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Background (based on ESMERALDA DoA; state April 2015)

[bookmark: _GoBack]A Science-Policy-Society Advisory Board (SPSAB) will be established to advise the Project Coordinator and the Executive Board on the strategic scientific direction of the Project. The SPSAB will advise the project management on international developments in the scientific field. It will furthermore act as a peer-review panel with respect to new project proposals, the research results as a whole and the training and communication activities.

The SPSAB shall consist of individuals, from either the Parties that are not directly involved in the Project or third parties, who have expertise in the Field. The EB will nominate members of the SPSAB for consideration and approval by the GA. Approved members will be appointed either for the duration of the Project or for the duration of a specific task assigned to the SPSAB. The rules and agreements related to such appointments shall be formulated by the EB, which shall ensure matters of confidentiality and conflict of interest are observed. All third party members of the SPSAB shall be required sign a non-disclosure agreement. The SPSAB shall elect its own chairperson. The SPSAB shall meet once each year attached to the annual symposium and to a EB meeting. The SPSAB shall advise the PC and the EB on optimisation of resources and strategic scientific choices.


Table 1: Members for the ESMERALDA Science-Policy-Society Advisory Board (SPSAB).

	Name
	Affiliation
	Country
	Specific expertise

	Leon Braat
	Alterra
	The Netherlands
	MAES AB, MESEU 

	Neville Crossman
	CSIRO Adelaide
	Australia
	Economic ES mapping

	Markus Erhard
	European Environmental Agency
	Denmark/EU
	MAES AB, ES mapping

	Berta Martín-López
	
	Spain
	Social-ecological ES mapping

	Anne Teller
	DG Environment
	EU
	EU implementation





The role of the SPSAB shall be to:
· review progress made by the Project towards achieving the specific objectives shown in Annex I of the Grant Agreement;
· make recommendations to the EB and/or the GA with respect to modifications of the implementation Plan;
· make recommendations to the EB and/or the Ga with respect to the use or dissemination of Foreground Knowledge; and,
· provide the EB and/or the GA with advice on issues within the field at request of either the EB and/or the GA.


Regular meetings are scheduled for 07/2015, 07/2016, 07/2017. Alternatively, the meetings can also take place in combination with other relevant events (e.g. project Workshops, MAES WG meetings). Milestone 05 is part of ESMERALDA Task 1.1: Overall project coordination, Task 1.2: Project management structures and processes, Task 1.3: Project quality management (lead by CAU in co-operation with all partners).


Programme and Participants of 1st ESMERALDA SPSAB Meeting 

Place:  JRC headquarters, Rue du Champ de Mars/Marsveldstraat 21, 1050 Brussels
Participants:	- SPSAB members: Berta Martin-Lopez (BML) [after lunch], Leon Braat (LB), Neville  
                               Crossman (NC), Patrick Murphy (PM) [for Anne Teller], Markus Erhard (ME)
- ESMERALDA EB members: Joachim Maes (JM), Leena Kopperoinen (LK), Fernando   
  Santos (FS), Pavel Stoev (PS), Benjamin Burkhard (BB)
- EC representatives: Federico Nogara (FN) [Project officer DG RTD], Marco Fritz (MF)   
  [DG RTD]
- Project management office: Anja Uhlenbrok (AU) [until lunch]

Meeting schedule:

11:30	Introduction (Participants introduction, project overview, role of SPSAB)		BB  
11:45	WP2 (finalised Milestones 7-9; next steps, Workshop Riga) 			LK
12:10	WP3 (How to achieve ESMERALDA target flexible mapping methodology) 	FS
12:20	WP4 (How to employ ES mapping in integrative assessment)	         [slides by MP]
12:30	WP5 (ESMERALDA case study concept)  			                       [slides by] DG]
12:40	WP6 (ESMERALDA outreach activities, website use [also for SPSAB])		PS
12:50	Discussion

13:00	Joint lunch

14:30	Questions from ESMERALDA EB/WPs to SPSAB members
15:15	Questions and recommendations from SPSAB members to ESMERALDA EB
16:00	Discussion, future plans and next steps	
17:00	End

1. Minutes from the 1st Meeting 

The meeting starts with six overview presentations introducing the project, the role and the members of the SPSAB (BB) followed by presentations from all Work packages (WP2 LK, WP3 FS, WP4 JM based on slides from Marion Potschin, WP5 BB based on slides from Davide Geneletti, WP6 PS).

