring of status and trends of
useful diversity, including locating diversity in situ and monitoring genetic erosion. Research on the
development of indicators of both in situ and ex situ conserved diversity is ongoing. Bioversity is a member
of the Biodiversity Indicators Partnership. With appropriate advice and agreement this work could certainly
be carried out in a manner that is consistent with a future IPBES, and could potentially also benefit from an
IPBES mandate,

Development and support for genetic resources information systems: Under the auspices of the CGIAR
System-wide Genetic Resources Programme Bioversity has led the development of the CGIAR's
information system which provides access o genetic resources conserved by CGIAR institutes through a
single portal. Bioversity is currently working with the Secretariat of the International Treaty on Plant
Genetic Resources and the Global Crop Diversity Trust to develop an information system that will provide
accession level data on ex situ conserved resources held by USA, Europe and CGIAR gene banks.
Information on over 2 million accessions will become directly available to users throughout the world
through this programme. Bioversity is a member of the Global Biodiversity Information Facility (GBIF)
and collaborates with them on the availability of data on genetic resources for food and agriculture.
Bioversity also supports a global information portal on crop wild relatives (www. cropwildrelatives.org),
With appropriate advice and agreement this work could be carried out in ways that contribute to a future
IPBES, and could potentially also benefit from an IPBES mandate.

Capacity building on maintenance and wse of agricultural biodiversity: Bioversity capacity building
activities of particular relevance to IPBES include research fellowships that build individual capacities for
conducting assessments, monitoring and reporting results for policy makers; short courses for the target
audiences at national and regional levels that address gaps in knowledge and strengthen skills of those
responsible for conducting assessments; development of training modules, based on case studies, for use in
self-learning, in formal education and in seminars for researchers and other practitioners {a module on
valuation of agricultural biodiversity is under development), working with universities in developing
countries on mainstreaming agricultural biodiversity in higher education curricula. The organization also
provides tools for sharing experience, for example, the new web portal, Crop Genebank Knowledge Base,
which provides a space for practitioners around the world to communicate and share best practices on
agricultural biodiversity held ex situ, including documentation, exchange knowledge and access other
related technical resources, guides, handbooks, methodologies and databases. Bioversity has experience
using this complex of approaches that together can make a contribution to strengthening science-policy
capacity building and thereby promoting IPBES goals and objectives.

Knowledge generation: Bioversity underiakes research on relevant aspects of ex situ conservation and on
the mainkenance and use of agricultural biodiversity in and around production systems. This research
includes the development of improved conservation methods and technologies, the identification of best
practices that can support maintenance and vse, and the development of indicators and monitoring activities
that can be used at global, national and local levels. It also includes research on policy options and the
consequences of policy decisions on the wse and maintenance of genetic diversity. In support of a
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strengthened collaborative research agenda Bioversity hosts the Platform for Agrobiodiversity Research
(PAR) which has recently published a global synthesis on the use of agricultural biodiversity by rural
communities adapting o climate change. It is likely that this work could certainly be carried out in a
manner that is consistent with a future IPBES, and could potentially also benefit from an IPBES mandate.
PAR's objectives specifically identify the importance of responding to international processes and calls
such as might be requested by a future IPBES.

BirdLife International
www birdlife.ore

Type of organization: BirdLife International is a global partnership of national non-governmental,
membership-based conservation organisations. Over 110 BirdLife Parners (organised into six regional
groupings) work together on shared priorities, programmes, and policies, learning from each other to achieve
tangible conservation results, and strongly informed and guided by science. The Partners” work is co-ordinated
and supported by a small, decentralized Secretariat. BirdLife is governed by a Global Council and a set of
regional Councils directly elected by the Partnership. Some ten million people actively support the Partnership
and its extensive local networks (including chapters, Important Bird Area Site Support Groups and Caretaker
Metworks).

Mission and objectives: BirdLife focuses on birds as a means to achieve its wider vision, of world rich in
biodiversity, with people and nature living in harmony, equitably and sustainably. BirdLife’s mission is to
conserve wild birds, their habitats and global biodiversity, by working with people towards sustainability in the
use of natural resources. BirdLife's strategic objectives, through which it aims to contribute to the alleviation of
poverty, and to sustainability in the use of natural resources, are to
e Conserve the diversity and distribution of wild bird species world-wide as an integral part of nature
e [Identify, conserve and promote a global network of internationally important sites for birds and
biodiversity
Maintain, manage and restore the diverse habitats that sustain vital ecological services
Empower, mobilise and expand a world-wide constituency of people who care for birds and their
natural

Activities relevant toa future IPRES:

o Knowledge generation: Birds are the best known group of organisms on earth, and thus particularly useful
in understanding and tracking the state of global biodiversity. Through the Partnership and Secretariat,
BirdLife maintains a vast network of observers who contribute information on birds around the world.
BirdLife's monitoring work is organized into three broad areas:

» Tracking population trends of wild bird species characteristic of particular habitats, including
productive landscapes

*  Tracking the conservation status (using the IUCN Red List categories) of all bird species

»  Tracking condition, threats and conservation responses at Important Bird Areas®

Additional monitoring is coordinated at local or national level by many BirdLife Partners.

BirdLife also carries out extensive applied research on topical conservation issues, usually with academic
and other collaborators. For instance, BirdLife has recently modeled and mapped predicted distributional
shifts in response to climate change among Evropean and African bird species.

o Knowledge assessment: BirdLife is the IUCN Red List Authority for birds, and responsible for producing
the bird component {covering c. 10,000 species) for the Red List. A major assessment involving thorough
review of each species is carried out every four years, with a smaller review, focused on new information
for a subset of species, every other year. Both involve input and peer-review via web-based forums from a
large number of expert ornithologists and conservationists.

28

Important Bird Areas (IBAs) are internationally important sites for bird conservation, and are a subset,
identified for birds, of the larger set of Key Biodiversity Areas. IBAs have been identified (based on
objective, standard criteria), delineated and documented in nearly all parts of the world, with over 12,000
sites now included in the World Bird Database.
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A major and more wide-ranging assessment (going beyond threat status) of the world’s birds is produced
every four years in the publication State of the world’s birds. This presents measures of pressure, state and
response  and contains  extensive policy-relevant information. Summary paper publications are
complemented by extensive malerial available on the Srare of ithe world’s birds  website

Many BirdLife Partners produce their own, more detailed, national assessments, for example Srate of
Australia’s Birds (Birds Australia) and Srare of the Birds (National Audubon Society, USA), both annual
publications.

BirdLife is a member of the 2010 Biodiversity Indicators Partnership and has led development of several
key indices presented in the Global Biodiversity Outlook 3, including the Red List Index (in several
versions), Wild Bird Index, Protected Area Coverage Indicator and Climate Change Impact Indicator.

Knowledge use: BirdLife works in numerous ways (o bring its knowledge to bear in support of the
implementation of international environmental agreements and the decision-making of governments,
businesses and development funders.

BirdLife's extensive information on sites and species (including geographic information) is managed
through its World Bird Database. This information is publicly accessible through the DataZone on
BirdLife s wehsite.

BirdLife is the Convention on Biological Diversity's International Thematic Clearing-House Mechanism
for birds, an International Organization Partner of the Ramsar Convention and participates in Ramsar’s
Scientific and Technical Review Panel, and is closely involved in the work of the Convention on Migratory
Species and its bird-related Agreements. Using IBA information, BirdLife has developed and published
‘shadow” lists to guide Parties to the Ramsar Convention in listing new Ramsar sites. As a Friend of the
CBD Protected Areas Programme of Work, BirdLife provides IBA information (including detailed maps) to
assist Parties in Protected Area gap analysis.

BirdLife has worked with corporate pariners in extractive industries to map present and potential business
sites against IBAs and other areas of high biodiversity importance, thus identifying business risks (and
conservation opportunities) and allowing prioritization of biodiversity action planning. Increasingly,
BirdLife is bringing its information to bear for Strategic Environmental Assessment, for instance in a recent
World Bank study for Mongolia’.

BirdLife is committed to the Conservation Commons principles (and a member of the Conservation
Commons Steering Committee) and works closely with other regional and global information networks,
including TABIN, ACB and GBIF, to make available information for decision-making. BirdLife is also
developing innovative ways to make its information available more effectively for decision-makers.
Examples include the Critical Site Network tool to support migratory bird conservation in the Africa-
Eurasian Waterbird Agreement area® and the Integrated Biodiversity Assessment Tool’, now being used by
many businesses and several of the multilateral development banks to inform development decisions.,
BirdLife is developing an Adaptive Management Framework to assist African countries in adapting to the
biodiversity impacts of climate change, and this guidance, alongside a unique set of maps detailing how
climate change may affect Africa’s birds, and numerous other resources is available on a dedicated website

(httpeiwww africa-climate-exchange.org/).

