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Many opportunities exist to em
the dlverse values of nature th

futures.






Economic and political
decisions have
predominantly prioritised
market-based instrumental
values of nature.

alye 2F Yyl GddzZNBQa
ignored in favor of shorterm
profits and economic growth.

Conservation policies also risk
downplaying the values of local
communities that depend on
nature for their livelihoods.




Ignoring, excluding or
marginalizing local values often
leads to socio-environmental
conflicts linked to value clashes,
especially in the context of power
asymmetries, which undermines
the effectiveness of environmental
policies.




Achieving sustainable and just
futures requires the recognition
and integration of diverse values
of nature into political and
economic decisions.

Recognising the values of local people
affected by decisions results in better
outcomes for people and nature.
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People value nature in different ways depending on their
knowledge systems, languages, cultural traditions and
environmental contexts.

A novel typology
of
can help guide
decisions.
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There is no shortage of methods and approaches to value
nature, yet their uptake into decisions remains limited.

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

Global extent of
valuation applications
(number of studies
per IPBES subregion)
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Navigating towards a just

Future and sustainable future
(e.g., Achieving Sustainable
Development Goals)

Transformative change needed B (
to address the global s Ay

biodiversity crisis relies on
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over-emphasize short term and ™ . .. .L.
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Leverage points
Shallower < > Deeper

Reform policies, =i O Activate
norms and goals

Embed valuation

== rights and value-centered

I INCIUSIVe regulations leverage points

Undertake decision-making >
for transformative

valuation
change by

multiple actors
across sectors

Four key leverage oro sutainabe
points can help

catalyze
transformation
towards

Potential for
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. . Institutions v
nature in decision
making embrace the
diverse values of Mobilise sustainability
nature aligned values and shift
development
paradigms
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Capacity building and
collaborations among a
wide range of
stakeholders can
facilitate transformative
change to address the
current biodiversity
crisis.

STAKEHOLDERS

Citizen
groups/

Private
sector




Expected impacts




The findings of the values
assessment are expected to
contribute to ongoing and future
IPBES assessments:

A Biodiversity-Food-Water-Health Nexus,
A Transformative Change, and
A Biodiversity and Business.

The assessment report on

THE DIVERSE VALUES
AND VALUATION
OF NATURE

SUMMARY FOR POLICYMAKERS

ipbes



The findings of the values
assessment are expected to
contribute to achieving the
shared visions for prosperity for
people and nature such as:

A the 2050 Vision for Biodiversity,

A the 2030 Agenda for Sustainable
Development, and

A the future post-2020 global

biodiversity framework.




The findings of the Values
Assessments are expected
to empower the voices of
emerging social actors such
as women, youth, and
Indigenous Peoples and
Local Communities to
promote their role in
transformative change.




The team behind the assessment




The process

A3 Authors meetings (Mexico City, Vitoria-Gasteiz, onllne)
A2 External reviews, and

A1 Additional review by governments.
Aln the context of COVID-19 pandemic.

Engagement with Indigenous
and Local Knowledge (IL Q) @‘

AlLiaison group,

Aldentification of key guiding messages,
Acall for contributions,

AILK experts and holders as contributing authors, and
A3 ILK dialogue workshops (Paris, Mexico, online).

The evidence behind

A+ 13,000 documents reviewed in depth and,
A+ 200,000 pieces of evidence considered.



Result from 19 years of in-kind voluntary
contributions by more than 300 people:
y 95 Experts nominated by IPBES
(18 ILK experts/holders) from 47
countries,
y + more than 200 contributing
authors (25 ILK experts/holders).
Diverse disciplines represented.
Supported by a Management
Committee.
Technical Support Unit based in
Mexico (Ecosystems and Sustainability
Research Institute of the National
Autonomous University of Mexico).
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assessment

- SPM background sections Background section topics - Main SPM background messages
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Values typology B .
i Ways through which people ive and i Antt i Bio/ecocentric . Pluricentric
Worldviews: .20t with the world Gosmdcentric
Knowledge Bodies of knowledge, p and beliefs
systems  academic, indigenous, local
Prosperity, Belonging, Stewardship, Oneness,
Broad values Guiding principles and life goals Livelihood Health Responsibility ' Harmony with
ture
I | i L) nat
garding the imp: of
nature in particular situations
Instrumental: means to an end, nature as a Commercial Health benefits  River as fish
resource/asset, satisfaction of needs and fishery stock of recreation habitat
Specific values preferences, usefulness for people on the river
Intrinsic: agency of other-than-humans, inherent Intrinsic value of ~ The right of Fish as
worth of biodiversity as ends in-and-of themselves heritage fish fishto exist = co-inhabitants
Relational: importance of desirable, meaningful, Cultural ) 59’;59 gﬁ'aﬂe rR:?.fSlﬂ fl:s EShhfﬁ Pafcfld
il h i it meanings ol ofa ng IS e cycl inship or clan
and often reciprocal human relationships Sehing oy eialionships
Quantitative measures and qualitative
descriptors
Biophysical Tonnes of fish Physiological Number of Nutrition of
effects of being in  fish species fish
Value indicators e
Monetary Market price Willingness to Existence
of fish harvest | pay for recreation value

