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Conceptual Framework

The IPBES Conceptual Framework (hereafter CF) is a highly simplified model of the complex
interactions between the natural world and human societies that are most relevant to IPBES’s goal.

Conceptual frameworks have the ability to provide a shared language and a common set of
relationships and definitions to make complex systems as simple as they need to be for their
intended purpose.

Integrative conceptual frameworks are particularly useful tools in fields requiring interdisciplinary
collaboration where they are used to make sense of complexity by clarifying and focusing thinking
about relationships, supporting communication across disciplines and knowledge systems and
between knowledge and policy

The CF is mainly intended to provide common ground, to facilitate cross-disciplinary and cross-
cultural understanding and inter-operability, and to identify options for action.

Diaz et al. 2015 (Science Direct).
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Danish Ecosystem Network, 18 September 2019, Lars Dinesen



Context-specific perspective
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The total value of ecosystem services is proposed to be double the total and global GNP . [$33 trillion/year] Constaza et al. Nature 387: 253-260 (May 1997)

Changes in the global value of ecosystem services [145 trillion/year] Constaza et al. Global Environmental Change 26: 152-158 (2014)



Valuation

We emphasize that valuation of eco services (in whatever units) is not the
same as commodification or privatization.

Many eco-services are best considered public goods or common pool
resources, so conventional markets are often not the best institutional
frameworks to manage them.

However, these services must be (and are being) valued, and we need new,
common asset institutions to better take these values into account.

Constaza et al. 2014



@kosystemtjenestebegrebet set fra et gkonomisk perspektiv

“@kosystemtjensestebegrebet blev opfundet i 1980erne, blev et almindeligt
begreb i international sammenhaeng i 2000erne og er nu begyndt brugt i dansk
naturpolitik. Begrebet har hjulpet til med, at debatten om naturvaerdier er blevet
mere praecis.”

HABITAT, Jacobsen og Termansen 2019.
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Different institutions and knowledge systems

In a shift of focus with respect to most previous initiatives, the CF also highlights the central
role that institutions, governance and decision-making play on the links among these
elements. Most importantly, the CF explicitly includes multiple knowledge systems.

Diaz et al. 2015 Science Direct.



Ignoring previous science publications and policy documents
Builds on MA; Bias when writing this paper (4 from Ecosystem Services, 2 from Ecological Economics, and none from the
International Journal of Biodiversity Science, Ecosystem Services and Management); claim that a narrow ecological focus and
monetary valuation characterizes all other work than IPBES work

False claim that there is no social science perspective in the current literature on ecosystem services
Claim that this predominantly stock-and-flow framing of people-nature relationships largely failed to engage a range of
perspectives from the social sciences; 650 publications in Ecosystem Services half address social science

False claim that there is not enough attention for Culture, Local and Indigenous Knowledge
dozens of publications in Ecosystem Services on Cultural Ecosystem Services, ranging from local cases to generic approaches, and a
small but increasing number of publications on Indigenous Knowledge

Proposing an existing definition of ecosystem services as a better Name
The split in positive and negative contributions is announced as something innovative and subsequently explained without using
and referring to the terms services and disservices

Unsubstantiated claim that NCP is a better notion to be incorporated into policy and practice
Ecosystem Services has published hundreds of papers which demonstrate the use of the concept in actual decision processes
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-Maintenance of options

INTRODUCTION

Shortfalls of the nature’s contributions to people framework
-replacing the term “ecosystems” with “nature” underemphasizes the extent to which social-ecological processes are shaping the
world’s ecosystems;

-Leaves out other crucial aspects of human-nature relations (role of multiple feedbacks and scales e.g. infrastructure,
technology...)

Claims and conflicts

-Diaz NCP neglects the achievements of the ecosystem services approach in translating and communicating the value of
ecosystems to people in many different countries and organizations;

-Diaz Does not provide substantial evidence that the nature’s contributions to people framework will prove to be more
useful that the ecosystem services concept

-Braat to question the scientific credibility of the entire IPBES process

Building bridges

IPBES... this engagement could be broadened and deepened, for instance... TEEB ... Ecosystem Service Partnership... Green Economy ...
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1. Habitat creation and maintenance

2. Pollination and dispersal of seeds and
other propagules

3. Regulation of air quality
4, Regulation of climate

5. Regulation of ocean acidification

6. Regulation of freshwater quantity,

location and timing

7. Regulation of freshwater and coastal water quality
8. Formation, protection and decontamination

of soils and sediments

9. Regulation of hazards and extreme events

10. Regulation of detrimental organisms
and biological processes

Material NCP | !: Non-material NCP | | Regulating NCP |

14. Medicinal, biochemical and genetic resources [ENRNEGTNNE

15. Learning and inspiration

16. Physical and psychological experiences
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12. Food and feed |
13. Materials, companionship and labor [EEGGHHH
|
|
|

17. Supporting identities

18. Maintenance of options | IEEE—
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EXAMPLES OF NATURE INDICATORS

SPECIES ABUNDANCE
-829 Indicators of vertebrate abundance are
declining rapidly, and the global biomass

of wild mammals has fallen by 82 per cent

SPECIES EXTINCTION RISK

259 Approximately 25 per cent of species in
most animal and plant groups are
already threatened with global extinction

COMMUNITY COMPOSITION
Terrestrial assemblages have lost
approximately 23 per cent of their biotic

integrity

ECOSYSTEM STRUCTURE
_47% Natural ecosystem extent and condition
has diminished by 47 per cent on

average

NATURE FOR INDIGENOUS PEOPLES

AND LOCAL COMMUNITIES
72% 72 per cent of indicators developed by
indigenous peoples and local communities

show deterioration in the elements of
nature that contribute to people