Capacity building: Developing capacity for conservation and its underpinning science is a major
programmatic focus for BirdLife. Much work is ongoing (by the Secretariat and a set of supporting
Partners) to build the capacity of national Partners in developing countries. This is progressed by numerous
means including training workshops, internships, the development of toolkits and manuals, and experie nce-
sharing via Partnership meetings. At national level, Partners are working actively to build capacity for
research and monitoring with their national networks of Local Conservation Groups, and with Government
partners such as wildlife and forest management authorities.

Mongolia: Safeguarding Important Areas of Natural Habitat Alongside Economic De velopment (available at
hetp: #isiteresources, worldbank .org/ INTMONGOLIA/Resources/|_Safe guarding_important_areas_ENG.pdf)
Under the Wings over Wetlands project, a partmership with Wetlands International, the Ramsar and AEW A
Secretariats, UNEP-GEF and the Government of Germany

IBAT is a partnership between BirdLife International, Conservation International, IUCN and UNEP-W CMC
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Collaborative Partnership on Forests (CPF)

www. fao.org/forestryfepfiens

Type of organization: The Collaborative Partnership (CPF) is a voluntary partnership among 14 international
organisations and secretariats with substantial programmes on forests. It has a range of initiatives which are
concerned with increasing collaboration in order to deliver improved management, conservation and sustainable
management of forests. The CPF was established in April 2001 and is chaired by FAO and serviced by the
UNFF Secretariat. The CPF initiatives are forests and climate change, forest degradation, forest finance,
sourcebook on funding for SFM, streamlining reporting, terms and definitions, global forest information
services and the Global Forest Expert Panels { GFEP)

Mission and ohjectives: The CPF mission is to promote the management, conservation and sustainable
development of all types of forest and strengthen long term political commitment. To achieve this mission the
CPF aims to increase collaboration, support countries and support the international dialogue on forests.

Mandates: The UN Economic and Social Council (ECOSOC) in its Resolution 2000735 invited the heads of
relevant UN, international and regional bodies to form a collaborative partnership on forest. Specifically, the
forest resolution asks CPF to perform the following principle functions: 1) facilitate and promote the proposals
of the UNFF; 2) provide a forum for continued policy development and dialogue among governments and to
foster a common understanding on sustainable management and to address emerging issues on an integrated
manner; 3) enhance cooperation on forest related issues, as well as, synergies among donors; 4) foster
international cooperation, including north-south, public-private relationships and cross-sectoral at different
scales; 5) monitor and assess progress at different scales through governmental reporting and by institutions as a
basis 0 consider future actions; and 6) strengthen politcal commitment, conservation and sustianable
development of all forest types.

Activities expected to support a future IPBES: CPF has played an active role since 2001 in bringing together
a partnership of different organisations, who in turn have extensive networks of organisations and institutions
working on forest related issues. Given the CPF's role in supporting both countries and international dialogue
on forests, it could support a future IPBES in the following ways:

o Knowledge generation: CPF generates knowledge through its partner organisations which is synthesised to
provide major inputs into UNFF and other important international forest dialogues, including the
conventions on climate change (UNFCCC), biodiversity (CBD) and desertification (UNCCD), as well as
joint statements and papers on key forest issues on the international agenda. Such knowledge could provide
a basis for potential future assessments and synthesis that IPBES undertake.

o Data availability: The CPF makes data available through the Global Forest Information Service (GFIS),
which acts as a clearing house mechanism for forest datasets, databases and scientific publications. The
interface is available in six languages. Drawing together such a comprehensive knowledge base on forests,
GFIS has the potential to contribute to the assessments and syntheses that [IPBES is expected to deliver.

o Assessment and symthesis: The ‘Global Forest Expert Panels” were launched in 2007 to provide objective
and independent scientific assessments on key issues in order to support more informed decision-making at
the global level. The thematic expert panels, which are convened under the CPF, have contributed and are
contributing to a number of assessments related to forests. Assessments include Adaprarion of Forests and
Peaple to Climate Change, A Special Study on Forest Degradation and are currently carrying out an
assessment on the International Forest Regime 1o be released in 2011,

o Streamlining forest-related reporting: The CPF Portal on Forest Reporting helps users find information
related to national reporting on forests to international organizations, institutions and instmments. To help
reduce reporting burden and improve efficiency of reporting, CPF members work to reduce and streamline
reporting requests, synchronize reporting cycles, harmonize data collection methods, increase data
comparability and compatibility, and facilitate the accessibility and flows of existing information.
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Conservation Commons
WW W, Conse rvationcommons. nat

Tvpe of organization: The Conservation Commons was created at the 3rd IUCN World Conservation Congress
in 2004, and is essentially an association of organizations working together to remove the legal, cultural and
technical barriers to making available data, information and knowledge relevant to the conservation of
bicdiversity. It does this by establishing three fundamental Principles which relevant organisations are then
invited to endorse by formal signature. As of January 2010 more than 96 had done so. To improve realisation of
the Principles and operation of the Commons in general, the Friemds of the Conservation Commons Was
established in 2009, UNEP-WCMC currently hosts the secretariat.

Mission and objectives: The goal of the Conservation Commons is to promote conscious, effective, and
equitable sharing of knowledge resources to advance biodiversity conservation. Its three principles are:
*  Open Access: The Conservarion Commons promoies free and open access to dara, information and
knowledge for conservation purposes;
o Murtual Benefi: The Conservarion Commens welcomes and encowrages participanis both o use
resources and ro conrribure dara, information and knowledge;
o Richis gnd Responsibilities: Contributors to the Conservation Commons have full vight 1o attribution
Sfor any uses of thetr dara, information, or knowledge, and the right 1o ensure thar the ariginal integrity
af their contribution to the Commons is preserved. Users of the Conservation Commons are expected
te comply, in good faith, with rerms of uses specified by contriburors and in accardance with these
Principles.

Its objectives of the Friends of the Conservation Commons are to promote and facilitate increased adherence to
the principles by expanding access (0 biodiversity data, information and knowledge through improved
technology, integration and inter-operability of systems; addressing legal concerns which exist with respect to
the sharing of biodiversity data, information, and knowledge in the public domain; promoting organizational and
professional cultures which actively support the sharing of biodiversity data, information and knowledge
resources; creating and maintaining positive incentives, capacity and resources to promote the sharing of
biodiversity data, information, and knowledge; communicating the principles and objectives of the Conservation
Commons to the global community; promoting the provision of data, information, and knowledge that supports
conservation decision making at the local level.

The Friends of the Conservation Commons aim, among other things, to elaborate on the Principles and establish
standards, measures and guidance regarding compliance with them, and identify and analyse the barriers to the
effective sharing of biodiversity data, making recommendations for feasible measures that might reduce those
barriers.

Activities expected to support a future IPBES: The central aim of the Conservation Commons is to improve
the availability and use of information relevant to conservation of biodiversity. Iis activities may therefore be
expected to underpin much of what a furture IPBES might do. If successful, the Conservation Conunons should
not only make biodiversity information more widely and wsefully available, but should also be active in
promoting and facilitating the development of standards, protocols and guidelines that could be applied at a
range of scales and that should be of value in capacity-building.

DIVERSITAS

www, diversitas-inte rnational.org

DIVERSITAS, the international programme of biodiversity science, under the auspices of ICSU and UNESCO
has the following mission:

* Promote an integrative biodiversity science, linking biclogical, ecological and social disciplines in an
effort to produce socially relevant new knowledge

»  Provide the scientific basis for the conservation and sustainable use of biodiversity

e Draw out the implications for policies for conservation and sustainable use of biodiversity
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Inworking to achieve this mission, DIVERSITAS seeks to carry out the following types of activity, all of which

are directly relevant to a future IPBES:

Develop common international frameworks for collaborative research;

Form research networks to tackle focused scientific questions;

Promote standardised methodologies:

Guide and facilitate construction of global databases;

Facilitate efficient patterns of resource allocation, and undertake analysis, synthesis and integration

activitie s on particular biodiversity themes;

# Promote practical application of cutting-edge science to support policy and contributing to the
Convention on Biological Diversity and to the Intergovemmental Platform on Biodiversity and
Ecosystem Services, if established.

The science-policy landscape in relation to global biodiversity issues is increasingly organising itself into four
interconnected spheres: scientific research, observations, scientific assessments and policy making. With a
primary focus on scientific research, DIVERSITAS promotes and catalyses research on biodiversity and
ecosystem services related issues through its four “Core Projects™ which focus on key aspects of biodiversity
research:

o bieGENESIS: To provide an evolutionary framework for biodiversity science

o BeDISCOVERY: To assess, monitor and predict biodiversity changes

o ecoSERVICES: To explore the links between biodiversity, ecosystem functioning and services
o BoSUSTAINABILITY: To build adaptive governance and management of ecosystem services.

