fE.-  MILLENNIUM ECOSYSTEM ASSESSMENT

Millennium Ecosystem Assessment:
What’'s next?

Report* from:“The Millennium Ecosystem Assessment Follow-up Workshop”,
October 22-23,2007, Ministry of the Environment, Stockholm, Sweden

Summary: Outcome and conclusions of the workshop

A decision to esteblish an“ Advisory board” or “ Consortium” to guide the implementation of
the MA-findings. It was recommended hat his board will subsequently establish a committee
to explore the possible process lealing to asecond globd ecosystem services assessment
(MA2) when gppropriate.

A suggestion to initiate a small secretariat hosted by UNEP and UNDP to support theMA
consortium board for the implementation of MA1 and initiate a possible process leading up to
MAZ2 orapemarent regularly occurring Global Ecosystem Services Assesment.

A suggestion to esteblish a distiibuted secretariat for working groups covering the krowledge
base, sub-glohal sssessments, policy implementation and outreach and dissemination.

A small core group will drat a fund-raising strategy for the MA Dllow-up process (corsisting
of Challes McNeill, Jock Martin, Janet Ranganatan and MariaSchultz).

A working group (corsisting of AnanthaDuraiappah, Maria B erlekom, MariaSchultz and
Marcus Lee) will prepare arevised version (ready by Novenber 10) ofthe UN EP Proposal for
MA follow-up Strategy .

A statement with key points from this MA follow-up workshop will becompiled and
presented to theFinal Internationd Steering Committee ofthe IMOSEB in Montpellier,
France, November 15-17,2007. (Hd Mooney was suggested to bethepresenter). The
statement will besentto the co-chairs of IMOSEB and the representative of the French
govemment prior to themeeting.

TheW orkshop participantsfully agreed thatthere is astrong need and rel evance for some
kind of aregular global assessment relating to ecosy stam services and emphasising the links
with human develo pment.

It was concluded that the MA follow-up and possible MA2 could benefit from being explicitly
setup to ddiver to avaiiety of processes (including CBD, and other conventions). On his
point, there were, however, same differences in opinions.

TheStockholm Work shop dso strongly undedined hat it is criticdly important not to
complicate the assessment landscgpe urther. Hence, there is probably no "room" for both an
IMOSEB and an MA2.

There was, however, agenerd agreanent among theworkshop partici pants not to take any
find decisionwhen it comes b the relationship between MA and other mechanisms bebre the

*Thisrepot waspreparedbyFredrik Mobe g, Albaeco



IMOSEB meeting in Montpé lier (avoid focussing on whether it will becalled IMoSEB, MA2
or anything else and focus more on overal direction and content at this stage).
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Background:

The Millennium Ecogydem Assessment (MA) Follow yp Workshop in Sockholm was

or canized to respond tothe challenge of substantially increasingtheimpact of MA. Thekey
elementsfor increasing impad are akeady in place—the MA findingsare available,there isa
demand by many countriesfor the MA approach, andthe original MA patnerstogether with
new partner sarekeen to continue and exp and collaborat ion. The Work shop was set up in

or cer to explorehow acoordinaedframework of action can be designed such that the impact
of activities will be maximized andthe implementation of the M A findings and conceptual
framework optimized.

TheMillennium Ecogydem Assessment (MA) represanted a major interna ional efort to
asess eco y/stem changesandthe consequencesfor human well-being, a scalesfrom the
globaltothe local. Funded by GEF andothe donors, and implemented with ar ange of

partners,the MA launched in June 2001, r eleased itsfindings in 2005. The M A recommended
immedia e action tohalt and rever £the decline in 15 of the 24 ecosystem services it

asessed. TheMA findingsconclusively provetha society isexhawstingthe pland’s
ecosystem services, andthe current decline of these sarvices presentsa eriousobstecle in
meetingthe Millennium Development Goals(M DGs) for many developing countries.

With the increasing stress induced by climate change, securing ecosy stems and eco /stem
services, as akey part of adaptation drategies as well asto mitigate againd geenhouse gas
emissions to the atmospher e, has beco me even more ur gent.

Tofully benefit fromtheimportant work done by MA, it isvital that MA findingsand
approaches betrandated into opera ional methodologies andtools that will support decision-
make sinapolicy context. The M A emphasison eco system srvicesandtrade-offsandtheir
linksto human well-kein g have been welcomed by the con servation and development
community asa bridge to development effortsfocused on poverty reduction. It isimportantto
ensurethat thetargeted audiences(govern ments, NGOs, planne's éc) have access to, and adt
ontheMA findings, as it isonly throuch theimplementation of actual changes in decision-
mak ngtha key benefits will be realized in rever sing ecosystem decline.

Please go to the official web site ofthe MA for more information 2 www.maweb.org

Co-chairs of meeting:

| rahim Thiaw, UNEP,and Mas Segnesam, SDA

Overall objective of the Wor kshop:

Agreement on joint glohal framework for action to act on thef indingsfrom the MA for
advancing ecosystem service based goproaches in public and private sector decision making.



Specific objectives:

1. Day one: Toagree on expected outcome, division of roles andresponsibilit ies,

tentaivetimeframe including UNEP sroleasan “ anchor” (or caalyg)andtherole
of other key patners.

2. Day two: To disuss neads, options and possible process leading yp to asecond
Global Ecosysem Services Assessment 2 (GESA) or permanent regularly Ecosystem
ServicesAsesmeant.

Summary of presentations, contributions and discussions:

Day one
9.05-9 45:Opening addresses

Swedish Minister of Environment, Andreas Carlgren:

In hisopeningaddess, the Swedish Minister of Environment, expressed his gratitudeto the
or ganisersof the workshop and said that it was an honour and opportunity to mest o many
important actors working with eco s/stem services: “ Asyou knowthe consrvaion and
sudainable use of biodiver sty isvery important for ushere in Sveden... a country with
few people and much na ure. Then of courseyou get acloserelationshipto nau €, Carlgren
concluded. “ This has given usthe opportunity to work with a long-term per pective,
regardiessof government” He noted that the last fewyearshave sen an “ inareasing
awaenessof therole of ecosydems for sustainable development” andthat hethink s* it is
important that polit iciansstart to understand and use this knowledge”.

Hecontinwed by gaingthe importance of the knowledge gathered within the MA and
maintaining ecosystem servicesfor human well-being... “1 as apolitician oweyoua lot”.

Minister Carlg en also reminded that Swveden has already startedto use an integrated concept
basedon theframework of environmental quality objectives, which wer e adopted in the
Swedish paliament in 1999. “The perpect ive of ecogy semscan bef urther developed and
implemented intothat. For usa anational level thisisone of the major npusfrom whatyou
[the MA] have been doing'.