Several questions could be discussed already immediately during/after the individual presentations:
WP1:
· outermost regions: a new call from the BEST initiative was launched (MF), BB stays in contact with Karin Zaunberger (EC)
· Shall check for current environmental problems and try to find solutions based on ES (ME)
· establish panel on ecosystem mapping (lead by Markus Erhard) (BB)
· SPSAB members need access to ICP, copy slides to ICP (PS)
· SPSAB shall elect a chair person (BB)
WP2:
· Results for first project phase (stakeholder identification and networking) were presented.
· Map supply and demad for / use of ES from the point of view of sustainability (LK)
WP3:
· Tiered ES mapping approach (MAES) presented (FS)
· Many approaches, methods and tools are available, ESMERALDA consortium is aware of them and will test them in the case studies (FS) and upload maps to respective platforms (BISE, ESP-VT)
· WP3 will assess and mal social dimensions of ES; (MF) recommends to consider also indirect effects, such as job creation; JRC tool employment mapping (JM)
WP4:
· Exploit data bases (e.g. INCA), make use of CICES
· Check US FEGS (final ecosystem goods and services) and NESCS (new EPA system) compared to CICES
· Use ES and ESMERALDA methodology for trade-off assessments
WP5:
· Workshop-guiding teams should be created appropriately (LB, based on experience from TRAIN workshops) + make clear what teams are needed for which purpose.
· Consider to have Workshops longer than 2 days (LB). 
· Collect feedback from stakeholders and check their familiarity with methods (BML).
· Involve the private sector in all case studies (NC).
· Include social and economic parts and integrate them (MF).
· Consider cross-EU themes, including biodiversity, select also larger case studies (MF).
· Involve stakeholders and citizens (FN).
WP6:
· Compliments for good dissemination work (NC).
· Link to OPPLA/MAES platforms and to EU policies and new initiatives (MF).
· Include notifications from EU and from other projects (LB).
· Link up with BISE new sections (automatically), exploit personal contacts (e.g. ESP, MAES), send information to EU CORDIS, science for environmental policy, template for policy briefs with “relevance for current policy” section (PS).
· Be pro-active with ESMERALDA, e.g. in MAES (MF).
· Remember to follow the Open Access Strategy (FN). 
Further points/advices:
· Consider next EU call on nature-based solutions in 2016 (FN).
· Private sector = major user of data, engage them more, they have impact; find the major players and engage them (NC).
· IPBES involvement: e.g. for modelling and scenarios report (completed end of October; [FS is author of scenario chapter]) (NC)
· ESMERALDA very useful project (NC).
· Dedicated Workshop for business sector possible, incl. consultants (examples cement industry, SMEs around Brussels, private vs. public land, Green week (JM)
· IPBES seems currently (yet) somehow disconnected from MAES (JM)
· Consider DG ENV “Business and biodiversity platform” (MF)
· Check natural capital coalition (NC)
· More focus on food industry (MF)
· Integrate more with IPBES, i.e. with indicators, GeoBon, further international partners (BML)
· Consider Biodiversity International Partnership (comparable to BISE in EU), Aichi targets, sustainable development goals (BML)
· Link up with Future Earth and their specific ES programme (BML)
· Consider communication/dissemination also in other languages (e.g. summaries of publications in different languages) (BML)
· Consider translation in case studies (BML, offers her help also)
· Check Bayesian Belief Networks and social media data analyses applicability (BML)
· Include analyses on ecosystem conditions vs. ES; Harmonisation of biodiversity indicators project (coordinated by Henrique Pereirra; COST action) (BML)
· Include summer courses and teaching in Training and Dissemination activities (BML)
· Safeguard quality of maps corresponds with user demands, especially when Action 5 comes natural capital accounting phase (LB)
· Correspond with relevant colleagues (LB)
· National spatial scale basically useful for awareness raising; for practitioners much more detailed maps needed (LB based on experience from MESEU)
· Stakeholders wish follow-up of TRAIN events; ESMERALDA should also go for capacity building on national and local levels (LB)
· MESEU and TRAIN reports will be published soon; all information available and usable for ESMERALDA; but no harmonisation of MESAU and ESMERALDA case studies needed (LB)
· Consider also remote sensing (RS) and how it is applied in different countries (EU BON); MESEU showed that RS has been very little used (LB)
· General: ESMERALDA is a nice follow-up of MESEAU and awareness has been raised now (LB)
· Check with GIZ (Paulina Campus?) for training material on ES (NC)
· UNEP-WCMC has CD with training material (ME)
· Support streamlining targets (e.g. BD strategy, CAP, WFD, MFD); potential CAP midterm review contribution from ESMERALDA? (ME)
· Link IPBES to MAES (ME)
· BISE supports outreach of ESMERALDA (ME)
· Include ecosystem condition dimension; new overview article from Marta Perez-Soba (ME)
· Check 7. EAP (safeguarding European natural capital accounting), map and assess natural capital (ME)
· Include demand for ES in mapping (ME)
· CORINE update including linear elements will be available; SENTINEL satellite working (ME)
· Improve provisioning and regulating ES indicators (MF)
· Overall target: better decisions in policy making (e.g. urban ES and urban human well-being)(MF)
· Priority in current EU policy making: economy and employment (MF)
· Include disaster risk reduction, damage prevention, climate change, floods, live saving (MF)
· Integrate ongoing smaller activities and projects (e.g. PhD studies, co-operations) (NC)
· Exploit existing networks (EEA, JRC, other projects) and the ESP-VT (NC)
· Number of new ES maps will be quantitative indicator for ESMERALDA performance (MF and FN)