In addition to these Core Projects, DIVERSITAS develops “Cross-cutting Networks™ on specific themes or
ecosystems. DIVERSITAS has developed the following networks:

o Global Mountain Biodiversity Assessment (GMBA): To explore and explain the great biological richness
of the world’s mountains

o agroBIODIVERSITY: To facilitate interdisciplinary research for understanding the role of biodiversity in
agricultural landscapes

o freshwaterBIODIVERSITY: To facilitate research on wrgent challenges posed by critical threats on
freshwater biodiversity.

o ecoHEALTH: To explore links between biodiversity and emerging infectious diseases

o Global Invasive Species Programme (GISP): To conserve biodiversity and sustain human livelihoods by
minimizing the spread and impact of invasive alien species.

DIVERSITAS also contributes to the other three spheres: observations (as co-lead of the GEO Biodiversity
Observing Network established as part of GEOSS), scientific assessments {leading engagement of the scientific
community in IPBES consultation), and policy making {collaboration with the CBLDY e.g. on the Global
Biodiversity Outlook-3).

European Platform for Biodiversity Research Strategy (EPBRS)
hitp: /v ww e pbrs. orgf

Type of organization: The EPBRS iz an EU-based forum for natural and social scientists, policy-makers and
ather stake holders that has been operating since 1999, The EPBRS has supported the establishment of national
platforms in all of the countries that participate in its activities, to help inform the debates within the EPBRS and
to promulgate the results of the debates to relevant stakeholders. The EPBRS meetings are held under successive
Presidencies of the EU, and some of the costs of the meetings are met by the host organisations. Otherwise it
receives no funds and depends on own funding of participants.
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Mission and objectives: The EPBRS has the aim of “‘promoting knowledge for sustainability.” Its participants
work to identify the strate gically important research that is essential to:

» use the components of biodiversity in a sustainable way,

* maintain ecosystem functions that provide goods and services,

e conserve, protect and restore the natural world, and

»  halt biodiversity loss.

As an interface between biodiversity science and biodiversity research policy, the EPBRS:

» identifies policies for which biodiversity knowledge is important,

e eviews the knowledge base and identifies gaps that limit the effectiveness of policy,

e establishes priorities for biodiversity research to reduce these gaps,

»  produces recommendations designed to support the Commission, Council and Parliament and the EU
Member States in orienting research on the conservation and sustainable use of biodiversity and the
equitable sharing of its benefits.

By doing so, it aims to provide advice on research for the European delegations to the CBD and other
bicdiversity related conventions, the Council Working Party on  International Environmental Issues
i Biodiversity), the European Commission and its agencies, and other relevant institutions and organisations.

Mandates: Membership in the EFBRS is open to all states that participate in the 7th Framework Programme
and to the EU institutions. The padicipants o the EPBRS are nominated by their respective national
representatives on the Programme Committee of the successive EU Framework Programmes for Research and
Technological Development. The participating states are each asked to nominate one scientist and one policy
maker to attend the meetings.

The EPBRS keeps close connections with relevant international bodies, national governments and research
organisations, EU institutions and EU projects in the field of biodiversity research. The strength of the EPBRS
lies both in the associated national platforms and in its members, among whom are several who participated in
the multi- stake holder meetings to prepare the IPBES, and national delegates to SBSTTA.

Activities expected to support a future IPBES: Although the EPBES has a regional remit, its research
recommendations typically have much larger geographic scope. Given the role that the EPBRS has played for
over a decade in identifying research gaps that should be filled to improve and support decision-making, there is
considerable potential for the EPBRS to support the implementation of a future IPBES.

Global Biodiversity Information Facility (GBIF)

www, ehif ore

Type of organization: GBIF is an intergovernmental organisation, established in response to an OECD Global
Science Forum recomme ndation in 2000 to build a common platform to assist countries with their biodiversity
informatics needs. GBIF is coordinated by an inde pendent Secretariat, hosted in Copenhagen by the government
of Denmark following an open tender process. GBIF is governed by a Governing Board comprising all member
countries (currently 54) and associated international organisations (currently 44). GBIF began operations in
2001 and is open to membership by all countries and relevant international organisations. GBIF operations are
funded through member-country contributions based pro rata on GDP.

Mission: GBIF's mission is ro facilitare free and open access to biodiversity data worldwide via the Internet 1o
underpin sustainable development. Priorities, with an emphasis on prometing participarion and working
through parmmers, include mobilising biodiversity data, developing provecols and standards 1o ensure scieniific
integrity and interoperability, building an informatics architecture to allow the interlinking of diverse dara rypes
from disparate sources, promoting capacity building and caralysing development of analytical rools for
improved decision-making.

Mandates: In carrying out the above mission, GBIF has a mandate from the countries which comprise its
Governing Board to provide them with a range of globally-agreed biodiversity informatics infrastructure and
services, including development of best practices, guidelines and training to enable improved management of
biodiversity information in-country, whilst ensuring that such services are globally compatible. GBIF is
mandated to be a catalyst and broker of internationally-recognised biodiversity data standards and exchange
protocols,
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GBIF's Governing Board is fully aware of, and has expressed support for an IPBES. The Governing Board has
also requested that the negotiations around an IPBES, which include the 54 GBIF member countries and many
of the member international organisations, recognise the ten years of investment in GBIF and the positive
benefits this can bring in supporting and jump-starting an IPBES. As such, GBIF will seek to assist, support and
participate in further discussions on the estahlishment and operationalisation of an IPBES in whatever way
possible.

GERIF activities expected to support an IPRES: GBIF has ten years of investment from countries into a
distributed biodiversity informatics infrastructure to epable global data access and exchange. GBIF has a
mandate to continue expanding this infrastructure (in terms of reach) to all countries, and in expanding
functionality for countries. GBIF's data portal currently enables access to over 200m primary biodiversity data,
held in over 8000 databases in 300 institutions worldwide. GBIF has extensive leaming in modalities very
similar to those envisaged for an IPBES, including in negotiating multi-lateral agreements on common data
standards, information exchange and sharing and in construction of common informatics infrastructure. In
particular, GBIF can assist in the following areas:

o Data discovery and access: GBIF, in response to its mandate, has built the single largest biodiversity data
infrastructure ever to enable data discovery and access. GBIF does not collate data or centalise data — data
ownership resides with the holders. GBIF has constructed the “pipes and plumbing® to enable data
discovery, sharing and access worldwide, where those datasets are published (to the internet) to the globally
agreed standards. Such a distributed data discovery and access infrastructure is of direct relevance o a
future IPBES and could be modified and adapted in design and approach to more directly service IPBES
needs.

o Dataset and Platform Interoperability: In order to enhance access and exchange of biodiversity data, GBIF
is building the necessary ‘cross-walks” for interoperability between online platforms and datasets. These
include, in partnership with the relevant owner organisations, the IUCN/UNEP-WCMC Waorld Database on
Protected Areas (WDPA), and the Convention On Migratory Species” Global Register of Migratory Species
(GROMS). This enables integration of the primary biodiversity data records from the GBIF network with
the protected areas in the WDPA, or with the migratory species range maps in GROMS, enabling onling
analyses never before possible,

o Capacity building and BIFs: GBIF has extensive capacity building programmes, including the free
provision of all materials, and a focus on ‘train-the-trainer’ and e-learning in order to extend the reach of
such programmes. These also include Morth-South mentoring programmes between developed and less-
developed countries. In particular, such capacity building is focused on a coherent approach to the building
of national Biodiversity Information Facilities (BIFs). Such BIFs are envisaged to serve all of a country’s
biodiversity informatics needs in a coordinated, transparent and agency-neutral way. Working examples of
such BIFs include SANBI in South Africa, InBIO in Costa Rica and NBIC in Norway. Such facilities can
be expanded in a manner that is consistent with the requirements of a future IPBES, and could potentially
also benefit from an IPBES mandate.

All of the above wounld enable IPBES to quickly build upon and thus become operational far quicker and more
cost-gffectively than if starting anew. In addition, GBIF contributes to, participates in andfor partners many
related IPBES-relevant global initiatives including;

o GEQ BON: GBIF serves on the Steering Committee of GEO BON and leads the GEO BON Work Group
on Data Standards and Interoperability. This work, and indeed GEOQ BON as a whole, can assist greatly in
the operations of an IPBES.

o Biodiversity Indicators Partnership: GBIF is a partner in the 2010 BIP initiative convened by UNEP-
WCMC. The BIP comprises 40 organizations, including UN agencies, NGOs, and MEA Secretariats.
Potential exists for the BIP partnership to work closely with a future IPBES on ex panding the existing work
on biodiversity and ecosystem service data standards, metrics and indicators.

o Conservation Commons: GBIF participates in the Conservation Commons, which promotes free and open
access to data, information and knowledge for conservation purposes. The Conservation Commons is an
association of like-minded organizations working together to remove the many legal, cultural and technical
barriers to making data, information and knowledge available and thus is directly relevant to an IPBES.
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o International Accreditations: GBIF has formal IGO0 accreditation to MEAs and other relevant
intergovernmental processes of relevance to an IPBES including the CBD, UNFCCC, IPCC, UNEP-
Governing Council Major Groups and Stake holders, and GEOSS, amongst others.