TheMinigter said he waspleasedto sethe Swedish part icipaion in the M A-< udy through
theresear ch efforts by Sockholm Resilience Centreand S DA’ scommitment through
SvedBio, a the Swedish Biodiver sity Centre. Clima e change has been atop-issue in media
and in politicsit isnow a great challengeto widen the perspective from climate changeto
include al ecosystems, as* eco gysteamsplay an important role in combet ing climate change”.

Minister Carlg en also emphasisedthe importance of avoidingtipping pointsand alr ypt
changes:“The MA ooncludedthat roughly 2/3 of the world’ secosy stems serv icesare being
threstened and we know tha ecos/stemshavet ipping points, meaning that ev ery small
disturbance duetoaccumulated and sustained pressure can leadto dramatic f unct ional
changes’. The consequencesof such shiftsare likely to be, for example, an acceleraed level
of geenhouse gases in the a mosphere which in tun might leadtorainforeststurning into dy



savannahs. Hen ce, we needto simulate the scientif ic study on ecos/stems resilience andthe

interaction between economy andecology. “ Sveden hares UNEP’s wish to integrate the
concept of ecosystem services nto other environmental issues, and especially intopolicy

decisonsregarding sector planning frameworksas well as reource allocation and budggets’,
Minister Carlg en cont inued.

Consicering environmental problems like ocean acidification, biodiversity loss and
eutrophication The Minister pointedtothe growing need to stimula e theresilience of

ecosystems [their cagp acity to deal with distu bance and continueto develop]. “ One of the
most important aspects in thisrepect isto get science into politics, andtha requires €fective
resoucealloca ions, budgets, and effedt ve or ganisat ional gructures’. T he Minister was alo
happy to seethe latest developments with many initiatives to bridge this gep.

Minister Carlg en concluded by sayingtha the MA follow-up workshop had a“ challenging
agendaandthat he lookedforwardto thediscussions’.

Mats Segnestam, Head of Sida’s Environment Policy Division

Mas started off by sayingtha it wasa geat pleasuretohod thiskindof a meeting.“l goto
many meetings, bu if | hadto choose only one of all these medt ingsthiswould have been the
one”. Hesaid he was very happy and proud that S DA has provided 0 much supporttothe

M A-pro cessthrough the support to WRI, bu then cont inued on amore neget ive note stating
tha he was" extremely worried when it comestothe remarkable lack of poliical reponseto
the MA”. “Underganding and action islack ing, and we are hereto do ssmething albout that”.

Mastoldthe workshop part icipants that his dissatisfaction with thereponseto MA, so fa,
made him write a letterto the UNEP General Secretary , Achim Seiner, lag summer.Inthe
letter heasked UNEP if they were willing to lead the MA follow-up process, and “they
acceptedthe challeng€’. A coherent, structured and co-ordinatedfollowup isvery much
needed. “ The United Naions Environment Progr anme, UNEP, is to methe o bviouschoice
when it comesto co-or dinating and coachingthe efortsneeded’ .1 would not usethe wor d
mastermindin g here— kecause of all the magermindspresent in this room and elsewhere, and
UNEP can never echieve wha isneededon itsown. Bu someone needsto bethe co-
ordinator.”

Hecontinwed by listingthree important fea wesof the follow- up: 1) It should caalyse more
action, “ turn negativetrendto positiveones’; 2) It should prepar efor thenext MA,“ there

needto ke some cont inued &fort toavoid caastrophe’ ;3) A professional communication
effort must be integrated in the coming M A-process.

Masalso emphasisedtha he has indeed been enco uraged by the close dialogue betwean

9 DA,the Minidry of Environment andthe Minigry for Foreigh Affairs abou the follow-up
of theMA. “I truly hopetha Sweden will continueto beableto give coherent andgrong
support tothisextremely important process”. “ SDA isproudtohave provided support tothe
MA follow- up, through SwedBio, and we hope that other aid-or ganisations will accompany

us-.



Masconcludedthat: “Let’ snot under estima ethe importance of this meeting. Wecan

accomplish omethingremarkable, in hidory if you like. Let’s make it at uningpoint for the
world secog/ dem services.”

Ibrahim Thiaw, Dir ector, Division of Environmental Policy
Implementation, UNEP

| rahim Thiaw echoed Mats and calledthe M A-study amajor milestone, but also emphasisd

tha much remainsto be done. “Wehave many challengesahead of 1s”." Many people inthe
world don’t understand wha ecosystem sarvicesreally are and we even hav e omeresigance

from somecountries’. “Wehavetomake suretha the issue of climae change doesnot
over shacbw ecosy stem services, theset wo thingsmusg be seen ascomplementary” .

09.45-10.00: Implication of the MAfor public and private sector decision-
making —Jonathan Lash, WRI

The President of the World Resources| ngtit we(WR!) said he was gladtha thework shop had
comeabou andthat it was actually thefirg reunion of the people kehindthe MA. He sawtwo
major achievementsof the MA: 1) A coherent and co mpelling picture of the stateof the
world s ecosy gams2) Crea ion of the conogptual framework that haschangedthe way we
discussnature and analy se change; look ing a eco systems in relation to human well-being.

Overall this hashadamajor impact on conservat ion and almost every environmental NGO
has sartedto emphasise ecogydem srvicesin their work. “ Even the US Fored Savice has
made the concept of ecosygdem servicespat of their prog anmes— quite adriking change”.

CondidceringMa s Segnegan’ sinitial $aement that too little hashappened ater the M A
Jonathan notedthat “ we should not be surprisedthat it takes osme time, in a sense we are
trying tochange aprocessof two centuriesof think ingand experience creaed by the
indudrial revolut ion” .

Jonathan also ag eed with the Minister tha theimproved awareness of global warminghas
contributedtoa better public understanding of therole of ecosystemsfor 0 cigy.“ Inthe US|
wouldn’t un derestimat e the impact of Hurricane Katrina, which sent ou such powerf ul
imagesof the impact of nature on human well-keing end a ense of tha the impact of the
hurricane wasexecer bated by human engineeringandthe dedruct ion of wetlands.” “ I think
we will finally see omeaction in the USto reduce greenhouse gasesin thenext tothree
yeas' .

Jonathan cont in ued by tellingthe work shop participants what he hopedfor in the next decade
when it comesto the continued impact of the MA. Hisvision wasthregold: 1) Incressed
consciowsness ( better awareness of human dependence on nature in cukur e andeducation;
tha wea epart of andsugained by nature, not goart from nature);2) A major shift in
governmental policy to better reflect the MA' s information on eco g/stem services and not
only react ngto economic indicators (* imagine wha would have happened if 15 out of 24
economic indicators showed anegativetrend”) . 3) Change intheprivaesetor (“ | have been
enor mouwsly impressed in thelast coyple of years... the private sector hasoften been ahead of
politicians, especially in the USwith respect to global warming’). “1 could imagine the same



happening with regar dstoecosydem srvices’ [WRI isnow roadteding anewtool, the

Ecosygeam Services Review, on ahalf dozen of companiesto analysetheir dependence and
impect on eco §ystem services in order to analysefuturerisksand businessopportunitieg .

