Winners, losers and conservation priorities

|ldentifying which species require most assistance to survive climate change
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Managing change, rather that
preserving the past

Vegetation types?
Community composition?
Goods and services?

Species — building blocks of new
communities and community-based
goods and services
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OBSERVED WITHIN RECENT DISTRIBUTION

STAGE 1. OBSERVED CHANGES IN CLIMATE-RELATED IMPACT CONFIDENCE IN ASSESSMENT
RECENT/HISTORICAL RANGE

if | score | if |
T.A Dechine in distribution and/or SUUNARDTE Der =7 %o, P o = PonnlAben Tanein S &t G oeatiene o] 7

deca

Proceed to LB

Confidence in decllne

«« Rate of declinein recentrange
Proceed fo
1. Dii data
LB Linkage between decline and climate? One or Yes Proceed to LCi | Good = if Yes, strong statistical linkage for one of the factors ¥
more of: in LB; or moderate linkage for two or mone,
- latitudinal, elevational trends Mo Proceed fo if No, good evidence that any observed decline in
Lo i £ | LDii igo thyligon gr ghundange i o linkgd woclipngte
< Link to climate Confidencein'link
- in line with climate-projected changes Poor - if Yes, moderate linkage for one of the factors in LB; X
- population dynamics and trends comrelated with or weak linkage for two or more.
climatic variation — if Mo, moderate evidence that any observed decline in
distribution or abundance is nor linked to climate
I.C Exacerbating factors: existing status and other | LCi Extent 20,000 km’, Area Yes+l | Proceed to LCii Giood <
exacerbating observed trends already known to be occupied <2,000 km?, Poor X
taking place I"upulalmn S1ZE < IU 000, OF. Mo, 0
LN o T I.ﬂ
Exacerbating factors s | ™= | i i
interactions C f d t h
g t, expanding Ma, 0 O n I en C e I n eS e
enemy), Habilat contracting,
Other species-specific losses |
LD Observed impact summary: IMPACT SUMMARY OVERALL CONFIDENCE
Score CAT if Score (b) CAT (p)
(a) (o)
LDi Sum of 1A, LCi and LCii =3=3 | VERY HIGH For spp with =1% decline, 1. A=v & 1.B=v 3 GOOD
scores (provided B = Yes) (& relevant L.C=+" when threat affected by
L.C)
[.A 1""L:anlx. for l.pp with =1% decline
2 HIGH [ Spp e, LA=+ QR LB=v MEDIUM
Impact summary e Qverall confidence
LA=v"& LB=+
(& relevant LC=x when threat category
affected by 1.C)
LDii A score=10 ORB=MNo 0 LOW LA=x & L.B=X 1 POOR
(from climate | =0 eeeemeeee
change) L.A=¥" OR LB=¥ (& relevant

1.C= x when threat affected by LC)

LA

= x only for spp with <1% decline




PROJECTED WITHIN RECENT DISTRIBUTION

STAGE 1. PROJECTED CLIMATE-
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Northern Brown Argus

 Observed decline: very high threat (3),
with good confidence (3)

* Projected decline: very high threat (3),

with medium confidence (2, no suitable
2080 climate projected in UK for med-high climate

scenarios; little for 2080-low; Settele et al. 2008)
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Threat & Benefit
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Threat & Benefit

Framework for SPECIES

Climate-related decline in existing
range
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Classification — conservation strategies

Species-specific needs

Works in Britain
European perspective is needed



Need to start going through the
European species

« Shopping list of globally-threatened
European species

* Then develop conservation adaptation
strategies

* Avoid “species-lite” approaches that may
principally benefit species that are not
threatened
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