Global Coral Reef Monitoring Network (GCRMN)

httpe/Awww, germn.orgfabout. aspx

Type of organization: The GCRMN is a network of networks, organizations and individuals working on coral
reefs. It operates in partnership with other networks operating within the International Coral Reef Initiative
(ICRI), specifically the GCRMN SocMon (Socioeconomic Monitoring Initiative for Coastal Management)
hosted by NOAA), the International Coral Reef Action Network, the Reef Check Foundation, and ReefBase
(hosted by the World Fish Center), and representatives of these organisations constitute the operational
management of the GCRMMN, supporting the Global Coordinator. GCRMN operates through 17 regional
networks of countries and states, called nodes. Each of the 17 regional nodes has a regional coordinator, and
countries within a node all (ideally) have a national coordinator

Mission and objectives: The GCRMN aims to improve management and sustainable conservation of coral reefs
for people by assessing the status and trends in the reefs, and how people use and value the resources. The core
abjectives of the GCRMN are:

» To link existing organisations and people o monitor ecological and social, cultural and economic
aspects of coral reefs within interacting re gional networks;

#  Tostrengthen the existing capacity to examine reefs by providing a consistent monitoring program, that
will identify trends in coral reefs and discriminaie between natural, anthropogenic and climatic
changes;

* To disseminate results at local, regional, and global scales on coral reef status and trends, to assist
environmental management agencies implement sustainable use and conservation of reefs.

Mandates: GCRMMN was initiated at the first International Coral Reef Initiative (ICRI) meeting in 1995 as a
response o the call for many nations to commit themselves to increasing research and monitoring of reefs in
order to provide the data for effective management (The Call to Action and Framework for Action). The
GCRMN was established as one of the operating units of ICRI, with initial funding provided by the US
Governmeant.

Activities expected to support a future IPBES:

o Capacity building on assessments: The GCRMN' s overall strategy is (0 involve monitoring experts in each
of the regional nodes (o train trainers in participating countries, to gather data on trends in health of coral
reefs and develop skills, Experienced marine institutes assist in training, establishment of databases and
problem resolution. A major focus is on training people in the use of the Socioeconomic Manual for Coral
Reef Monagemenr. Published in 2000, this manual gives practical guidelines on how to conduct
socioeconomic assessments of coral reef communities.

o Periodic expert assessment of coral reefs: The GCRMN produce regular Starus of Coral Reefs of the World
which present the current status of the world’s coral reefs, the threats to the reefs, and the initiatives being
undertaken under the umbrella of the ICRI to amest the decline in the world s coral reefs. These reports
have been produced using the data and information from many coral reef experts around the world. For
example, 372 experts from 96 countries contributed to the 2008 report.

o Local assessment of coral reefs: GCRMN experts conduct ecological monitoring of reefs which includes
counts of ‘“target” fish of commercial and recreational value. Socioeconomic monitoring of local
communities on their use and knowledge of reef resources, and how management may be improved is also
carried out.

o Data availability and access: The monitoring data, collected from the surveys detailed above, is
accumulated in each node within a specialised database for distribution within the region and to Reefhase
World Fish Center), which is the GCRMN's official database.
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GEO Biodiversity Observation Network (GEO-BON)

httpedfwrww earthobservations . org/geobon. shtml

The Group on Earth Observations Biodiversity Observation Network {GEOQ BON) is the biodiversity arm of the
Global Earth Observation System of System of Systems (GEOSS). The GEO BON vision is for ‘a coordinated,
global petwork that gathers and shares information on biodiversity, provides tools for data integration and
analysis, and contributes to improving environmental management and human well-being’. Some 100
governmental and non-governmental organizations are collaborating through GEO BON to make their
biodiversity data, information and forecasts more readily accessible to policymakers, managers, experts and
other users. GEO BON has been recognized by the Parties to the Convention on Biological Diversity as well as
by the member governments of the Group on Earth Observations. It is a voluntary, best-efforts partnership that
is guided by a steering committee. The MNetwork draws on GEO's data-sharing principles and technical
standards for data interoperability.

The mission of GEO BON is to:
« provide a global, scientifically robust framework for observations on the detection of biodiversity
changs:;
« coordinate the gathering and delivery of biodiversity change information at the global scale;
« ensure the long-term continuity of data supply; and
» provide a set of innovative and relevant preducts based on the integration of key data sets.

In addition to collating time series of observations on the presence, abundance and condition of elements of
biodiversity, GEO BOMN will also collate information on interactions between organisms, their functional
attributes and their use by people. It will link to supporting data on the abiotic environment, the current
taxonomic status of the organisms, the classification of ecosystems, drivers of biodiversity change and measures
taken to protect biodiversity. GEO BON will conduct limited observation-based analyses, such as change
detection, trend analysis, range interpolation, future projections, and model based estimations of the supply of
ecosystem services. GEO BON will support more detailed analyses undertaken by biodiversity and ecosystem
assessment bodies, It sets out to help coordinate, harmonise, standardise and manage the én siru biodiversity data
that are collected by disparate organisations, institutions and individuals for differing purposes, to the degree
necessary to achieve collective ohjectives

GEO BON has a number of priority activities, which include facilitation of:
«  Mobilisation and accessibility of online primary biodiversity data;
Consensus on data collection protocols;
Rescue of historical datasets and making them accessible;
Stimulate the monitoring of key human-induced changes to the environment;
Improving the coverage and standardisation of observation efforts is a GEOQ BON priority
Coordination of the marine biodiversity observation efforts of independent institutes and countries to
help ensure more systematic coverage,

Global Invasive Species Programme (GISP)

WW W, gSp.oIg

Type of organization: Established in response to recommendations from the first international conference on
invasive species held in Trondheim (19963, GISP provides a dedicated, science-policy platform for addressing
the global threat of invasive species, which constitute the 2" biggest direct driver of biodiversity loss and in
many ecosystems, notably small island developing states (SIDS), the biggest driver of biodiversity loss. GISF is
an international, non-profit partnership between four organisations (CABIL, IUCN, the South African Mational
Biodiversity Institute (SANBI) and The Nature Conservancy (TNC)). While GISP receives limited funds from
its three international partner organmisations to support implementation of the joint programme of work on
invasive species under the CBD, significant additional funds need to be raised each vear to support the full range
of activities carried out by GISF.

Mission and objectives: The mission of GISP is to conserve biodiversity and sustain human livelihoods by
minimising the spread and impact of invasive species. Iis ten-year goal is that by 2020, the majority of countries
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have effective policies, laws and capacity in place to implement their national invasive species (biosecurity)
strategies and action plans. This goal will be achieved through three over-arching objectives ie. paolicy
suidance, capacity development and awareness-raising, and through activities and initiatives al national,
regional and international scales in close collaboration with GISF's partner and affiliate organisations around
the world.

Mandates: GISP has a mandate from the CBD to provide policy and scientific guidance under the joint
programme of work on invasive species. It is recognised as an authoritative voice on invasive species policy by
the CBD and by an increasing number of other international agreements of relevance to invasive species. GISP
has been referenced in all CBD Conference of Parties (COP) decisions on invasive species since 1998, provided
policy guidance to at least 75 parties to the CBD and secured commitments from more than 15 countries/regions
announced at CBD COP9 to promote further implementation of invasive species priorities.

Activities expected to support a future IPBES: Given the piongering, multisectoral role played by GISP in
addressing invasive species through a science-policy platform for the past fifteen vears, and by some of its
founding partner organisations, notably CABIL for the past century, GISP is ideally placed to support
implementation of the proposed IPBES. Examples of the type of support and activities GISP could provide
include the following:

o Developing science-based policy guidance on invasive species:

e Successful development of policy guidance on invasive species pathways to date has included
those of biofuels, marine biofouling and animal species in international trade.

e  Policy support has been provided to at least 10 international agreements and institutions with key
roles in invasive species management, including; the CBD, the Global Environment Facility, the
International Plant Protection Convention (IPPC), the Ramsar Convention on Wetlands, the UN
General Assembly and the Bern Convention.

*  Alleast 10 pational/regional strategies and actions plans on invasive species have been developed
with support from GISP.