9 Gender-specific Ratings of Legal standing . References to
Socio-cultural participation in = special places * of biodiversity * personhood of
fish
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Global extent of
valuation applications
(number of studies
per IPBES subregion)
0

@ Gilobal distribution of valuation studies
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1 No data

@ Characterization of nature valuation studies reported
o Ir:(?)roving 5% —
Impr;v‘ir:/s \ | justice g%H\ / Rats o tind = nets \ ﬂl?r:g from
: 11% \ valuation 0% nature
St g\
nature

quality of life

12%
based

families

Goals of
valuation

65%
Improving
status of nature
34%
Living with nature

3%
Unclear 50%
Biophysical

2%
GIO%O:I | Indigenous
J’ territories 21%
& Socio-cultural_\

%
72%
Sub-national

Value

6%
Relational \
i Cross-regional/national
(e.g. Protected areas)
20% — 11%
Ll Specific National Scale of
values application indicators
74%
Instrumental 26%
Monetary

@© Habitats in which valuation was applied

16% 1% 8% %
Cultivated areas Inland Coastal Unclear
water bodies  areas
—— =
3% 2% 2% 1%
Deep sea Deserts Aquaculture

i

T
3%
habitats




Communicate Transparent reporting of results, uncertainties and
results to inform |imitations

decisions * Allow for public contestation

* Identify suitable methods
‘PP« Decide how to combine valuation outputs
~ + Decide how to scale up individual values
Establish * |dentify which and whose values will be considered

the Define temporal, social and biophysical boundaries
“ scope Consider required and available resources

Define the e Engage participants Re‘levance
“ purpose s Jointly define intended use of the valuation outputs 1‘

metr

:nvi_St i"t @ s Invest resources to achieve a robust process |
per?; c'g;z €« Define the roles of participants and valuators Resources

Balancing relevance, robustness and resources at every step is
needed to adjust valuation to specific decision making contexts



‘ Valuation entry points
° Outcomes of steps
of the policy cycle

/" N Vakation tertion ce knowledge
A J and updating

-

Valuation to
inform

Shared

understanding Commitment

to agreed goals

Valuation to
inform Policy Valuation to
evalutation Policy cesgn
formulation
()
Agreed

Agreed S
retrospective alternatives
evaluation =
Policy
adoption

Valuation to
inform, design
and/or decide

Valuation to
Agreed means decide
of implementation

VALUATION PURPOSES AND EXAMPLES

To Inform To decide To design
* Awareness raising, formative, * Decision-support guidance * Permitting, standard setting
affirmative * Participative * Pricing
* Advocacy (before decision) » Benefit-cost, feasibility * Damage compensation
* Justification (after decision) « Prioritization and ranking estimation
* Accounting and indicators  Environmental management
* Impact evaluation criterion



Navigating towards a just

Future and sustainable future
(e.g., Achieving Sustainable
Development Goals)
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Leverage points

Shallower

Undertake
valuation

» Deeper

Shift societal
norms and goals

Activate
value-centered
leverage points
for transformative
change by

Embed valuation
in inclusive
decision-making

More sustainable
and just futures

Recognize the
values of nature

i

Meaningfully include v
the diverse values of N
nature in decision -

multiple actors
across sectors

Potential for
_ transformative
change

-
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nature aligned values and shift
development
paradigms
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Valuation method families

