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IPBES Functions

Identify knowledge Deliver (global, Promote Identify and prioritize
needs of regional, sub- development and capacity building needs
policymakers, and regional, thematic use of policy for improving the science-

catalyze generation and methodological) support tools so policy interface
of new knowledge assessments, and that assessment
where necessary facilitate assessments results can be more

at the national level effectively applied
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THE DIVERSE VALUES
AND VALUATION
OF NATURE

SUMMARY FOR POLICYMAKERS

ipbes

« > 50,000 documents reviewed
e > 7,000 comments received (3
external reviews)

» 95 experts from 47 countries
« + > 200 contributing authors
including 25 ILK experts

Summary for Policy Makers

Chapter 1. Introduction

Chapter 2. Value concepts

Chapter 3. Valuation methods

Chapter 4. Values in governance

Chapter 5. Values for transformative change
Chapter 6. Options
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Economic and political
decisions have
predominantly prioritised
market-based instrumental
values of nature.

Ignoring, excluding or marginalizing other
values of nature leads to conflicts which
often undermine the effectiveness of
environmental policies.




How to make the values of nature
B visible?




There is no shortage of
approaches developed by
scientists to estimate many
of the different values of
nature.

But uptake of valuation into
decisions remains limited.

Less than 5% of published
valuation studies report uptake of
valuation into policy decisions



How to aligh development paradigms
H with the values of nature?




There are competing pathways for
transformation to a just and sustainable gt tommsa g

fut ure Future and sustainable future
L4 (e.g.. Achieving Sustainable

Development Goals)

4 different potential pathways assessed
All are premised on more diverse valuation and
on some ‘sustainability-aligned’ broad values Multiple pathways
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Take-home messages

1.

We now have an inclusive typology of nature’s
values to help guide decisions with regard to nature

The VA can help decision makers choose what
valuation method can be used for the issues at stake

Transformative changes to more just and sustainable
futures require activating values-centred leverage
points, but there are competing values-based
pathways for transformation
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Valuation can support
policymaking across the
different stages of the
policy cycle

‘ Valuation entry points
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VALUATION PURPOSES AND EXAMPLES

To Inform To decide To design
* Aw: 1ess raising, for ive, * Decision-support guidance * Permitting, standard setting
affirmative . * Participative = Pricing
* Advocaoy (before decision) * Benefit-cost, feasibility * Damage compensation
* Justification (after decision) « Prioritization and ranking estimation

* Accounting and indicators * Environmental management
* Impact evaluation criterion