*  Policy papers on emerging issues in invasive species e.g. biofuels, climate change, invasive
species.

o Biodiversity indicators for invasive species: GISP is a key indicator partner under the GEF-funded, UNEP-
WCMC established and managed, 2010 Biodiversity Indicators Partnership (2010 BIP) with responsibility
for developing global indicators for invasive species. In 2010, GISP led a collaborative effort including the
Centre for Invasion Biology, Bird Life International and IUCN to develop, publish and promote the first
2lobal indicators for invasive species.

o Capacity development in invasive species: GISP has developed a series of toolkits and training courses on
the prevention and management of terrestrial marine and coastal invasive species as well as on specific
legal and economic aspects of invasive species. Since 2000, GISP has undertaken a programme of capacity
building workshops aimed at supporting developing countries to build capacity in specific aspects of
invasive species at national and regional scales to support of decision-making with respect to biodiversity
and ecosystem services, and is planning to continue and extend this programme as resources allow, GISP
also maintains a wide range of contacts with countries and regional organizations throughout the world.
This network can be particularly useful for gathering and disseminating information to key stakeholders.
Evidence of GISP's achievements in capacity development can also be found in the in and in a range of
picneering publications and reports {available for download from our website www. gisp.org).

o Awareness-raising:
e In 2010, at least 10 international workshops and conferences supported or co-sponsored by GISP,
including: DIVERSITAS; IPBES, the Trondheim Conference on Biodiversity, Helping Islands
Adapt; and a workshop on Invasive Alien Plants in Mediterranean Type Regions of the World.
* GISP maintains a website (www.gisp.org) which serves as a global conduit for invasive species
science-policy information.

o Knowledge generation and data access: Through its partner organisations, GISP actively manages

databases and information tools that may be of direct value to a future IPBES in supporting assessments of
invasive species, and, if appropriate, could be modified, as appropriate to support IPBES.
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International Council for Science (ICSU)

Type of organization: The International Council for Science (ICSU) is a non-governmental scientific
organisation with a global membership. ICSU members include 121 national scientific bodies {mostly national
academies of science) covering 141 countries, 30 International Scientific Unions, and 21 International Scientific
Associates.

Mission and objectives: The missions of ICSU include 1) identifying and addressing major issues of
importance (o science and society, 2) facilitating interaction amongst scientists across all disciplines and from
all countries, 3) promoting the participation of all scientists—regardless of race, citizenship, language, political
stance, or gender—in the international scientific endeavour, and 4) providing inde pendent, authoritative advice
to stimulate constructive dialogue between the scientific community and governments, civil society, and the
private sector. The objective is to mobilise knowledge and resources of the international scientific community to
strengthen international science for the benefit of society.

Mandates: ICSU acts on behalf of its global membership to provide global leadership in its three activity areas:
International Research Collaboration: Science for Policy, and Universality of Science. Its long-term strategic
vision is for a world where science is used for the benefit of all, excellence in science is valued and scientific
knowledge is effectively linked to policy making. The Scientific and Technological Community is one of the
nine so-called Major Groups in the UN system. In addition to its role as a Major Group, advocating the
important role of science and technology for sustainable development, ICSU also ensures that governments have
access (o the best available scientific knowledge for their decision making,

Activities expected to support a future IPBES: 1ICSU"s three activity areas and long standing history in global
research, observing sysiems and assessment illustrate the potential of its involvement in the future IPBES. Some
examples are given below:

o Global Environmental Change Programmes: 1CSU is the only organisation that sponsors all the four
major global environmental change programimes that have been the recognised leaders in the planning and
coordination of international global environmental change research: World Climate Research Programme
(WCRP), International Geosphere-Biosphere Programme (IGBP); International Human Dimensions
Programme (IHDPF), and International Programme on Biodiversity Science (DIVERSITAS). These
programmes, especially DIVERSITAS, will provide information and expertise for future global
assessments of ecosystem services and implications for human well-being,

o Global Egrth Observation: Global monitoring is a key link in the chain connecting interdisciplinary
research to scientific assessments and policy making. ICSU, together with various UN bodies, sponsors the
three global observing systems, which focus on the climate {GCOS), oceans (GOOS) and land (GTOS),
ICSU is also involved in the process of developing an implementation plan for an inte grated Global Earth
Observation System of Systems.

o Biodiversity and Ecosystem Services: 1CSU, together with DIVERSITAS, has been actively engaged in the
IPBES process. In addition, ICSU established a new 10 year Programme on Ecosystem Change and Society
(PECS) in 2008, to address the scientific knowledge gaps identified in the Millennivm Ecosystem
Assessment. PECS aims to determine how policies and practices affect the resilience of ecosystem services
that support human well-being and allow for adaptation to a changing environment and will thus directly
provide scientific knowledge to IPBES,

o World Data System (WDS): ICSU WDS will ensure long-term stewardship, publication and provision of
quality-assessed data and data services to the international science community and other stakeholders. It has
the potential to serve the IPBES process in a similar way to the IPCC process. Climate data stored in WDS
has been useful for the IPCC process,
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International Human Dimension Programme (UNU-IHDP)
www, ihdp.unu.edu

Type of organization: The International Human Dimension Programme is a science network sponsored by the
United Nations University (UNU), the International Council for Scientific Unions {ICSUD, and the International
Social Science Council (ISSC). The secretariat is hosted by the UNU and is located at the United MNations
Building in Bonn, Germany. The IHDP was established in 1996 and receives its main funding from the naticnal
research councils and ministries of education and research of approximately 15 countries.

Vision: To provide international leadership in framing, developing, and integrating social science research on
global change and to promote the application of the key findings of this research to help address environmental
challenges.

Mission and objectives: (i} To foster, coordinate, and conduct social science research that helps o understand
and address the challenges of global environmental change and improve societal responses; (ii) To contribute o
the interdisciplinary attempts, including both natural and social sciences, to understand the interactions of
of research and policy communities toward a shared understanding of the social causes and implications of
alobal changes: and (iv) To facilitate dialogue between science and policy.

Activities expected to support a future IPRES: The three core pillars of IHDP' s strategic plan which include
facilitating cutting edge social science research on global environmental change, strengthening the science-
policy interface and building the next generation of social science leaders are complementary to the proposed
functions of IPBES.

o Social Science Research and Knowledge Generation: THDF generates information on the human
dimensions of environmental change through its core and joint projects. There are at the moment 12
projects, which cover over a 100 countries and include about 550 researchers. The projects have over the
past two years for example have produced 44 and 300 over peer reviewed books and journal articles
respectively. Many of these publications have been used in global processes including the IPCC
Assessment report 4. Issues covered include poverty, equity, social and environmental justice among others.
IHDF has also just initiated in collaboration with other partners a social sciences scenarios project for
understanding human behaviour towards environmental change and therefore a more informed approach to
designing policy responses.

o Assessments and Synthesis: One of the core activities of all IHDP projects are the synthesis reports that are
produced every five years. These reports basically synthesize the relevant information generated by the
projects into a single report or book, which provides the key findings of the relevant projects. The IHDF has
contributed through its Global Environmental Change and Human Security project a special report to the
IPCC 4™ assessment report on the topic of vulnerability and resilience of societies towards climate change.

o Policy Support: The ITHDP organizes in collaboration with partner organizations a number of science-policy
forums that include the Bonn Dialogue. Each science-policy dialogue brings together key scientists and
policymakers to deliberate and discuss in an open manner the key envircnmental challenges facing society
and the ways and means to address them within the global context. IHDP will over the next two years also
begin producing science-policy briefs harvesting the key findings from the science projects. Areas of focus
include food security, land and ocean interactions in the coastal zone, risk governance from climate change
and potential new forms of environmental governance among many others.

o Training new leaders in Socigl Sciences: The IHDF puts much emphasis on the development of social
science capacity to bring to the environmental research community the human dimensions of environmental
change. This is done through two mechanisms. The first is through a series of workshops bringing together
experienced scientists with young and promising social scientists o discuss and deliberate the main
environmental concerns society across the globe face today and in the future. THDP also encourages social
scientists at the national and regional level to form national and regional networks of social science
expertise to address the human dimensions of environmental change their countries face and how they as
scientists can provide support o their respective decision makers.
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International Institute for Environment and Development (ITED)

www, lied.org

Tvpe of organization: I[IED is an independent international research organisation, founded in 1971, It has an
independent subsidiary, the Foundation for International Environmental Law and Development (FIELD), staffed
by a group of public international lawyers,

Mission and objectives: IIED's mission is “to build a fairer, more sustainable world, using evidence, acrion
and influence in partnership with others”. 1ts work takes three forms - research, advice and advocacy - and it
operates largely through partnerships with a focus on linking local to global, working particularly with local
people to ensure that they have a wvoice in wider policy arenas. It concentrates on five main areas: climate
change, governance, human settlements, natural resources and sustainable markets. Its straiegy for 2009-2014
focuses on four challenges in sustainable development: tackling the resource squeeze; demonstrating climate
change policies that work for development; helping build cities that work for people and planet: shaping
responsible markets.

Mandates: 1IED is answerable to its Board of Trustees. The majority of its income is in the form of restricted
funds for commissioned studies and research, with a small amount of unrestricted investment income. It receives
funding from aid and development ministries, intergovernmental agencies, foundations, and corporate and
individual donors.

Activities expected to support a future IPBES: The three main areas of activity that might be relevant to a
future IPBES are: science-policy capacity building; research in key policy areas; and identification of emerging
issues. The organisation is particularly well placed to bring a development perspective o potential IPBES issues
and to helping to link local, grass-roots perspectives and knowledge with international policy. Examples of
potentially relevant activities include:
« work on voluntary biodiversity offsets with the Business and Biodiversity Offsets Programme
(BBOP);
work by FIELD to identify barriers to local participation in environmental decision making: and
work with developing countries to build capacity to mainstream environmental concerns in
national planning, including development of guidance on strategic environmental assessment of
policies and programimes.