“When the money moves, change is every where.”

Jonathan ended his contribut ion tothe discussion with amore internaional wish-list:

e tha intenyears ecosystem services will beth e core structure of the UNEP-
programme, that UNEP will shgpe how we all look at development policies

o that ecoy/ gem srviceswill be af undamental part of thework tof ulfilthe
Millennium Development Goals (MDQ

o tha ecoy/ gem srviceswill be an important apart of thePog-2012 Agreement on
Climate Chan ge (reflected in e.g. avoided def orestation policies, biof uel policies
andoverall adaptat ion policies)

Jonathan’ sfinal conclusion wastha unlessecosy ¢em srvicesare beter reflected in global
policies the caastrophe“ we all in thisroomknow we are headingfor” will become even
worse.

10.00-10.15: Feedback and discussion

A short roundfor feedback and commentsfollowed after Jonathan’ scontribution. M uch of
the discussion revolved around wha MA can learn from IPCCfor fu e asesmeants. Some
of themajor pointsmace are presented kelow:
e |PCClinkedtoframework with targets. Thisis akey diff eence. Governments direct ly
invo lved (Hal Mooney)
e |PCChas arepeatingcycleand intergov ernmental process. Thefad that IPCC is
linkedto UNFCCCiscritical. Eco systemshave mulk iple conventions. (W alt)

e Thomas Rosswall (1CSU): IPCC also needsattention need merging of groupsfetc) - { Commentra1 This snence
C;]';]eéjegf hearing that we needan IPCC process’ for x,y or z, “theworldhas 777777 | [ fchanhy feveianol o

¢ Neville Ad (UNEP) :1PCC can communicatetheir result with onesingle g gph:
temperature change — ecosystem sarvices is much more complicaed. Hencethe
importance of the M A framework.

e PrabhuPingali (FAO) did not agree with Mats Segnegam’ sassessment that MA had
no impact .“MA amazing process. Skeptical that an inter governmental process would
have made M A more effective” . Said he been through intergovernmental processfor
agricult reassessment — didn’'t work. If youpush ha dfor intergovernmental process
— gik toanarrow st of issues”or beprepaedto accept an extremely watered down
result”.

o Jaime Cavelier (GEF): Lack of response might al be dueto 1) lack of “fear factor”
(climate change has afear factorg — not reached hoiling part for eco system srvices;
2) ladk of financial mechanism—no marke sfor privae sector torake advantage of
opportunity.

10.15-10.35: Implication of the MAfor future science and policy research
—Walt Reid, David and Lucile Packard Foundation



Walt, who wasthe Director of the Millennium Ecosy ¢em A ssessment (January 2002 —
March 2005), also thanked the organisers for arangingthe work $rop. He notedthat timef lies
and it is nowtwo and half year s sincethe comp letion of the MA. He concludedthat the M A
might not have o eated “the big plash one would have hopedfor, but ripples’.

Another appett of the contribution of the M A, explained Walt, isthef ect that there isahuge
amount of informa ion abo u human systemsandon biological systems, bu not on the
linkages. Healso provided a lid of five important science impacts of theMA:
1) Legitimatestheinter-disciplinay science on eco sygemsand people
2) Framingof important research questions
- crossscale interact ions
monitoring, indicaors,
- policy assessment
indired divers
- economic valuation
3) Newtoolsand mocels

4) Thecreaion of an att ive network of scientists
5) Simulated a damand on thiskind of information for decision-making

Concerning the crit icism of theimpact of the M A Walt concluded that it could have kenefited
from more“real-world exampleson how ecosygems can inf luence decision-making”. What's

next then? Onething isthe challengeto init iate “amuch mor e sructur ed set of sub-glo kel
asesments(SGA) for apossible MA2, not ad-hoc as last time' . If there isa decision to

cont inwe and establish arepea ing MA-process” we need better f unding, better science and
better policy impact”. Moreover, it would be gppropr iate to include “ development” in the

name of a potential MA2,for example:“ I nter governmental Ecosydem and Devel opment
Assesanent”

11.00-11.20: Brief summary of key ongoing initiatives on MA follow-up —
W Bradnee Chambers, UNU-IAS

Bradnee' s brief summary of ongoing M A follow- Lp activit ies was divided into four fields. 1)
Sientific Research;2) Qub-global Assssments; 3) Policy Implementaion and Decision-

making; and4) Oureach and Education.He concludedthat there have indeed been lotsof
activities, but that “the pict ure of thetaal MA follow-yp andthe overall impad remains

blurry, but the CBD COP9 [The Ninth Ordinary Meeting of the Conference of thePart iesto
the Convention on Biological Diver sity] will offer a gpod chanceto se more clearly”. The
list of ectivities he presented included init iativesas:
e Edablishment of the |CSU-UNU- UNESCO AdHoc Groyp 2006
e The CBD'sdecision to use MA as basis in f uure work
o TheUNDP-UNEP Poverty Environment I nitiat ve
TheUK Houseof Commons MA-Report
Ecosydem Service Review Mehodbology for Business(WRI)
¢ MA Biodivarsty S/nthesis being used in gaduae couse & Kyoto University, Japan.

Hehighlightedthe UK House of Commons M A-report as a gpodexample (“ | lovethis’) and
showedafewquotes from i, includingthefollowing:“We are frankly disgppointedtha
development NGOshavef ailed to engage more with the MA findings. Although we

un cerstand that thesee NGOs might focus on the immediate pro blensassociaed with poverty,



such asaccesstoclean water, their failure in thelongterm als tofocus on theneedto
maintain ecosy stem services will ultimately unravel their efforts.”

Bradnee also ent ome time discussingthe sub- global assessments(SGA) of theMA.He
pressntedtheresultsof a Questionnairesentto all SGAs. It highlighted many issues and
needs, including: condrantsin f undin g, daa/information availahility, cgp ecity, instit utional
and governance arran gements; lack of follow-up; lack of expertise in use of and access to
tools, most focus on one <ale; and little contact among SGAs since endof MA.

Bradnee also informedthe participantsthat apaper onthe MA na ional imp actsisnow getting
underway . Finally, he concludedthat “thereis an urgent needfor overall coor dinat ion,
caretaker funding andfollow-up”.

Formore detailed information e Bradnees PowerPoint file = attachment

11.25-11.40: Future Challenges - Linking the MA with Climate Change
and Resilience,Johan Rockstrom, Stockholm Resilience Centre

Johan, who is the Dr ector of the newly established Sockholm Resilience Centreand
Sockholm Environment Inditue, sarted by statingthat the challenge isto link climate

change, the MA’ secosy stem servicesframework andthe development agenda.

