Biodiversity Conservation and Poverty Reduction

Terms of Reference for “State of Knowledge Reviews”

1. Background

There has been a long-running debate on the links between environment and development. Only recently, however, has the debate focussed specifically on the possible links between biodiversity conservation and poverty reduction. In 2002, the Convention on Biological Diversity (CBD) adopted a target “to achieve by 2010 a significant reduction of the current rate of biodiversity loss at the global, regional and national level as a contribution to poverty alleviation and to the benefit of all life on earth.” 
But to what extent does conserving biodiversity/reducing biodiversity loss actually contribute to poverty alleviation?

There is a diversity of opinion as to the nature and scale of biodiversity conservation-poverty reduction links. Claims are often made on the basis of a limited number of case studies, limited number of contexts or localised definitions of success or failure in conservation or poverty reduction. 

To better understand the biodiversity conservation-poverty reduction linkages we need to better understand what the current state of knowledge really is, what evidence claims and counter claims are based on, and what is assumption rather than fact. This information can then be used as contribution to efforts to determine what the key research gaps and practical needs are in order to maximise the synergies between these two challenging international policy objectives.

IIED and UNEP-WCMC are thus organising an international symposium in April 2010 to explore the current state of knowledge and to challenge some of the prevailing myths and assumptions about conservation-poverty links.  This two-day symposium  - to be hosted by the Zoological Society of London in its Scientific Meetings series - will take the form of a mixture of paper presentations, commissioned “state of knowledge” reviews, posters and case studies. IIED is now interested to commission this series of reviews. 

2. Scope of the State of Knowledge reviews

The purpose of the state of knowledge reviews is to explore what is known about often-cited biodiversity-poverty relationships, what the evidence base is, what is assumed but not proven, and what the key research gaps are.
The reviews will focus on a three key themes:

1. The geographical overlap between biodiversity and poverty: This review should pull together the substantial body of work that has been done in terms of mapping the coincidence of areas of high biodiversity and high poverty AND areas of high conservation interest (which do not necessarily coincide with high biodiversity areas) and high poverty. Currently different studies use different indicators, priority setting mechanisms and scales of analysis and so the review will need to highlight these differences in order to clarify the different claims that are made about the existence – or lack – of an overlap.

[This review will be undertaken by UNEP-WCMC]

2. Dependence of the poor on biodiversity: A general comment is often made that it is the poor who are the most dependent on biodiversity. However “the poor” is a group of people that can vary hugely in composition depending on how poverty is defined. Further more it is not a homogeneous group and there may be specific groups of “poor” that are more dependent that others – eg forest dwellers. This review should attempt to provide clarity to this assertion. The review should also address the following key questions:

· Is it diversity that is important – in terms of the opportunities it presents for livelihood resilience and/or its contribution to the maintenance of broader ecosystem services? Or is it specific biodiversity components? 

· Which “bits” of biodiversity are most and least important to which groups of poor people?
· How do these findings compare with the current focus of conservation efforts?

3. Biodiversity as a mechanism for poverty reduction. The 2010 target uses poverty alleviation as one rationale for biodiversity conservation. The 2005 World Resources Report “The Wealth of the Poor” takes a more positive stance and sees ecosystem management as a potential route out of poverty. Others are more sceptical and warn that dependence on biodiversity could be a poverty trap. This review should explore the contexts under which biodiversity can be a poverty trap, safety net or route out of poverty in order to assess what is the real scale of poverty reduction potential? As with the previous review this should also attempt to provide more clarity on which elements of  biodiversity, which groups of poor people, which contexts/locations.

3. Individual/Organisational Requirements for Undertaking Reviews

Each of these reviews requires an assessment of the existing literature (including both published and grey literature) and a synthesis of the information collected to address the questions raised. The reviews should provide clarity on differences in opinion on key issues by highlighting the indicators used, the extent of the evidence base, the scope of case studies reviewed and any differences in definitions of key terms. In each case the reviews should clearly describe: 

· What is the assumption (including claims and counter-claims)?

· What is the evidence base for the claim/assumption? 

· What differences of opinion exist and who holds these difference opinions?

· What is the reason for the differences? (difference indicators, different case studies etc)

· Where are the knowledge gaps?

Reviewers will need to be familiar with – and have access to – the international literature and have familiarity with the various research organisations and other interest groups working in this field in order to fully capture the information needed to successfully conduct these reviews.  Reviewers should also be able to demonstrate an ability to assimilate and synthesise information and to present this clearly and systematically.

Reviewers will be expected to provide a full report of their findings to IIED and also to present a summary of the findings at the 2010 symposium and prepare a 4-5000 word book chapter for anticipated subsequent publication. 

4. Budget and time frame

A budget of up to £15,000 per review is available. Interested parties are invited to submit a short proposal by 29 September 2009 indicating the approach they would take to conducting the review and their qualifications for doing so - based on the requirements above. IIED will commission the reviews by 10 October 2009.

Once commissioned the following deadlines will apply:

· A draft report should be submitted by end of January 2010 and a final report by end of March 2010. 

· The symposium dates are April 28th-29th 2010. This will be followed by a Poverty and Conservation Learning Group meeting on April 30th to discuss the outcomes of the symposium and to debate a future research agenda. The reviewer will be expected to attend both the symposium and the follow-up meeting.

· A draft book chapter should be prepared by end of May 2010 and finalised by end of June 2010. 

Proposals should be submitted to Dilys Roe (dilys.roe@iied.org) and cc’d to Matt Walpole (matt.walpole@unep-wcmc.org) and Joanna Elliott (Joanna.elliott@ukonline.co.uk). 