International Long-Term Ecological Research (ILTER) network

www, ilternet. edu

Type of organization: ILTER consists of networks of scientists engaged in long-term, site-based ecological
and sociceconomic research. To date forty member networks have established formal long term ecological
research (LTER) programmes and joined the ILTER network. Over half of these are European, with five in
Africa, seven in Asia, seven in the Americas and one in Australia.

Mission and objectives: ILTER s vision is: “a world in which science helps prevent and solve environmental
and socioecological problems.” Its mission is to improve understanding of global ecosystems and inform
solutions to current and future environmental problems. It has a series of ten-yvear goals: foster and promote
collaboration and coordination among ecological researchers and research networks at local, regional and global
scales; improve comparability of long-term ecological data from sites around the world, and facilitate exchange
and preservation of this data; deliver scientific information to scientists, policymakers, and the public and
develop best ecosystem management practices to meet the needs of decision-makers at multiple levels; facilitate
education of the next generation of long-term scientists.

Mandates: ILTER determines its own activities. It is governed by an elected Chair, an Executive Commiltee
composed of one member from each of six regions, and a Coordinating Committee composed of one member
from each of the member networks.
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Activities expected to support a future IPBES:

o Ecosystem Services Assessment: ILTER is cumently undertaking its first network-wide project, which is on
Interactions among ecosystem services, the dynamic behaviour of ecosystems delivering these services,
and hwnan outcomes and behaviowr. This is attempt by the ILTER network to address the linkages
between ecosystem services (ES) and human outcomes and behaviour, and how they influence each other in
bicmes. The work will be conducted by developing site-specific feedback models for one selected site
representing a biome for each member network.

o Knowledge generation and data access: An online searchable database of ILTER sites has been developed
by the RED MEX-LTER network. The database can be used to find sites and to compare them according to
their main environmental variables: longitude, latitude, altitude, annual precipitation and ambient
temperature. Some individual ILTER members also have databases that are accessible online (eg. LTER-
Europe has LTER Infobase and a map-based system).

o Networks of scientists: Through the forty member petworks there is access (o thousands of scientists
working on long term ecological and socio-ecological research.

International Union for Conservation of Nature (IUCN)

WWW,ILCTLOTE

Type of organization: TUCN is international association of government and non-governmental members, TUCHN
has over 1000 member organizations, including over 120 governments and government agencies, and over 800
non-governmental organizations. Its Secretariat of over 1000 staff are located in 60 countries throughout the
world, helping to coordinate the work of its members and commissions. IUCN's six commissions - on Species,
Protected Areas. Environmental Law, Education and Communication, Ecosystem Management, and
Environmental, Economic, and Social Policy -- include some 11,000 of the world' s leading experts in these
fields. IUCN operates with one programme that ensures close collaboration and coordination of its activities in
knowledge generation, assessment, and use. It also works throughout the world on building capacity to enhance
the link between science, policy, and action. IUCN is not an advocacy organization, but rather seeks to provide
practical policy options for enhancing human well-being while conserving biodiversity and ecosystem services.

Mission and objectives: The mission of IUCN is to influence, encourage and assist societies throughout the
world to conserve the integrity and diversity of nature and to ensure that any use of natural resources is equitable
and ecologically sustainableis. In carrying out this mission, [UCN builds on its value proposition of providing
credible, trusted knowledge; convening and building partnerships for action, maintaining a global-to-local and
local-to-global reach, and influencing standard and practices..

Mandates: IUCN's mandate is given by its government and non-governmental membership, and is delivered
through its four-year programme of work, approved each sitting of the TUCN World Conservation Congress and
Members Assembly. Both as an organisation, and through individual IUCN Commissions, IUCN has a wide
range of mandates (o support various of the biodiversity-related MEAs. IUCN is also a Permanent Observer (o
the United Nations General Assembly.

Activities expected to support a future IPBES: Since its founding in 1948, IUCN has been working to
provide information and build capacity to support the conservation and sustainable use of biodiversity and
ecosystem services. Ongoing activities that are of particular relevance to IPBES include the following:

o Knowledge generation: IUCN has been generating knowledge about species and ecosystems, and human
relations with them, for 60 years. Its six commissions play a particularly imporiant role in knowledge
generation, and are designed to facilitate and catalyze cellaboration to build specific knowledge products. A
few of the more prominent such products and activities of the Commissions and IUCN Secretariat are
discussed below.

#  The Species Survival Commission (S5C) is the leading repository of knowledge concerning the
status of and threats to species scale biodiversity, having reported on some 49,000 species in its
latest compilation. The knowledge on these species is generated by the members of the
approximately 100 SSC Specialist Groups, typically organized by taxonomic group or thematic
area. The species information is presented in the IUCN Red List, which is constantly updated.
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*  The World Commission on Protected Areas (WCPA) has long been responsible for maintaining
the United Nations List of Protected Areas, the definitive resource on which protected areas are in
what countries. This list has now expandad to over 100,000 sites and has been transformed into the
World List of Protected Areas, managed by UNEP-WCMC, with continuing contributions by
WCPA. WCPA also geperates knowledge on topics such as tourism, management standards,
transboundary protected areas, sustainable financing, and many others.

* The Commission on Environmental Law (CEL) generates knowledge on a wide range of
national and intemational legislation; its ECOLEX database, maintained by IUCN's
Environmental Law Centre in Bonn, Germany, is widely considered the most comprehensive
knowledge product of its type. CEL also generates knowledge on implementation of the various
relevant conventions and specific topics such as biodiversity offsets, bioprospecting, and payment
for ecosystem services.,

¢« The Commission on Eduvcation and Communication (CEC) helps o apply the knowledge
generated by other parts of IUCN, but also generates its own knowledge products dealing with the
transfer of biodiversity-related information, for example through communication, awareness-
building, and methods of participation.

¢ The Commission on Ecosystem Management (CEM) generates knowledge at the ecosystem
scale of biodiversity. It has pioneered the development of the Ecosystem Approach, which the
CBD has adopted as its conceptual framework for practical application of conservation and
sustainable use in the field. It is also drawing on its various networks to develop knowledge on
ecosystem services, based on coordinating contributions from IUCN's npetworks on economics,
walter, forests, and other relevant topics.

# The Commission on Environmental, Economic, and Social Policy (CEESP) generates
knowledge about the social aspects of biodiversity and ecosystem services. It periodically
publishes “Policy Matters™, which contains original research on topics such as how indigenous
peoples contribute to biodiversity, the application of traditional knowledge to ecosysiem services,
and the economic values of ecosystem services and the biodiversity that supports them.

Within IUCN"s Secretariat, the Water Programme has been a leader in developing new understanding of
how water can be managed sustainably, drawing on field experience to offer policy options on
environmental flows, payments for ecosystem services providing water, equitable sharing of water
resources, and related topics, [UCN's Marine Conservation Programme extends [UCN's activities into the
70% of the planet covered by oceans, generating knowledge about fisheries management, coral reef
ecosystems, the impacts of climate change on marine biodiversity, and related topics. IUCN's Forest
Conservation Programme contributes knowledge from its networks to global assessments of forest
resources and builds on its field experience to develop policy options on improving forest management: it is
especially active in building knowledge on the benefits to livelihoods of community-based forest
manage ment.

Knowledge assessment: TUCN has been deeply involved in most of the global environmental assessments
that have been prepared over the past few decades. Many of its members and staff contributed to the
Millennium Ecosystem Assessment, including as Coordinating Lead Author of the chapter on biodiversity
in the Responses volume and as a member of the writing team on the synthesis volume on Water and
Wetlands. TUCN was a Member of the MA Steering Committee. It also served on the Bureau of the Ag
Assessment (IAASTD). IUCN is a regular contributor to the Global Water Assessments, FAO™ s periodic
Global Forest Assessments, and the IPCC. TUCN has also contributed to UNEP' s GEO assessments, and
IUCN data are an integral part of the GBO.

The IUCN Red List is the definitive global assessment of the status and trends of biodiversity at the level of
species. While the Red List is constantly being updated with data provided by SSC’s members, a unit of the
Species Programme is dedicated t© coordinating this information and preparing periodic svnthesis
documents.

IUCN's President is co-Chair of UNEP's International Panel on Resource Management, producing
assessments on specific resources and resource management issues. IUCN is also a member of the Panel's
Steering Committee and serves on the Panel itself. It has contributed to the Panel's assessment of biofuels
and serves on the committees dealing with water resources and on resource use efficiency.
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IUCN has also worked with numerous governments in preparing national-level assessments of biodiversity
and ecosystem services, contributing to the development of resource management policies that are relevant
to the country involved. Much of this work is carried out or coordinated by staff of IUCNs regional offices.

Support to policy: The knowledge generated by IUCN is designed to be used. It is all open-access and
freely available. Much of this knowledge directly influences policy, including among governments, the
private sector, and conservation organizations. For example, the Red List is used by CITES to inform its
listing of threatened species in trade, and mamy govermments have used the Red List Criteria to develop
national Red Lists; Projects submitted to the GEF use Red List criteria to indicate the global significance of
species targeted for protection by the proposed activities, and the Red List Index is one of the indicators for
MDG 7.