Johan continued by talkingabout a iniquer ecent meeting where he part icipaed: “ Global

Qustainability : A Nokel Cawse” in Potsdam, 8-10 Octoker. The Potsdam | nstitute for Climate
Impact Resaarch (PIK) had, together with German Chancellor AngelaMerkel, inviteda
number of Nobel L aureat esand experts to discussnew lut ionsto meet the challengesof the
214 century. Themeetingresuked in a Memorandum tha all part icipants ag eedtothat gated
clearly that a Great Transformation isneededto respondtothe immensethreat to the Earth. It
can only be achieved with anewglobal contract between scienceand socigy.” Thisis, in my
ophnion,avery grong support for the agendatha we want to put forwar dfor the M A follow
up process

In hisPowerPoint presantation Johan showed a number of familiar “ hockey-stick like'" graphs

depic ngthegowing human inf luence on e.g. climate, ecosystemsand wa er.“ Theproblem
istha we do not really have a good uinder anding of wha will happen when these hock ey -

sicksdattoplay asateam”. Thecombined &fed on ocidy, on aplanetary scale, of all
these multiple stressorsmeans we are living in inareasingly t wrbulent times andthat creates a
numbe of challengesfor the MA follow- up process.

A large part of Jbhan's contribut ion dealt with the concept of resilience, the cgpecity of a
sygem to deal with changeand continueto develop. “ Climat e change doesnot happen in
isolation, itsimpac is determined by theresilience of the systems which it filters throuch, or
in MA-terms: the adequate suypply of ecosystem services.”

With deg adation of ecosygdem services, lossof resilience and altered digur bance patterns
dueto climatechangethere isan increasedrisk for alr ypt changes; regime shifts in
ecosystems that leadto negative social transformations dueto complex and cross-scale
feedbadcks. “Weneedpoliciestha arenot based on linear thinking, policies tha teketipping
points, abrupt change and complexity intoaccownt”, bhan continued.



Johan ended by concludingthat the M A wasamajor achievement that should continue, but
“theresearch agendamusg be lroacenedtoals includeresilience, global environmental

changeand development”. “There isan ur gent needto kridgethe science-policy gap and link
climae change, ecosystem sarvicesand development” (MA, UNFCCC, MDGs).

Formore detailed information see Jo han’s PowerPoint file = attachment

11.40-12.15: Country experienc es on MA follow-up - Keisha Maria Garcia,
Trinidad and Tobago, and Alex Mulisa, Rwanda

Keisha Maria Garcia Prog anme Officer a the Cropper Foundation,talkedalou the
‘Trinidad Experience’ from thet wo MA sub- global assessments undertaken in the Caribbean
region, namely the Northern Range area of the island of Trinidad and the Caribbean Large
Marne Ecosystem.

Thefirst isan areaproviding ecosystem servicessuch as: fredhwater (80% of Trinidad s
freshwater supply), recrea ion, eco-tourign,food,timber and non-timkber foreg products,

medicinal plantsand opportunitiesfor education as well as scientific research. The ktter isa
rich marine system supporting tourism (13% of GDP of the Region) andfisheries

(504 913 jobs; >US8$1 hillion in exports; 7% of total protein consumption in the Caribbean).

The Northern Range area display s huge problems when it comesto implementation of policy,
enforcement of regula ions, intey aed planning; co-ordination and collaborat ion, governance,
public responshility and public education, f inancin g of ecosy ssemmanagement, research,
monitoring and evalua ion. The Cariblean Sea suffer sfrom its geographic settinganda
complex political structure, with morethan 116 million people (within 100 km of Seg) ; 22
independent states; 4 colonial authorities— USA, UK, France, Netherlands, pluscother outside
interests: e.g. Japan and Korea. Pressureson the ecosy stem services include: overfishing,
pollut ion, wnsustainabletow ism and international shipping.

Keisha concludedthat from themenuof act ivities“the two SGAs might appear to beall over
theplace’ .“Howev &, thepolicy, community and public levels dominaethe MA follow-up

activities, 3 far, with much less emphasison reearch and businesg/industry” . She al noted
tha thetwo SGAshas genaaedmany lessons and much informat ion, bu to date little
sharingof lesonshastaken place within and ouside of theregion. “ Follow-up and o uireach
initigives are already well-underway andtarget a wide range of dakeholders, bu therehas
beenrelaively dow progressin policy inf luence”. $he ended by concludingtha conceptually

there isindeed an awareness of what isneededto follow-up the M A, but the or ganizations
tha have undertaken work arenot really beg placedto influence the chan ge needed.

Alex Mulisa, National Manager, Poverty Environment Init iative (PEl), Rwan da Environment
Management Au hority (REMA), presented experiencesfrom an I ntegrated Ecosy stem
Assesanent in Rwanda. | EA is based on the conceptual framework of the Millennium
Ecosydem Assessment explicitly linkingecosydem ervices with human well beingand
poverty reduction.

Alex spoke alo u the pilot IEA tha weas conducted in 2006 in the Bugesera region. Thearea
hasexperienceda steady decline in the provision of ecosystem services from keingthefood

10



basket of the country afew decades ago totoday’ sreality of drought, il erosion and lack of

grazing land. It isa clear example of how degrack ion andreduction of ecosydem sarvices
can have severe socio-economic con equences. Alex al toldthe part icipantsthat theresukts

of thelEA havefed intothe national poverty reduction strategy process, andthe sugained
advocecy efortsresuled in environment keingrecognized asa cross cutting issue in the

strategy.

Alex proceaded by showing acomprehensive lid of lesoons learned. It included apedslike:

o Field work couldhav e been guided mor e by focusedresach questions
Challengefor team to work together acrosstechnical backgrounds
Could have keen designed with acloser focuson thepolicy level

e Potential for local peopleto influence ecosy em knowledge processingand impad on
decisons

¢ Many resultshave been uilised in Rwanda Economic Development and Poverty
Reduction Sraegy preparation

e Resultshave prompted requeg sfrom the environmental sectorfor more detailed
information : cog sand consequencesto inform evidence based naional planning

o Pilot study created demandfor integrated planningthat will increasingly involv e
ecosy stems goproach

o Debaeon balance between economic, environmental and ocial con siderd ions for
national policy design part icular ly on popula ion control and land reform issueshas
gained momentum with practical stepsto addressthe challenges

Heendedhiscoontribuion by thankingfor the interest shown in their study and wishedfor
mor e M A oon ceptual studiesin other partsof the country. He also concludedthat ther esults
should be usdfor dialogue with donorsas* donorshave shown intered in Pilot | EA results’.

