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 The IPBES Global Assessment

 Key conclusion: biodiversity conservation is failing

 The future of biodiversity: beyond conservation

 The future of  biodiversity science: inclusiveness



• Intergovernmental Platform on Biodiversity 

and Ecosystem Services

• Overall objective: To provide policy relevant knowledge on 

biodiversity and ecosystem services to inform decision 

making

• Established in April 2012, Panama

• 132 member countries

• collaborative partnership agreement with FAO, UNDP, UNEP, 

UNESCO

• Secretariat hosted in Bonn, Germany

• Implementing its first Work Programme (2014-2018)

IPBES-1 (Jan 2013, Bonn)

What is IPBES?

IPBES-5 (Dec 2017, Bonn)

IPBES-7 (May 2019, Paris)
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The Author Team 
145 experts:

3 co-chairs

24 coordinating lead 

authors

87 lead authors

310 contributing 

authors

15 review editors

16 fellows

From 51 countries 

Supported by:

The Global TSU

6 Chapter scientists

1 resource person

58% 

Natural 

Scientists 

9% 

interdisciplinary  

Scientists 

33% Social  

Scientists 

37.2% 

Women

62.8% Men

~156,000 Hours of 
Voluntary Hours = 

~17 years

Other supporting TSUs: 

Indigenous and local 

Knowledge, Scenarios, 

Values, Knowledge & Data,  

Capacity Building

Management Committee



A co-produced Summary for Policymakers
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Supplementary 

Materials

ca. 1500 pages

Main GA 

Report

ca. 1000 

pages

Background 

Material

40 paras

Background 
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. Unpack Key 

Messages

. Anchor to specific 

chapter 

sections

. Confidence 

statements

. Supporting figures

SPM MAIN REPORT  

28 high level 

Key Messages

Key Message: 

One < 60-word 

headline sentence; 

followed 

by brief explanation

. Peer-reviewed  literature

. “Grey”  literature

. IPLC Dialogues

Empirical evidence base

ca. 15,000 references

Steps in distilling policy-relevant information from original 

sources to a Summary for Policymakers (SPM)

EVIDENCE
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The Global Relevance of Indigenous Peoples and Local Communities to 
biodiversity and ecosystem conservation and management

Indigenous Peoples 

manage or have 

tenure rights over at 

least ~38 million 

km2 in 87 countries 

or politically distinct 

areas on all inhabited 

continents. 

Representing over > 

¼ of the world’s land 

surface.



Social media: 

▪30,000+ articles in the press 

▪163 countries

▪49 languages

▪Total potential impressions 26.1 billion

▪30 million+ exposure for #IPBES7 and 

#GlobalAssessment

▪500,000+ visitors to ipbes.net

An unprecedented global interest in biodiversity





 Agriculture

 Taxes and subsidies

 Production and consumption

 Finance and trade

 Justice and rights

 How we think about nature

Beyond Conservation: transformative change







 Concepts, definitions and narratives of 
nature

 Interconnections between humans, culture, 
economies, biodiversity

 The values, worldviews and knowledge 
systems that underlie these connections

 Collaborative and inclusive methodologies

Transforming science

https://www.biodiversity-revisited.earth



 Mindful of the limitations of purely natural science 
based approaches, where one particular set of values 
has been allowed to dominate how we know and 
govern biodiversity, while excluding other legitimate 
voices

 It is clear that effective biodiversity governance requires 
knowledge that is not just credible but also legitimate

 This means that it is inclusive of diverse ways of 
knowing, valuing, and living with biodiversity

Biodiversity requires diversity



Thank you