Knowledge generated by WCPA is widely used by governments, the GEF, IUCN members, and many
others. One particularly notable use is through the advice provided to the World Heritage Committee. IUCN
is specifically charged by the World Heritage Convention for providing technical advice on the suitability
of natural sites being nominated for inclusion on the World Heritage List; this advice builds on the expertise
of the WCPA network, coordinated by the Protected Areas Programme.

A Toolkit for Biodiversity has been developed by CEC, including sections on communications, education,
participation, and awareness {among others). CEL has developed an on-line Environmental Law Helpdesk
that provides technical advice on biodiversity and ecosystem-related legal and policy issues, again drawing
from knowledge generated by IUCN's extensive networks of expertise.

IUCN makes its knowledge available to both the governing bodies and the State Parties of relevant
conventions and protocols, For example, ELC and CEL have prepared explanatory guides to the CBD, the
Cartagena Protocol of the CBD, and the ITPGE. Through a joint effort with UNEP (TEMATEA), IUCN is
preparing issue-based modules for the coherent implementation of the biodiversity-related conventions,
with modules covering policy-relevant issues of access and benefit-sharing, biodiversity and climate
change, inland waters, invasive alien species, protected areas, and sustainable use.

IUCN is deeply involved in TEEB, taking the lead in developing the volume on the role of the private
sector; this involves coordinating input from a wide range of sources and puiting biodiversity and
ecosystem knowledge into a form that is meaningful to the private sector.

IUCN also carries out hundreds of field projects and contributes technical advice to many more. These
projects often involve exploring policy options based on the knowledge generated by the various TUCN
networks.

Capacity building to strengthen the science-policy interface: 1UCN seeks to build capacity as an
organizational imperative. CEC has developed a World Conservation Learning MNetwork that involves
leading universities from around the world, and seeks to build capacity for incorporating biodiversity issues
into the mainstream of development and resource management. CEC also has Specialty Groups on
Environmental Information and on Learning and Leadership; both of these work on the science-palicy
interface. WCPA and the Protected Areas Programme have developed an on-line Protected Areas Learning
Metwork that provides a flexible set of resource materials that can be custom-designed for the needs of the
uses. SSC and the Species Programme have long been holding training workshops on the use of the Red
List process, and are now opening a new Red List Training Centre at IUCN Headquarters. CEM has a
thematic group that works on Capacity Building for Ecosystem Management. CEESP holds numerous
workshops and training courses throughout the world on various resource-management issues that include
both science and policy, from a social perspective.

IUCN also contributes to numerous training courses that link biodiversity and ecosystem science with
policy. Examples include regular participation in the UNEP-University of Geneva International Course in
Environmental Diplomacy, regular presentations at international meetings, regional workshops,
universities, side events at the Conference of Parties of international conventions, and many others.
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Millennivm Ecosystem Assessment Follow-Up

Type of organization: The Millennium Ecosystem Assessment (MA) follow up process was developed
following completion of the MA in 2005, and taking account of the experience of the MA, the recommendations
of two independent evaluations of the MA conducted in 2006 and 2007 and discussion during the Conference of
the Parties to the Convention on Biological Diversity (decisions VIII/9 and IX/15). A global Secretariat based at
UNEF in collaboration with UNDP coordinates the Partnership. A sub-global assessment working group has
also been established, which is based at UNU/IAS with technical input from the Cropper Foundation, UNEF and
UNEP-WCMC.

Mission and objectives: A global strategy for follow-up to the MA was developed in 2007 by a group of
interested organizations including UNEP. This strategy aims to provide a common framework for partner
organizations to enhance collaboration in implementation of MA related activities, thereby maximising their
impact. It has a strategic approach for wrning knowledge into action with four ohjectives: continuing to build
and improve the knowledge base through sub-global assessments; promoting the systematic application of
ecosystem service considerations at all levels and including with decision-making; disseminating MA findings
and its conceptual framework, tools and methodologies to relevant stakeholders; and exploring the needs,
options and modalities for further global ecosystem assessment.

9. Activities expected to support a future IPBES: The MA follow-up process through its parinerships
and network of sub-global assessment practitioners is well placed to support a future IPBES in the following
ways:

o Capacity building on assessments: a core part of the MA follow-up process is a focus on capacity
building to help disseminate the findings of the MA and its conceptual framework, tocls and
methodologies to relevant stakeholders through the development of media strategies and educational
tools. Another key element of capacity building has been on increasing the uptake of the MA conceptual
framework and methods by assessment practitioners through the preparation of the MA Merhods Manual,
which aims to provide practical guidance for undertaking integrated ecosystem assessments. During
2009, capacity building workshops focusing on the contents of the Manual and aimed at new assessment
practitioners in West Africa and Latin America. There is a potential for IPBES to benefit from future
capacity building exercises being carried out by partners of the MA follow-up.

o Knowledge generation: The MA follow-up process is continuing to build and improve the knowledge
base on the links between biodiversity, ecosystem functioning, ecosystem services and human well-
being, An initial step included a muwltidisciplinary group of experts led by ICSU-UNESCO-UNU
identifying key gaps in knowledge and data, designing a research agenda and identified research and
monitoring priorities based on the MA. Knowledge generated from this research agenda could potentially
feed into future activities of IPBES.

o Assessment and synthesis: A core element of the MA follow-up process is to support and promote Sub-
Global Assessments (SGAs) at sub-regional, national and sub-national levels using a common method.
The working group 5GA coordinates and provides a clearing house for the network of completed and
ongoing assessments. The following activities are underway to support the completed, ongoing and new
SGAs and address the lessons learned from the original set of SGAs: a) New SGAs are being encouraged
in under represented regions such as West Africa through initiatives such as the Poverty and
Environment Initiative; by A network of assessment practitioners has been established and is growing
with the inclusion of new SGA members; and ¢) Annual SGA meetings are held to allow for the
exchange of experiences and lessons learned between SGA practitioners.

Scientific Committee on Problems of the Environment (SCOPE)

WWW,ICS1- S00pe.0rg

Type of organisation: SCOPE is an international scientific non-governmental organisation created in 1969 as a
scientific committee of ICSU. Institutional members include 36 natiomal scientific bodies (most of the time
national academies of science) and 22 international scientific Unions (disciplinary organisations). It is of note
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that SCOPE networks at project level go beyond institutional membership to involve a number or experts from
non-member countries, especially in Africa and Latin America,

Mission and ohjectives: the missions of SCOPE include a) advancing knowledge of the influence of human
activities on the environment, as well as the effects of these environmental changes upon humans, their health
and their welfare - with particular attention to those influences and effects which are either global or shared in
common by several nations; by serving as a non-governmental, interdisciplinary and intemational knowledge
network and as a source of advice for the benefit of policy and economy decision makers and other stakeholders
on decisions that can affect the environment: and ¢ providing an early warning mechanism to identify emerging
environmental challenges and opportunities.

Mandate: to fulfil its missions, SCOPE endeavours: a) to identify a robust science driven environmental
research agenda of high relevance to decision and policy makers; b) to develop a research agenda that responds
to priorities of identified regions (especially Asia, Latin America and Africa) and builds on these to produce and
deliver international public goods of global significance: ¢) to tightly link the outputs of research to the intended
end users; and d) to plan research processes founded on pariperships with international and regional
Organisations.

Activities expected to support a future IPBES:

o Research agendas: SCOPE projects that contribute to the development of the international research
agenda on biodiversity include: a) the International Nitrogen Initiative looking at the interactions
berween nitrogen cycle acceleration and biodiversity changes; and b) studies exploring the interlinkages
between biodiversity, climate and land use changes in a regional context (Americas; Central Asia and
Western China; and the Arab region).

o Communication to with decision makers: SCOPE has acquired experience and expertise in reaching out
to decision makers and stakeholders by geperating a range of communications targeted at and designed
for different audiences, in partnership with other international organisations. SCOPE's work on
sustainability indicators can also assist in the development by IPBES of its own capacity in this domain

o Capacity building: SCOPE plans to develop environmental fora to anticipate and respond to the need for
anew interface and dialogue between the science community and key government, business, NGO and
civil society sectors in addressing environmental issues at different levels. To that effect, SCOPE will
develop a capacity-building component that fully engages young leaders from four sectors, government,
business, NGOs, and academia, in critical regional and global dialogues on environmental issues. The
goal is to create a shared knowledge partnership that is integrated into the decision-making processes. In
the past, SCOPE organised a successful pilot series of regional environmental fora with the aim of
developing region-wide strategies to address issues related to invasive alien species.

UNEP World Conservation Monitoring Centre (UNEP-WCMC)

WW W, LINEP-WCTE. Og

Type of organization: UNEP-WCMC is a collaboration between the United Nations Environment Programme
(UNEP), the world's foremost intergovernmental environmental organization, and WCMC, a UK-hased non-
profit organization. What is now UNEP-WCMC has been operating for approximately 30 vears, and has been
operating as UNEP-WCMC since July 2000. While UNEP-WCMC receives funds from UNEP for the support
provided for implementation the UNEP programme of work, significant additional funds need to be raised each
year o support the full range of activities carried out by UNEP-WCMC.