Formore detailed information sce Keisha’sand Alex” PowerPoint files = attach ments

12.15-12.40: Discussion and feedback

The digussion tha followedthe morning presentaionscircled aroundt wo issues: whether
MA has hadany real impact or not andthe needto develop real- wor Idtools in or cer for the
MA to have areal policy impact. Many raisedthe issue of economics. Alex Mulisa
emphasised the importance of ncluding costsof environmental degadation in the MA-
framework to influence policy. Prabhu Pingali (Director, Agricult ural and Development
Economics Division of the FAO) agreed and saidthat minidries of finance must ke conv inced
that ecog/ ¢am srvicesare important. Moreover, many participants emphasisedthe needto
mainstream env ironmental isstes in the poverty redutt ion graegies (PRS). UNDP's Charles
McNeill said he disageed with Masthat there has been no real impact of MA. For instance,
he appreciaedthework of WRI to develop toolsto be usedon the ground and also saidtha
UNDP has cevelopeda M DG support tool and“ wasready to deliver” .

Some of themo g important ot her pointsraised dur ingthe dissussion includedthe following:

o MA-findingsshould be integrated into SVAps(a Sector Wide Approach is aprocess
where donors givesignif icant fundingtoa government’s comprehensive sector policy
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and expen diture programme — for exampleon healthor educat ion — consigent with a
sownd macro-econo mic framework) .

e Consderingthecurenttrendtoturn aid into direct budge support, how do we meke
sure that “ MA-things don' t drop to the bottom of the lig?

o TheMA followup must continueto build on science, but we need more outreach and
better communication of the concept of ecogy em rvicesin simple way s“to
convincetheministersof finance” .

14.15-14.30: UNEP’s Proposalfor a MA Follow up Strategy— Anantha
Duraiappah, UNEP

Anantha is Chief of the Ecosystem Serv ices Economics Unit, Division of Environmental

Policy Implementaion, UNEP. He presesntedthe UNEP-propo sal for aM A Follow-up
strategy, which wascirculatedto the workshop particip ants beforethe meet ing. T heproposal

isdivided into fou main areas: 1) Buildingthe Knowledge base;2) Implementaion; 3)
Outreach; 4) ub-Global Assesments.

The beckgroundto thisproposal, Anantha said, “ istheinnova ive goproach of the M A,
linking ecosygem services with human well-bein g and the fact that its main f indings have
been acknowledged” . Another important agpect to take into account inthe M A follow yp
process is the fadt that the indepen dent MA-evaluaionsmade by GEF (Global Env ronment

Facility) andthe UK Environmental Audit Committee of the House Common s both
emphasised that MA’ s impact on policy has been limited. Referr ingto the comment made

earlier on theripplesmacke by the M A (Walter Reid), Anantha mace clear that “theripples
must now beturned into waves'.

Ananthawent onto lig anumber of barriersfor the M A-implementaion, including limited
workingmodelsto implement MA findings, litt le coordination and cooperation among
partnersfor exchan ge of lessons learnt, and limited kno wledge on the econo mic s of
ecosystem services and undert &k ngtrade-off analy sis.

Hecontinued by presenting a list of needs ident if ied by UNEP.
e A ooordinaed strategy to maximizethe mpact of the MA
o A MAfollowup scetaiat tooverseefollowup activities
e A Millennium Ecosygem Fundtohelp developing countries to undertake MA type
asesmentsat thelocal and national lev el andto ntegaetheir findings into their
national development processes
o Repeatedecosy dem service assessmentson regular intervalsof 10 yeas.

Finally, he presented anumber of expected oucomesof the workshop:
e A MAfollowup scadaiat
o Working goupsto gpearhead work in implementing M A findings
¢ A funding straegy for the Millennium Ecosystem Fund
e A processinitiatedto explore andmap out thef easibility of the second global
ecosy stem services asesgnent

Formore detailed information sce Anantha’s PowerPoint file and the UNEP dra ft-
proposal document = attachme nts

12



14.30-14.35: Introduction to theW orking Groups

Before introducingthetopicsto ke discussed in the Working Groups Ma s wanted to provoke
the part icipants a little bit more: “| saidthis morningtha therehasnot been enough response
tothe MA, osmeof youhave objected. A ot of adt ivitiesobvioudy take place, but from
where | sit real action hasbeen very limited. Weneedto knowwhy thisis so and wha to do
about it. T his is what the working groyps are supposed to do.”

Thomas Rossvall (Ex ecutive Director, International Council for Science, | CSU) argued very
strongly for includingthe discussion of the SGAsin theotherthree groups. There wasa
general agreement amongthe participantsandthef inal decision wasto go for three groups
(e below) .

14.35-17.30: Working Group dis cussions.

Three Work ing Groups ( cience, policy implementa ion and oureach) discussdthe
following issues. g | dentif icat ion of gaps; b) Wha needsto ke doneto plug ggps?; ¢) Who
needsto lead various init iatives?; d Fundingopportunities/strategy .

Notes from the working group 1 — Science knowle dge base
See gopendix.

Notes from the working group 2 — Policy implementation
See gopendix

Notes from the workinggroup 3 — Outreach
See gopendix

Day two

8.30-10.45: Continuation and presentations of group discussions
(Seenotesalove andthe appendix).

11.25-11.45: The MA and its relevance for future Ecosystem Services
Assessment— Harold Mooney, Stanfor d University

Harold (Hal) Moon ey isProfessor & the Department of Biological Sciences, Sanford
University, USA. He was Co-Chair of the Millennium Ecosydem Assessment and Chair of
the | CU- UNU-UNE SCO Committeeon Sientific Knowledge Gaps. T he later isan AdHoc
Gr oy of multi- diiplinary expertsfrom the MA. It was krought together to identify key gaps
in knowledge and datg andto design aresea ch agenda, aisingout of the MA.

Hal dated by talkingabout the initiaive from the French government : IMo SEB —the
Internat ional Mechanism of Scientif ic Expert ise on Biodiversity (where Hal is member of the
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interna ional committeg). It isan international mechanism tha includes intergovernmental

andnon-governmental elements, andtha builds on exid ing initia vesand institutions, with a
viewto:

e providing scientif ically validated information on the g us, trends, and srv ices of
biodiver sty ;
identifying prioritiesand recommendations for biodiversity protection;
informingthe relevant interna ional conventions, especilly the Convention of
Biological Diversity

He also presentedt wo po ssible modelsfor thef utur e work of | MOSEB, 1) A network of
network s; 2) An inter governmental/multi-g akeholder panel providing scientific advice.
Consideringther ela ionship ket ween MA and IMoSEB Hal had a clear messageto the
workshop participants. “ There cannot be an MA2 and an IMOSEB, it is urgent tha
consultationshgppen very o0on as there will be a critical IMOSEB-med ing in Montpellier
next month”.

Hal al©o made clear that he saw a clear scient ific imp act of the MA. “ There has been an
avalanche of newstudieson ecogydem srvices sncethe MA a all levels.” They deal with a

number of different agpeds, from “ wha the bir ds andthe bats are doingtothe spatial
digtribut ion of ecosystem services'. (Seefigure below from Hal’ sPowerPoint presentation).
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More ecifically Hal mentionedthe Natural Cepital Project (a joint venture among Sanford
University, The Nature Conservancy andthe World Wildlife Fund) andthe GundIngtitue s
MIMES(M ulti-scale Integrated Models of the Ecogydem Serviceg astwo ex anples of “alll
thefascinaingthingshgopening in thef ieldthat wecan learn from” .