Statement-based Behaviour-based
valuation valuation

QPP

Integrated valuation

What is Naturs, physical What people say or What people do in Different outputs from  Indigenous peoples
or ecological express when asked nature, for nature, one or more methods  and local communities
Whatis the components of about the importance with nature, to to support decision- gauge nature and its
o nature and nature’s  of nature and nature’s  nature or nature’s making interdependencies
SOURoe: to to people to with people by also
people people gathering information
of i roup Participant ae :nom mc-lo;‘.
besssrp v A Q- valuation, cast-benefit ture generations,
approaches services S valuation, cost method, analysis, non-human beings,
Delphi method, choice experiments, cost-based decision analysis, the cosmos and the
participatory tive methods hedonic integrated modelling.  spiritual world.
mapping of pricing livelihood scenario building,
ecological values decisio thering
series analysis methods. through teritory
Directly measuring  Asking questions to Observing peopl Synthesising, patrois, natural
Howls nature, remote people (interviews, records of ::ommmuw
sensing, people’s deliberating,
aboutvalues U 7 activities with people  (6.g., park visits, consolidating or assemblies can entail
c o i house rituals and ceremonies
ing art), analyzing assessing records values for decision undertaken by
experts/iocal narratives (e.g., twitter  of policy choices, making or decision specialized traditional
communities as ) assessing (non-) experts.
e Valuation is often a
w Mainly intrinsic and I.n’:mmqml, intrinsic Mostly instrumental o  intrinsic  c1active process that
considers all members
examples Species counts, Subjective well-being  Time spent, share of  Strength of support or  of a community
ofvalue carbon stored, indicators, narratives objections to policy (including children
indicators ecological health of human-nature prevalence options, welfare gains  or those who are not
indicators or losses from projects  visibly present), as
willingness to accept hectare of land, use of of indigenous plants legitimate generators
iy _"; of information.
accesstonanie Fchnass o f
access ness af o
Typeof Inclusive Al include Mast methods can indigenous peoples’
stakeholder exist stakeholders to some  have limited or no be non-inclusive (e.g.,  and local communities
inclusion (6.9., community extent (e.g., surveys) stakeholder inclusion multi-criteria  valuation approaches
‘monitoring of and inclusion is (e.g., analysis of analysis) implies deconstructing
biodiversity) but often integral to the market accounts), but often, inclusion disciplinary definitions
most methods methodology (e.g., but encompass
do not include deliberative valuation) observations of
stakeholders diverse staki
mcoqn:zmq r’ml
of Ranked policy options  integration of
m maps of pri-ority nature’s contributions to  of nature and nature's knowledge systems is
m areas for policy/ people Evaluation of socio- ot aiways possible,
management action oo desirable or necessary.
Improved b Enhcﬁon of areas of Additional costs due  of policy options
to (0.9..
of n o Improved
the Importance o Explanations forwhy  Changes i ime understanding of
natre people value nature conflicts/shared values
Explanations for how  of nature
Limitations Impact on people  Potential large variability Requires Aggregation of
assumed but not in the reliability of and empirical values across groups
assessed (e, ofthe of people can reduce
do people respond relationships tion of
MD“"’_M““ _“"M truthtully?) behavior, nature and  values, combining
Mo rovwcpaycn T il e
directly living from,  reduce the validity of e ty
living as and living  group-based (e.g. Cannot reveal in- sl
with nature deliberative) methods depth understanding
x . of motivations
tativeness in
selection of respondents Dehaviour




Possibility to elicit values Robustness of the Affordability and ease Wel
. in diverse contexts method of use V estabished

. Higher «— Lower Higher «— Lower Higher «— Lower Established
but

Q- Qo @0 .
Balancing relevance, robustness
and resources

() Valuation methods

Relevance Robustness
| Ability to ensure reliable Resources

(accurate and valid) and Affordability and ease of
Examples of ; SSD Level of

valuation methods & 7 o confidence

Diverse | Diverse Reliability | Representation Ease of Ease of
values | c xts f P! implementation| operation

Stated

i
£
<
00:0:0:00:0
®
® 0o 00000
® 000--Q9° 0 o

assessment
of values Deliberative
integration e
methods
Methods
that do not 2 = . .
jicit val Benefit transfer ® @ &
information
Forest health Capable individuals (i.e.human resources to conduct validation) are entrusted (ie. assurance of
from t to assess forest recovery using communally accepted indicators relevant for multiple
::m by :::,'3;,""""’" uses by the community (i.e, representation and diverse values).
hl g iRy Community meetings to gather all membersopinions (including women's and children’s) about

nature (i.e, representation/robustness, relevance) and to jointly interpret the opinions and
deliberate on how to move forward (i.e. capacities to conduct valuation). Community members
are trusted to speak based on their knowledge and lived experiences (i.e., reliability).

€ < ¢ BleE s

and local assemblies for
communities deliberations

(3 Economic valuation approaches to embed the values of nature in policymaking

Relevance Robustness
Ability to elicit of Ability to ensure reliable Resources

Economic approaches to diverse values (accurate and valid) and Affordability and ease of
embed values in economic tipl cio- fair representation of use
decisions cological conte: stakeholders

Level of
confidence

Ease of Ease of
implementation | operati




More transformative

Less transformative

Business-

Relevant decision- | Key stakeholders
making scales to act

Being integrative

Representing
diverse values
Addressing
direct and
ndirect drivers
Stimulating
institutional
change
Enhancing
capacities
and adaptive

lllustrative policy
instruments

Resource users
Co-management regimes NGOs
Governments
Governments
Intergovernmental
organizations

Eliminating harmful
subsidies

Governments
NGOs
Business actors

IPLCs

Donors

Governments

Intergovernmental
organizations

Payments for ecosystem
services

Other effective area-based
conservation measures

Rights of nature Governments

Business actors

Governments

Intergovernmental
organizations

Certification schemes

Intergovernmental
organizations

Governments

Business actors

Environmental accounting

Governments
Intergovernmental

organizations
NGOs

Legally protected areas

Govemments

Biodiversity offsets Business actors

Governments

Intergovernmental
organizations

Business actors

. . ;'; {; International \- National Q Sub-national/Local

More transformative «—— Less transformative =

Trade bans







