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Regional and subregional assessments of biodiversity and
ecosystem services: regional and subregional assessment
for Asia and the Pacific

Note by the secretariat

I. Indecision IPBES-3/1, section [1L, paragraph 2, the Plenary of the Intergovernmental

Science-Policy Platform on Biodiversity and Ecosystem es ([PBES) apprm'ed the undertaking

of four regional and subregional assessments of biodivers ecosystem services for Africa, the

Americas, Asia and the Pacific, and Europe and Central Asia (hereinafier called regional assessments)
ance with the prucedurea for the preparation of the Platform’s deliverables set out in annex |
on [PBES-3/3, the generie scoping report for the regional and subregional assessments of

biodiversity and ecosystem services set out in annex [1I to decision [P

for each of the four regional assessments (decision [PBES-3/1, annexes [V

Summary for policymakers of the regional and subregional
assessment of biodiversity and ecosystem services for Asia and
the Pacific

Note by the secretariat

I Indecision [PBES-3/1, scction 11, paragraph 2. the Plenary of the Intergovernmental
Science-Policy Platform on Biodiversity and Ecosystem Services (IPBES) approved the undertaking

2 In response to the decision, a set of six individual chapters and their executive summaries and
i A ke eyt S o IPBES/6/6 (ZHATD ZH¥R)
Summary for policymakers of the regional and
IPBES/6/L.2% L—-doc (IFIX B&kR) subregional assessment of biodiversity and
Summary for policymakers of the regional and ecosystem services for Asia and the Pacific
subregional assessment of biodiversity and
ecosystem services for Asia and the Pacific




Summary for
Policymakers SPM
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Policy Relevant but —

Data and Resources

g, First Order Draft: Thematic assessment of pollinators,

not Prescriptive

g, Second order draft: Thematic assessment of
pollinators, pollination and food production

g, First order draft comments: Thematic assessment of
pollinators, pollination and food production

N
é & 1| Second order draft comments: Thematic assessment
, of pollinator ipatian and food production

1| Summary for Policy Makers of the thematic
assessment of Pollinators, Pellination and Food
Production

: 2 BIT eAccUlive summaties of
the thematic assessment on pollinators, pellination
and food production (Laid out; posted on 5 March
2017)

Dataset Info

[ Go to resource

[ Go to resource
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Example) MEA Framework

GLOBAL < short:term—»>

-<— long-term

REGIONAL

Indirect Drivers of
Change

= (governance and
institutionaDemographic

= Economic (globalization, trade,
market and policy framework)

= Sociopolitical | framework)

= Science and Technology

Cultural and Religious

Human Well-being and
Poverty Reduction

= Basic material for a good life
= Health

= Good Social Relations

= Security

= Freedom of choice and action

. b

Ecosystem services Direct drivers of change

Direct Drivers of Change

Changes in land use

Species introduction or removal
Technology adaptation and use
External inputs (e.g., irrigation)
Resource consumption

Climate change

Natural physical and biological drivers
(e.g., volcanoes)

Ecosystem
Services
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Good quality of life
Human wellbeing

Livingin harmony with nature

Living-well in balance and harmony with

Mother Earth

Ability to achieve alife that people value i. a. food, water,
energy and livelihood security; health, social relationships,

equity, spirituality, cultural identity

Nature's benefits
to people

Ecosystem goods

and services
(Provrsioning. regulating,

D cultural)
Nature's gifts

A

F :

Built, human, social, financial

Anthropogenic assets j

A Institutions and
governance and other

A

B Direct drivers

Natural drivers

Anthropogenic drivers

Habitat conversion,

indirect drivers

Socio-politic, economie,
technological. cultural

exploitation, climate change,

I pollution, species introductions

; 2

C Nature
Blodiversity and ecosystems

Mother Earth
Systems of life
Evolution, biocultural diversity
Non-living natural resources

Intrinsic values

Changing over time

Baseline-=Trends—Scenarios

Interacting across spatial scales

National

IPBES Scope

IPBES level of resolution
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Ecosystem Service
VS
Nature’s contribution to
=TeTo] [

B I 0 D I v E Rs I I WORLD VIEW Online technology 0PI0IDS Drug tweaks offer a PRETTY BIRD Ancient
ED I TD P|| A S cansolve replication step towards safer Americans farmed

problems p4fl painkillers p412 T famed giant parrot p.412

Anideological clash could undermine a crucial assessment of the
world’s disappearing plant and animal life.

o e Biodiversity needs more voices

b _ e The global body for biodiversity science and policy must embrace its inclusive approach and heal a
damaging rift withits critics over how to value the natural world.

ost scientists and conservationists agree the planet is on the 1 nong the funders and policymakers it is trying to influ-
| s, =] E f? edge of an extinction ¢ But the best way to address that nce. Policymakers who rely on scientific knowledge are hlgh]}
Y l O) n L \ crisis is still the subject of some debate. A new international sensitive to internal disa reements; the [PCC was able to exercise
z> [ ) t up to help, by offering scienti vice to policymakers. genuine influence only once the internal scientific debate over
@ ute over how to value the natural world threatens to under- anthropogenic climate change was settled, after 1996. Economic
mine its efforts. Both sides in the debate must remember what really P arguments have me extremely persua-
I P C C & I P B E S d) E matters here: securing a sustainable future for the planet. ome sive with many policymakers, so it is impor-
7~ e international body is the Intergovernmental Science-Policy arg § tant that future IPBES assessments include
Platform on Biodiversity and Ecosystem Serv PBES). It is set Jecome them prominently alongside other analyses.
to release a landmark report that scientists hnpe will accelerate eXtremely The real battle is to slow down and even-
global political efforts to address declining biodiversity — in the L tually halt the loss of biodiversity. But it
same way that work on global warming has been focused and ener- with many won't be won if discord continues among
gized by the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC). policymakers.”  the members of what should be a winning
N = =y IPBES has taken a more inclusive approach than the IPCC did, team for the planet.
N =\ / [==] 1 X and it leans more heavily on researchers and scholars from sci- IPBES should acknowledge the expertise of colleagues from the
) \j: / N A —_— ence and the humanities, citizen scientists and representatives of ecosystem-services community in presenting ideas in a way that

indigenous peoples. engages policymakers. And that community, in turn, needs to accept

ol - As we report in a News Feature on page 423, this level of inclusion that there is virtue in being first among equals.m
% ? i‘m G) 13 % \ EE L * presents a challenge: the different perspectives are making it
I A I . - - = fapthoom- i ——
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