Finally, Haltoldthe part icipantsof the workshop that the ICSU-UNU-UNESCO Ad Hoc Group
hasalready produced a60 page overview document of research themestha will nowbe
shortened toar eviewto be submittedto S cience. The o utline of this overview document
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includedthefollowingeight themes/research needs (e Hal' s PowerPoint file for amore
exhaud ive list) :

1. A rigorous development of and understanding of therelation ship between bio diver sity
and ecog/gem srvices.

2. Better guidance on valuation approachesfor thevarioustypesof services.

3. Anevaluation of which ecosystem services can be substituted and & wha cost along
with trade-off analyses.

4. Degpeningour uinde gandingof the causal links between indirect o ver sand direct
drivers and developing practical drategiesfor intervent ions.

5. Development of institution al mechanisms for the management of ecosystem services
including equitable sharingand wnravelling poverty-ecosystem services linkages.

6. Undergandingand quant fyingthe linkages bet ween ecogy sem servicesand human
well-being; analyzing pag atemptsto improv e environ mental management
(individwal servicesv s. bundles; local vs. landscapes).

7. Addressissues such as coupling qualit aiv e and quantitativ e models, including
cowlingto ocial and political processes; improv ing uncertainty analy ses, developing
approachesto deal with thresholds, nonlinearities, and d ver soperating at different
time scales.

8. Develop amonitoring sydem that provides datathat reveals, 1) the underpinningsfor
lin kages bet ween ESand HW B, 2) respon®sof ESin rela ion to ecosystem change, 3)
Aidto decision ma&king.

11.45-12.05: Brief summary of ongoing global assess ment processes —
Neville Ash, UNEP-W CMC

Neville, who is theHead of the Monitoring and Assesment division at UNEP World
Conserva ion and Monitor ing Centre (UNEP-WCMC), presented an exhaustive lig of the
many global assessmentsconducted so far. He concludedthat there is undoubtedly alotto
build on (including process, methods, subdance, research, findings . On the other hand, he
also notedthat most assessments arethemat ic and either deal with environmentor
development.

Healso introduced PEARL (Prototy pe Environmental Assessment and Reporting L andscape).
It isanew Web-based sydem through aUNEP DEWA initiative with the aimtoprovidean
oveview of completedandongping global assessments(their coverage, eff ectiveness, and
impects).

Finally, he discuissedthe uncertainty over future dir et ion of IMOSEB, GEO (tha is showing
signsof goingtowerds the MA-model), and MA andraisedthe question whether it would bea
good idea to do a“ §/nthesis of the syntheses’.
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Moreover, he echoedHal sear lier staement tha there can not beboth a MA2 and | MoSEB,
“thetwo aretootightly connected'.

Neville’s listof global assessments:

Nookwn P

8.
9.
10.
11.
12.

13.
14
15

MA — Millennium Ecosy $em Assesgnent

GEO4 — Global Environment Outlook

|PCC— Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change

FRA — Fored Resour ces A ssessment)

GLADA — Glokal Land Degracation A ssessment

LADA — Land Degradaion Assesament in Drylands

| AAST D — Internat ional Assessnent of Agicultural Science and Technology for
Development

GEA — Glolal Energy Assesament (initiated July 2007)

The Compreh ensive Assessnent of Water Management in Agriculture

Gl WA — Glolal international W a ers Assessment

World Water Development Report

Global Ma ine Assesgments: A survey of global and regional assessments andrelaed
activitiesof the marine environment.

Global Biodiversity Outlook

.I Mo SEB - Internaional Mechanismof cientif ic Expertise on Biodiver sty
.ESPA — Ecosystem Sarvices for Poverty Alleviaion (ESPA)

Formore detailed information sce Neville’s Powe rPoint file = attachment

Comments on Neville’s presentation:

Neville slong list of global assesmentsevok eda discussion on theroleof MA inrelaionto
all the other assesaments in general andIMoSEB in particular. Some of the most important
points raised includedthefollowing:

“This doesn’t make lifeeasier, it issurprisngthat ecosystemservices are going down
the drain in ite of all these assessments’, Ma snoted ironically.

Theaea ea® many assessmentsof thed ivers of ecosystem change andfuture
studies, which addto the complexity, Pralbhunoted.

Jock Mart in toldthe group tha he was goingto have ameetingthe coming day with
repr esentativesfrom the IMOSEB in order to try tofigure out the expectaionson the
Montpellier-meeting. He promisedto get back tothe group with an email with some
feedback.

Arethere any role modelsamongthese assessments?, Jamie asked.

“Therewill not be enough room for any more assessments. Hope we can now go from
an era of assesmentstoon e of conclusions and implementaion”, Mats concluded.
“Developing countrieshaveto be engaged in the leadership of the MA follow-up
process (David Cooper).

13.40-15.15: Discussiononneeds,options and possible process leading
up to a second or permanent Global Ecosystem Ser vic es Assessment
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Theissuesto be discussed were 1) Satusof knowledge base—from local, naional and

regional assessnentsto global asessnents;2) Ggps, 3) Relevant actors/organizations and
processes.

I brahim wantedthep aerticipantsto focusthefirst part of this discussion on ther ela ionship
between | MoSEB and MA2. “| was shock ed by Half scomment tha it mug beeither IMOSEB
or MA2”.“It is now important to approach the Fr ench government, which isvery much
behindtheinitia ive’ . May be Hal, asmember of the Mo EB' sinternational committee can
play arole?

David Coop & presmtedavery interestinganalysis of fou dimensionsthat could be usedto
position the M A follow-up from IMoSE B:

1. Focuson ecosygam services and management rathe than biodiversity science;

2. Multi-scale indead of global;

3. Emphasis on implementation, capacity buildingand policy impact rather than only a
scientific asesment ;

4. Integovernmental rathe than anarrow set of governments suypporting it. (On this
point, Davidconcluded, it is not yet clear if there isany real diff erence between MA
andIMoSEB. " There mug be some intergovernmental element of MA2, but we
shouldnot be prescript ive”).

Thiswasfollowed by alenghy discussion about therelation ship beawean | MOSEB and MA2.
Many diff erent opinions were expressedr egardingthe possibility to link MA2 andIMoSEB,
andthefinal consensusamong p articipants wasthat “IMoSEB isan important initiaiveand
we needa dialogue with IMOSEB and ithasto gatveay soon”. Paalelto tha dialoguethe
MA follow- up must cont in ue andfocus on what it wantstoachieve. T here was al a general
agreement among the work shop particip antsnot tofo cus too much on whether it will be
called IMOSEB, MA2 or anything el andfocus more on ov erall direction and content at this
stage. Moreover, there ssemedto be a con ensusamongthe part cipantsthat it is critically
important not to complicatethe assessmant landscape f urther, rather an ur gent needto
simplify it. Hence, there is probably no "room" for both an IMOSEB andan MAZ2.

