Okoszisztéma szolgdaltatas a globalis
szakpolitikaban (IPBES) - koncepcio,
feladatok, és magyar részvétel

Baldi Andras
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Edvard Munch's iconic artwork The

Scream sold for $120m

Cannot play media. You do not have the correct version of the flash
player. Download the correct version

The Sotheby’s auctioneer in New York told one phone bidder *| love you®

Norwegian expressionist Edvard Munch's The Scream has
become the most expensive artwork sold at auction, after it
fetched $119.9m (£74m).
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 Okoszisztéma szolgaltatds — Az emberiség haszna
az okoszisztémak nyujtotta sokféle forrasbol és
szolgaltatasbol.

* Hazonelvl, emberkozpontu, 6nzb.

* Szukséges lépés a biodiverzitas értékének
megeértetéséhez a tarsadalom szamara.
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Intergovernmental science-policy
Platform on Biodiversity and Ecosystem
Services
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What do we want an IPBES
for?

“Since 1988, the work of the
Intergovernmental Panel on
Climate Change has brought
about a scientific consensus on
the reality and significance of
global warming, which many
experts initially refused to admit.
We need a similar type of
mechanism for biodiversity.”

Jacques Chirac, January 2005



And how does it fit in the existing
landscape?

An Assessment of Asse

Findings of the Group of Experts
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What will IPBES do?

Goal of IPBES

“To strengthen the science-policy interface for
biodiversity and ecosystem services for the conservation
and sustainable use of biodiversity, long-term human well-

being and sustainable development”

Panama, April 2012



Ecosystem services in the policy

IPCC
Intergovernmental Panel on Climate IPBES , ,

h Intergovernmental Science-Policy Platform
Change on Biodiversity and Ecosystem Services

e 1988, UN (WMO, UNEP) scientific and indigenous

e 2006 Stern Review on the knowledge to be translated
Economics of Climate into specific policy action
Change (+1% GDP now, or * UN GA 2010
-20% loss later)  January 2013, Bonn — first

e 2007 Nobel prize plenary meeting



yintergovernmental” - ??

kutatas és gyakorlat kozotti szakadék athidalasa
IPBES alapvetéen mas

ami itt készul, az mar jogi dokumentum

mas vilag ©:

— minden anyag a plenarisé

— adopt, approve, accept

— politikai jatszmak (jelolések)

— kutatonak csénd

— utlevél
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United Nations  African Group

Regional Groups: Asia-Pacific Group
Eastern European Group

Latin American and Caribbean Group
Western European and Others Group
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support tools and other studies
i | Conzisting of selecied experts, led by the Panel or selected expert co-chairs, one cach
1 | for deliverables 2 {a), 2 (b}, 2 (e, 3 (a), 3 (b}, 3 {c), 3 (d) and 4 (&)

2 i | | for stakeholder
a ‘ | engagement

. | Technical support: provided by the secretariat, potentially a technical |
i i support unit and relevant task forces

[ Time-bound and task-specific task forces on capacity-building and on

i knowledge and data. including indigenous and lecal knowledge systems
Constituted by strategic parnerships, led by the Burcau and the Panel, delivering

i 1(a), 1ib), I (c), 1 (d) and 4 (b)

'I.lk.) | Ad hoc meetings, i - Web-based meetings, | | E-conferences
<u-y | | meetings of the forum | | web-based : | for stakeholder
. | and horizon scanning | - matchmaking : | engagement

e s =

Secretariat






Georgina Mace 3 diaja alapjan:

Conceptual frameworks help clarify
complex systems

+ |dentify essential components of the system

+ Make explicit assumptions about the relationships among
those components

* Give appropriate weight to the different components of the
system,

« Highlight important uncertainties and gaps in
understanding
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Nature’s benefits
to people

Ecosystem goods

and services
(Provisioning, regulating,
cultural)

Nature’s gifts

( Built, human, social, financial

Changing over time

Baseline—Trends—Scenarios

Good quality of life
Human wellbeing

Living in harmony with nature

Living-well in balance and harmony with

Mother Earth

Ability to achieve a life that people value i. a. food,
water, energy and livelihood security; health, social
relationships, equity, spirituality, cultural identity
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Science and
other knowledge
systems

Science-policy interface on biodiversity and ecosystems services
/7 Analytical ™\ /” IPBES processes, functions,

conceptual and deliverables
framework

Development and Implementation Deliverables to
‘ of the work program advise and

support policy for
= Knowledge generation decision making
- Assessments

= Policy tools and methodologies

@apatiw building _/

————F—————————F—————————————————————————i

Policy and
Decision making




IPBES Four main functions

1. Knowledge generation

2. Regular and timely assessments

3. Support policy formulation and implementation
4

Capacity building

* - |nitial work programme (2014-18) — MEP allitotta
dssze a kormanyok és mas ,stakeholderek” igényei

alapjan
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IPBES — magyar jelentoség

* |[PCC ARS5: 838 szerz6, 3,5 magyar

* Millennium Ecosystem Assessment, 2005:
1300 szerz6, 0,5 magyar

* |PBES: 2 MEP tag, 3 task force és 7 expert
group mindegyikében van magyar (Regional
scoping meeting c. 80 f6 — 6 magyar)
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