BiOdiverSity Creating a Network of Knowledge for

biodiversity and ecosystem services

Kn OWle d ge www.biodiversityknowledge.eu

Insights from the NoK evaluation on

governance issues

Esther Carmen, Allan Watt & Juliette Young (NERC-CEH)
& Heli Saarikoski(SYKE)

2" BjodiversityKnowledge conference, September 24th-26t 2013, Berlin

The KNEU Coordination Action is supported by the European Commission under the 7th Framework

Programme for Research and Technological Development (Grant No. 265299) il
0G




Biodiversity “p
Knowledge

* Governance was not
specifically included in the
evaluation criteria.

* |nterviewees were asked
about their concerns and

many were highlighted. '%?ﬁq?

e Some of these concerns
related to broad
governance issues.

* Not all governance issues
will have been highlighted
in the evaluation. “That’s the difference between the

pros and the cons — the pros don’t
get caught.”
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Interview questions included added

value

Interviewees were asked how they
thought the NoK could potentially add
value.

Exploring added value led some

relating to governance of the NoK.

Not all interviewees highlighted
governance concerns.

add value are closely linked.

interviewees to highlight broad concerns

Governance and the ability of the NoK to

Discussions about governance should link
to added value and to add value the NoK
should address these concerns.
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B% Potential added value — What did

Knowledge

interviewees highlight?

Some of the comments included.....

‘Different typeg of

knowledge shoulg be




e Potential added value of the NoK

identified

* Providing a single entry point to access information across scales to answer
complex questions.

e Uniting and strengthening existing networks.

* Developing links across scientific disciplines to foster understanding and bring
together disparate groups.

* Involving a wide range of stakeholders by creating an open, accessible platform.
* Reducing reaction time by science groups to policy issues.

* Encourage decisions based on science.

e Assuring quality of information which is clearly linked to knowledge.

* Raise awareness of issues from science.

* Strengthening policy developed on medium term issues (1-3 years) at a
European level.




T Potential added value of the NoK
identified (cont

* Including other types of knowledge (especially local, field and indigenous).

* Improving the way science and
policy interact and communicate.

* Facilitating a policy driven process.

* Increasing understanding between groups,
particularly between science and policy.

* Highlighting methodological approaches to
respond to requests.

* Including a wide range of expertise across different
scientific disciplines and cultures.

e Shortening the timeframes for information to
reach policy makers.
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Some of the comments included.....
structure must be able to react
Sy C?: g::gﬁ?o?\r:;th; Everyone who wants or ne::i:he
- changesdI have access, it is a very top heavy structure e
access Sho :etermines the discussions around the NoK {...
moment thc:ings in questions of fairness” (P1.7).

“Allow innovative new

thinking and
interpretation" (P1.1)

The challenge is to make it
relevant to current policy
Processes” (P1.5)

“1 think that developing the NoK as a dialogue platform
between the existing research organisations, managers and
policy makers will help overcome ‘competition’ problems that
might occur once they feel the back-up of a larger network and
will see their recommendations can easily be adopted and

implemented” (P1.6).
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e Avoiding an overly bureaucratic process.

* Ensuring an independent and flexible NoK.

e Ensuring NoK is accessible to all, not just large
organisations with funding.

* Overlooking local groups and bottom up

processes with too much of an upward focus
on IPBES. A VIcTIM OF

DMINISTRATION
* Integrating different types of knowledge into the NoK. ADMIN AT!

* Overcoming terminology differences across groups.

e Engaging both users and producers of knowledge in the development of the NoK
from the start.

* Ensuring a multidirectional flow of knowledge between different groups.

* Avoiding duplication and competition across networks.
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During break out
groups to discuss
design options
consider these
potential added
value and
governance
concerns and the

links between these.

SIPRESS

“How am I supposed to think about consequences before they bappen?”
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Ask your question via Twitter #BDKconf2

or directly through the live chat window
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