S me of the other important pointsraised includedthefollowing:

o Weneedfird to showtha we aefully commitedto implement the MA1 endthen
discussatime plan for the M A2. (1 brahim)

e |t would bevery usef ul if thismesting could compile a written statement tha could be
broudht to the Montpellier mest ing (David).

e Even if wefocuson implementation of MAL1 wemust & thesametime datthe
mechinery of a MA2 already now if we want to have somethingready for 2015.
(Wal).

e Therearefour objectivesin the document from UNEP on thefollow yp of MA and
the last of the istoprepare for aMA2." There can beno uncertainty regar dingtha
issue’ [tha there will be a MAZ2]. (T homas R)

o “Thetimingfor aMAZ2 isperfect” .t houldemphasis climat e effectson ecosystems
(and it simplication sfor humen well-being andviceversa. It will have amajor
impect. “There isan enormousneed for it ,everybody in the wor Id would pay atention
totha”." My concern with the IMOSE B isthat there might only beanarrow s& of
governments supporting it. T he strength of the MA1 wasthe broad support from all
the partiesof the CBD". (Walt).
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Before wetalk abou aMA2 we dould go back tothe multiple agen cies sponoring
the MAL1 and make surethey wantto go forwar d. (Prabhu)

“We should look wpon the MA asthe mother of all assessments’ .1t includesalmost all
the aspects and gpproachesof all the other assessments, perh gos with the exception of
climaechange. | deally , there should be only two major assssments: oneon

ecosy stems and one on climate. (Johan) .

Carl Folkereminded usthat the critical issue now in theface of global environmental
change“ isto grengthen the capacity of ecogygemsto deal with thed ivers,andalso
focuson wha kind of governance ystem tha isneededto build that cgpacity”.

David notedthat the implementation of MAL mud proceed while preparingfor MA2.
Healso uwrgedfor “ anongoing process’ not “ jud an assessment every ten years”.
Ananthamentionedthetiming of aMA2 such that it celiversits resultsto the General
Asembly in 2015 in regponsetoan evaluation of the MDGs.

Neville did not likethe ideaof presenting the result sof MA2 at the sametime asthe
MDGsin 2015 “asthey might be competingfor attention”.

Chales repondedtha they [MA and MDG] could actwally go together andstrenghen
each others messages, but earlier isketter:“ theplanet is burning, 2015 istoo long
time”.

David proposedto lauinchthe MA2 in 2012, 20yea s&ter the Rio Conference”, but
tha “might betooearly” for othe reasons.

Hal made it very clear that “IMoSEB is is” andremindedthat there aemany M A-
repr esentatives in thel MoSEB —“ nat only the French government that is behindthe
intiaive' .

Prabhuasked:* do wereally needan intergovernmental processfor the MA2?”
Waltresponded: “yesit isprobably theonly way to g& prope funding” .

David ageed andalso addedthat an inter governmental process was important to have
areal impact“but it mwstn't ke anew IPCC”.

Johan saidthat M A isso much morethan biodiversity imply ingtha | MoSEB should
feedinto MA.Healso suggegad” self-containingthe science andthen clashing with
policy” (inthe same manner asthe |PCC-process).

Marcus saidthat UNEP strongly believethat MA2 should ke intergovernmental and
tha they wantto bea strong partner tothe MA2.

I'n addit ion to the possihility of linking MA2 tol MoSEB Ikrahim mentionedtwo other
mechanisms already diussed duringthe workshop and al added athirdone: 1)
UNFCCC;2) CBD;and3) UNDP's Human Development Report (that hasalready
startedto include eco g7stem services as an important factorfor development).

15.35-16.45: Concludingdiscussion:key messages from the workshop

The chairman | kr ahim Thiaw facilita edthe concluding discussion by asking Ananthato
present a short list of conclusionsfrom theworkshop,a lig that was compiled by a small sub-
se of workshop paticipants duringthe extended coff ee treak. T hisfed into a discussion that
resulted in anumber of significant decisionsand suggedionsthat a e presented in the
“Outcome and conclusions” on thefirst page of thisreport. Please refer tothat list for an
oveview of themajor decisions taken duringthe workshop.

A large part of this concluding session also circled aroun dfunding andthe importance of a
strong leacership for the MA follow-up process. It was al9 concludedthat there are many
different optionson thetablefor botha MAl-implementaion and apossible MA2, bu also
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that noreal decision on f uur e direction and cooper aion can betaken beforetheFinal

Internat ional 8 eering Committee of the IMoSE Bhasteaken place in Montpellier, France,
November 15-17,2007 .

Someothe important po nts made during thisconcluding discussion — that might not befully
ref lected in the* Outcome and conclusions’ — included the following:

e |t wasagainrepeaedthat there must be aclear ownership of developing cowuntriesin
the M A follow up andapossible M A2/permanent global ecosystem services
asesment.

o |toouldhbeagodideatoask former board membersto usetheir credibility toraise
mon ey for the M Al-implementation andthe process leading up to a MA2.

e The mportance of linkingthe M A1 follow- Up processand a possible MA2 to climate
change and macro- economics(potential Stern-like review of the economicsof
ecosy stemchangg

o Privae sdor could be willing to providefinancial support if there isan emphasison
resilience and economic kend its,and it wasnotedtha 90 % of philanthropy inthe US
comesfrom individuals. The UN-foundaion could galvanisthe US support.

o Jock saidthat the EEA would be happy tof und ameeting of the science gro up next
yea andthen perhaps duringthe Resilience Confer ence in Sockholm, April 14-17,
2008, invitethe Danish adminidration to disusstherelationship between the COP of
the CBD andecosy dems.

16.45-17.00: Closing session — Ibrahim Thiaw, UNEP and Mats
Segnestam SIDA

| brahim startedthe closing session by thank ngthe Minister of Environment for hogingthe
workshop andsaid it was aprivilegeto beanew member of this group and discuss the
follow-up of the MA.