Mission and objectives: The mission of UNEP-WCMC is ro evaluare and highlight the many values of
biodiversity and put authoritative biodiversity knowledge at the centre of decision making. In carrying out this
mission, UNEP-WCMC aims to be an internationally recognised Centre of Excellence for the synthesis, analysis
and dissemination of global biodiversity knowledge, providing authoritative, strategic and timely information
for conventions, countries, organizations and companies to use in the development and implementation of their
policies and decisions.

Mandates: UNEP-WCMC has a mandate from the UNEP Governing Council to provide a range of
biodiversity-related services to UNEP, to the biodiversity-related conventions and their constituent party-states,
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and to other bodies in the non-governmental and private sectors {Decision GC 22/ /1), Other more specific
mandates derive from the UNEP Governing Council, decisions taken by Conferences of the Parties to specific
international conventions, the World Parks Congress and elsewhere.

Activities expected to support a future IPBES: Given the role that UNEP-WCMC has played for nearly thirty
vears in providing information to support decision-making, there is imevitably a wide range of activities
undertaken that could support imple mentation of a future IPBES both directly and indirectly. These include the
following:

o

Biodiversity Indicators Partnership: UNEP-WCMC established and manages the Biodiversity Indicators
Partnership which brings together those organizations working on biodiversity and ecosystem service
indicators at the regional and global levels. There are 40 organizations, ranging from UN agencies (0
NGOs, and from MEA secretarials to university scientists. To date the partnership has focused on delivery
of the 2010 indicators into the processes of the Convention on Biclogical Diversity, however there are calls
for the partnership to continue, and to broaden the range of indicators and organizations involved. There is
potential for this partnership, in whatever form it takes in the future, to work closely with a future IPBES on
the issue of biodiversity and ecosystem service metrics and indicators.

Capacity building on indicators: UNEP-WCMC is currently undertaking a programme of workshops
aimed at supporting countries in developing national indicator programmes in support of decision-making
with respect to biodiversity and ecosystem services, and is planning to continue and extend this programme
as resources allow. Much of this work is carried out in cooperating with other members of the Biodiversity
Indicators Partnership, and additional support is provided by a website and guidance documents. With
appropriate advice and agreement this work could certainly be carried out in a manner that is consistent
with a future IPBES, and could potentially also benefit from an IPBES mandate.

Capacity building on assessments: UNEP-WCMC is involved in the MA follow-up strategy, and is a
member of the Working Group on Sub-Global Assessment. As a part of this, UNEP-WCMC coordinated
preparation of the MA Methods Manual which aims to provide practical guidance for undertaking integrated
ecosystem assessments. UNEP-WCMC is seeking resources to undertake capacity building workshops
based on this manual and experiences in ecosystem assessment, working in partnership with others. With
appropriate advice and agreement this work could certainly be carried out in a manner that is consistent
with a future IPBES, and could potentially also benefit from an IPBES mandate.

Knowledge generation and data access: UNEP-WCMC actively manages databases and information tools
that may be of direct value to a future IPBES in supporting assessments, and, if appropriate, could be
modified and adapted in design and approach to more directly service IPBES needs. For example, UNEP-
WCMC manages the World Darabase on Protected Areas (WDPA), working in close cooperating with
IUCN and its World Commission on Protected Areas. The WDPA is a fundamental base layer in many
analyses and syntheses of biodiversity conservation. UNEP-WCMC is also in the early stages of putting
together a global partnership to increase access o data on marine and coastal ecosystems.

Data availability: UNEP-WCMC currently provides the secretariat of the Conservation Commons, which
promotes free and open access to data, information and knowledge for conservation purposes. Essentially it
is an association of organizations working together to remove the many legal, cultural and technical barriers
to making data, information and knowledge available. The more that organizations and individuals make
available the data that they hold, and the better the tools for drawing that information together (see previous
point), the greater the knowledge base for the assessments and syntheses that IPBES is expected to deliver,

Assessment and synthesis: UNEP-WCMC also produces thematic assessments and syntheses of available
information that is used to inform international processes. For example at the CBD SBSTTA in May 2010
UNEP-WCMC supported the CBD Secretariat in delivering scientific syntheses on the impacts of ocean
acidification and ocean fertilization on marine biodiversity (CBD Technical Series 46 and 47). In
preparation for the same meeting UNEP-WCMC provide the reviews of the scientific literature that
informed the Ad Hoc Technical Expert Group on Biodiversity and Climate Change (CBD Technical
Series 42). There are numerous other examples. It is not currently clear how a future IPBES might impact
on this area of UNEP-WCMC' s work,
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World Resources Institute (WRI)
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Type of organization: The World Resources Institute (WRI) is a non-profit, environmental think tank that goes
beyond research to create practical ways to protect the Earth and improve people’s lives. WRI provides — and
helps other institutions provide — objective information and practical proposals for policy and institutional
change that will foster environmentally sound, socially equitable development. Founded in 1982, WRI is
headquartered in Washington, DC but its reach and influence are global. The Institute works with partners on six
continents where change is needed most and where today’s decisions about natural resources will affect us all in
the coming decades.

Mission and objectives: WRI's mission is to move human society to live in ways that protect Earth's
environment and its capacity to provide for the needs and aspirations of current and future generations. WRI
organizes its work around four key goals:
*  People & Ecosystems: Reverse rapid degradation of ecosystems and assure their capacity to provide
humans with needed goods and services.
Governance and Access: Empower people and support institutions to foster environmentally sound
and socially equitable decision-making.
¢« Climate Protection: Protect the global climate system from further harm due to emissions of
greenhouse pases and help humanity and the natural world adapt to unaveidable climate change.
«  Markets and Enterprise: Harness markets and enterprise to expand economic opporunity and protect
the environment.

Activities expected to support a future IPBES: WRI has broad experience in the application of information
and assessment tools to support environment and development decision-making. Potential areas of support to a
future IPBES include the following:

o Ecosystem assessment: WRI was closely involved in supporting the development and launch of the
Millennium Ecosystem Assessment. IPBES can draw on lessons larned in launching sub-global
assessments, guiding writing teams with indicator and data development, and providing communication and
outreach support.

o Sub-global ecosystem assessments: In collaboration with the UNDP-UNEP Poverty-Environment Initiative
(PEIL), WRI conducted an assessment of the pilot ecosystem assessments supported by PEL in Rwanda,
Tanzania, and Uganda. Building on that assessment, WRI is providing technical support to the planning and
design stage of the Uganda Sub-Global Assessment being undertaken in mid 2010. The technical support
will draw on WRI's experience with the MA, poverty and environment spatial analysis tools, ecosystem
service indicators, and our long experience working in Uganda with government and civil society partners
on issves dealing with the intersection of environment and development.

o Poverty and ecosystem service mapping: WRI has worked with partners in Kenya and Uganda to increase
effectivensess of poverty reduction efforts through spatial analysis of ecosystem services and poverty. The
project has: i 1) facilitated collaboration between national and international institutions working on poverty,
agriculture, biodiversity, water, and other ecosystem services - including key stakeholders on environmental
reporting and implementation of poverty reduction strategies; (2) compiled, shared, and made use of new
remote sensing and poverty data in addition to GIS experiences and data holdings built over the past decade
by these institutions; and {3) intreduced and distributed new maps, data, and spatial analyses of ecosystems
and poverty.

o Ecosystem service indicators: WRI has assessed the status of ecosystem service indicators and
opportunities to narrow existing indicator gaps. Building on the assessment, WRI is compiling ecosystem
service metrics and indicators into a new online database (hitp:/esindicators.org). WRI is currently
developing a framework for organizing ecosysiem service indicators and providing guidance on how the
framework can be applied by wvaried target audiences. As resources allow, WRI will be working with
institutions in Uganda and other countries to apply these approaches in support of national development
planning, the Uganda sub-global ecosystem assessment and state of environment reporting, and
environmental impact assessments.
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Corporate ecosystem service risk/opportunity assessment: WRI has developed the Corporate Ecosysiem
Services Review (ESR) - a structured methodology for corporate managers to proactively develop strategies
for managing business risks and opportunities arising from their company's dependence and impact on
ecosystems and ecosystem services. The Dependence and Impact Assessment Tool guides managers
through a series of questions to identify the ecosystem services that are most likely to be sources of business
risk or opportunity. To date, the ESR has been applied by more than 200 companies around the world, WRI,
in collaboration with the World Business Council for Sustainable Development, Earthwatch Institute and
IUCN, has established the Ecosystem Services Experts Directory - a global online directory that enables
businesses and govemments to easily find experts in ecosystems and ecosystem services. The Ecological
Society of America and the MA Sub-Global Assessment Working Group have also committed (o
participating.




