WP 6& 7 Eugenie Regan (UNEP-WCMC) & llse Geijzendorffer (CNRS)
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Who are our stakeholders?

End user

Data supplier End user

End user Data supplier

Data supplier
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Like Yahoo EU BON could try to be everything to everybody

But in reality we need to:

 ldentify which tools and assessments are feasible

« Then prioritise

« Focus on target audiences

« Convince and demonstrate the potential of the portal
« Additional tools can be added later.
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Make our users’ lives easier

Fix their problems

Bring added value

Be remarka
Attract and

ole

convince
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Find out what is |
happening in
forests right now
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@ IBAT for Business

Map Viewer

(SO0 Ca

| Base layer
Protected areas: national-level
[ 1uCN management categories Ia, Ib, 11
~ [ 10CN management categories I11, IV

@)
| [l ucN management categories V, VI

[ 1UCN management categories not
reported/not assigned

Protected areas: regional

D §atura 2000

=[] Regional Seas
Protected areas: international
[ World Heritage sites

- [ Ramsar sites

~ [0) UNESCO Man and the Biosphere
Reserves

04
Priority sites for biodiversity
) [ Key Biodiversity Areas
= [ 1mportant Bird & Biodiversity Areas
~ [ Aliance for Zero Extinction Sites
Species
[ Species Grid
") Freshwater Biodiversity
Regions of conservation importance
[ Endemic Bird Areas
[ Biodiversity Hotspots
7] High Blodiversity Wilderness Areas
Completeness

1 KBA Completeness
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Green accounting etc

|

Global policies/reports ‘

Regional
poI|C|es/reports — ‘

!

_ B National policies/reports ‘

1

Data and information ‘

1

‘ Direct provision of data/mformatlon'

‘ Indirect provision through reports |
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Monitoring
programs

Require

Table 3

/I
1 Harmonize
N\

|

”~

Table 1

POLICIES

)

Instruments

Essential Biodiversity
Variables

Pereira et al. 2013

Select

Genetic Composition =

Species Population
—

Species Traits
Community Composition
Ecosystem Function
Ecosystem Structure

Integrate
Data-sources < =

A4

Standardized indices ]

Table 2

Targets

Asses values

Asses values

Indicators

Asses progress
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Policy instruments  Geographic

scope
CBD (CBD 2010) Global
Ramsar (Ramsar 2012) Global

CMS (UNEP CMS 2014) Global

Habitats Directive (EC 2011) EU

Birds Directive (EEA 2011) EU

MSFD (EC 2008; 2010) EU

WED (EC 2000) EU

EBV classes
GC SP
100%  100%
50% 100%
75% 100%
0% 67%
0% 100%
0% 100%
0% 100%

ST

100%

67%

67%

0%

50%

17%

33%

CC

100%

100%

50%

0%

0%

100%

100%

EF

100%

100%

100%

25%

25%

75%

50%

ES

100%

100%

100%

65%

67%

100%

67%
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Records 21 - 40 of 65

Predicted Distributional Changes to IUCN Red List Species

Presented below is a set of three maps. The first two maps show predicted native distribution for the current period and the year 2100 of known threatened species with an
IUCN threat status of either vulnerable (VU), endangered (EN) or critically endangered (CR) as of version 2014.1. The area where a species is predicted to occur is based
only on the species’ environmental preferences which AquaMaps uses to estimate probabilitites of occurrence. It does not take into consideration other factors such as
migration patterns. Predicted 2100 distribution is based on the IPCC SRES A2 scenario.

The third map shows the projected change in habitat suitability within a species’ natural range by the year 2100. Click on the map to zoom and view the chart of area
estimates according to change in habitat suitability in the species’ distributional range.

Search AquaMaps | Close window

«Previous page

Next pages Show all records

Sortby:  Scientificname ¢ Commonname ¢ IUCN Status

F
F

Scientific Name C‘,’":r'n“g“ Picture s::laﬁ‘s Predicted Native Distribution Predicted 2100 Distribution Change in Habitat Suitability
Gadus morhua Atlantic cod vu
by Morris, P.
Ga'!eorhmus Tope shark U
galeus
by SeaFIC
Gymnura altavela Spiny butlerfly vu
ray
by Flescher, D.
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Predicted Change in Species Counts of Marine Bony Fishes in the North Sea

Aqua A (Year 2100)

This map shows predicted changes in species counts for each half-degree cell in the North Sea by the year 2100.
Species included here are limited to those with = 50% probability of finding suitable habitat and environmental
conditions in the area. Lists corresponding to species likely to be lost, retained and those considered to be new
entrants are also provided.

Close window
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More information on change in biodiversity:
No. of species currently predicted in the North Sea that are also predicted in year 2100 (retained): 269
No. of species currently predicted in the North Sea that are no longer predicted in year 2100 (lost): 18

No. of species predicted in the North Sea in year 2100 that are not currently predicted there (new entrant). 29
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Publication in the “Green week” issue of ‘The Paliar:nent
Magazine’

NUMBER OF SPECIES

PER GRID CELL OR GAINED

224-251 31to045
196- 223 16 to0 30
168-195 Tto15
141-167 0

-1to-15
113-140
-16 to-30
85-112
-31to-45

57-84 -46 10 -60

28-56 -61to-75

NUMBER LOST
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Attract and convince...

To attract and convince, the portal does not necessarily
need to do many things, but it needs to do at least one
thing very well, be user friendly and visually attractive.

Firstly focus on an existing assessment or reporting
task?
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So....
...what tools and interfaces will we use to
attract others?
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JOIN, or DIE