Mascontinued by sayingtha we are all in this roomrecognising the fundamental importance
of ecosy gem srvicesfor development. “But we must have the worldreact. World politicsis
somet imes like asuper tanker, diff icult to turn around and often heading in thewrong

diretions.” Heals expressd joy a thefact tha the workshop part icipants hadt ime to
discussoutreach and communication. And he once again emphasisedtha the MA might

indeed have had some influence, “ but not necessarily amongtheridgt people”.
Having saidthat, Mats g ill endedon avery post ive note: “ We shouldall feel proudof being

part of thisimportant meeting, it might ke astepping sonefor a ketterfut wre. SIDA will
followandsuypport theprocess.”
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Appendix — notes from the group discussions

Notes from the working group 1 — Science/knowledge base

MarcusL ee, UNEP, reportedfromthis goup. He preeented an exhaustive list of comments
and sugged ionsfromthegroup that will be integated in the processto prepare arevised
version (ready by November 10) of the UNEP Proposal for MA followwp Sraeyy . Some
major points includedthefollowing:
¢ SGAs— needto move quickly to coordinate( UNU already hired someone).
o Criteriafor SGAs— neadsto distinguish bet ween policy- d iven SGAs and r esearch-
driven SGAs.
Needtwo co-chairsto provide leadership
MA2 — 1 Mo SEB — concludedthere was aneedfor 3 groupsto coordinae ESwork: (1)
consortium of partners —to guide and cooperate on objectives1 and 2;(2) Second
group isfocusedon SGAS; (3) Third group focusedon MA2.
o Grouw felt objective 1.3 conf lates SGA with MA2 — decidetoredrict this objectiveto
SGA andthen creae separate object vefor MA2.

Notes from the working group 2 — Policy implementation

Participants: Alex Mulisa, Charles MCNEeill, David Cooper, Gabriel Labketé, Izakella

Koziell, Jaime Cavelier, Janet Rangenahan Maria Berlekom, Marjan Schippers, Prakhu
Pinghali,

I. Group infrastructure

Sleded Charles McNeill as charperson, Maia Berlekom asr gpporteur, and Galr iel Labhbate
to undertake editsof thetext in the straegy. David Coope and Janet Ranganathan provided
specif ic text in-pusin LmMe aess.

I1. Defining general scope of the group discussions:
The goup started with def ining the soope of the disussions, and what we wantedtoachieve:

1. Clarifiedtha it isaglobal drategy for MA follow up - not a UNEP-drategy — comments
were made in thiscontext.

2. Acceptedthe basicoutline— i,e. thethree grategic objectives—as a useful and relevant
starting point . But ..

o .took thelibertyto be quitefree and open (not grictly bound bethe draft) within
Sraegic Objective 2.

o _stresedthd “blurriness’ should be embraced in pract ice. | .e.” developing knowledge
bae” and “policy implementaion” go hand in hand (ref. e.g.to Rwanda example).

3. Takehelicopter per pectiveandnot discuss detailsof the project proposal. Decided hence
tofocuson quedionsl,2 (andpossibly 4) inthe ToRs.Intheendonly question 1 was
add esx=d duetotime constraints.
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I11. General comments re. Strategic Objective 2

1. Important to addfprovide more backgound and judtif ica ion for the proposed objectives
and ectivities under Srategic Object ve 3:

o | dntify condraintsharia sand neads(problem statement).

- Build on thepresentation by Ananthaand JangsWR!I”s in-pus(Restoring Nature’s
Capital)

- Acknowledge problem with lack ofnationalownersh p when plang/sraegies/s udies
(astoooften happens) are developed by external consultants. (Note—this is not
specifically relatedto the MA...). Linkedto lack of capacity —i.every important to
high-light the needfor capacity building. Globaltoolsand global f ndings further
don’t do the trick - toolsmusthe ““re-deve loped in-situ™.

- Lack of enabling frameworksand governance failur es.

- Important to acknowledge tha congraints and needsvaries bet ween countries.

o | dmtify stekeholders. Very important to acknowledge and highlight other stakeholder s
then Governments andprivate cor, e.g. civil ciday, palianentar ians etc.

e | dmntify general opport wnit esand entry-points(One- UN; PEI; FAOetc).

2. Thewordingof the Sraegic Objedive should be improved. Should moreclearly state
intent to promote the actual “ implement et ion of eco s/stem service based approaches in
public andpriva e sector decision making”, rather than more generally say “ policy
implementation”.

3. Thetwo objectives — onefocusingon public decison-makingandoneon theprivae
sector —arefine in principle. Important though to include civil society when adtivitiesare
identif ied.

Notes from the working group 3 — Outreach

1. Comments to the UNEP-Strategy
Objective:
Add: ... and creaeaction basedon the M A framework .

In“ Expected accomp lishments” :
Add: Create act ion based on the MA framework within important governments, organizations

and ing itutions. Action sneedto hav eresultsor iented indicators.

Commentson secondpaag gph uinder “ Expected accomplishments':
The communicaion strategy needsto be coor dinated. It should be focused on individiel

ta gt goys. Thedraegy should have clear measur ablke indica orsof success.

Quggededpriority target groups:

UNEP- Governing Council/Environment ministers
World Bank

Climate Convent ion- celegates

Private sctor
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Development Coopea ion Agncies(incl. OECD/DAC, Nor dict)
Finance ministries

FAO

CBD

Key Adivit ies: needto berevisedaccor dingly.

2. Proposed way forward.

Establish a working groupfask forcefconsortium for outreach and communicaion. The group
should be composd of a mut idisciplinary group of partnersfexpertsfrom science, privae
sector andcommunicat ion. Suggested memkbers: UNEP, FAO,WBCSD, WRI, &I, COM +,
Walt Reid. Co-or dinator: UNEP. Co-chairs: UNEP and WRI

First task for the working group: design an outreach strategy.

Definetheoutreach straegy and processfor each tar get goup: What-> How-> Whom.
Wheneve appropriae, ueexigingchannelsandprocessesfor transfersof the messace like
World Development Report, UNEP Governing Council —agendafor 2009 — in Nairohbi,
DAC/ENVI RONET meetings, integratingecosystemservicesintol PCCetc.

3. General comments:

One topic we diussed wasoureech language: Ecosystem services diff icult since people do
not understand what an ecosystemreally is.

The gouy strongly recommendsthat a global macroeconomic valuation study should be
perfor med. The global g udy should initiat e the processof analyzingthe glo bal economic
benefit of ecosydem srvices, the costsof thelossof biodiversity and ecosy em services and

thefailuretotake protedt ve measuresve sus the costsof effective management.
Could be done through:

e High level Macroeconomic economic commission
e Seanlikedinitig ve i.e. thePotsdam initiet ive
e Achim Seiners— UNEP intereged in this: adviser to ED on macro economics.

Outreach drategy degpends on andshould be co-ordinaed with focalareal and 2.

The drategy needsto be clearer regardingtear get goups
The drategy needsto be clearer abou what processesto influence.

Important to findallies. For example in G8.

Sveden isedablihing a“ Commission on clima e proofing of development coopera ion” .
Ecosydem srvicesandresilience needto be grongly communicated.

For outreach of the concept of ecosy sem srvicesit isimportant to create a high- kevel

political agenda.
o Shortterm: Global Follow Up grategy with UNEP as anchor institution.
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e Longterm: morehigh-level political inf luence important for communicaion:
I ntergovernmental mechanism for Global Ecosystem Service Asessment for

Development .
I mportant to create a demand.

New film: The"“Resilient truth” with Al Gore.Ingeadof jumping up and down the
temperature curve, jump W and down with the“resilient ball”, when ecosystem shiftsinto

different stability domains...
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