The following catalogue of questions, which has been developed by the EB, has been send to the meeting participants before in order to prepare the meeting. Most questions were not discussed in detail but dealt with within the overall discussion:
Questions from ESMERALDA EB/WPs to SPSAB members (grouped according to the different project phases:
Phase 1: Networking and stakeholder involvement
Q: Who are the key stakeholders (e.g. the Action 5 state authorities and/or the scientists carrying out the actual mapping & assessment work)?
Q: What are the key networks, projects, initiatives to be considered?
Q: Is there any priority/ranking of the type and scale of assessments that we should consider (e.g. in WPs 3 and 4)?
Q: Did we address the right stakeholders and networks (i.e. in WPs 2, 6)? 
Q: Are you interested in getting more involved and willing to co-operate?

Phase 2: Developing flexible tools for mapping and assessment
Q: Is the Tiered ES mapping approach recommended by MAES suitable?
Q: What other relevant mapping and assessment tools, methods, approaches should be considered (e.g. biophysical, economic or social approaches, trade-off and synergy assessments)?
Q: Can documenting the current use of tools/approaches be seen as a starting point for synthesis, harmonization, recommendations and standardization?
Q: How much methods/tools training is needed for the stakeholders?
Q: How to integrate ESMERALDA outcomes with existing platforms (BISE, OPPLA, ESP-VT) & projects? 
Q: Are you interested in co-operating in the tool development?

Phase 3: Testing of the tools at multiple scales for multiple users
Q: Is the ESMERALDA case study concept (i.e. problem-based) suitable for training the stakeholders for their Action 5 tasks?
Q: What kind of testing is appropriate? Presumably the tools and methods have to be ‘fit for purpose’, can we clearly define what these purposes are and therefore have some criteria for testing?
Q: What kind of training would be most useful? 
Q: What emphasis should the training give to different topics, (e.g. methods, data requirements, hands-on with tools, use of mapping and assessment to support decisions)?
Q: The case studies will address different themes (e.g. energy, water policy, green infrastructure). Are there themes that should be given priority (e.g. for their relevance for EU policy, currently under-represented themes)?
Q: Do you have advice or recommendations on how to report the activities and the findings of the case studies so as to maximise their impacts?
Q: Are you interested in co-operating in the case study work?
Q: Should ESMERALDA case studies be harmonized/cooperating with existing case studies / case study networks (MESEU, OpenNESS, Operas, MS efforts…)?

Phase 4: Guidance and methodologies to provide tailored solutions for policy implementation
Q: Is the concept of clustering the EU MS according to their support needs feasible?
Q: How tailored should the solutions actually be (e.g. problem-based, tool-based, MS-based, EU-based)?
Q: What form should the guidelines for a ‘flexible integrated assessment methodology’ take given the other literature on the topic?
Q: Are you interested in co-operating in the solutions development?

BML provided the following answers to some selected question after the meeting (per email from 23.09.2013)
1. How to integrate ESMERALDA outcomes with existing platforms and Projects?
 Keep engaged in ESMERALDA some people who also contribute to the other initiatives. 
2. Do you have recommendations on how to report the findings of case studies so as to maximise their impacts?
 Here, I think that the application of different methods in the same case studies might give the opportunity to compare the outputs of different methods in a way that we are able to identify the advantages and limitations of using different methods in different scales, contexts, etc.
3. What form should the guidelines for a flexible integrated assessment methodology take?
 The tree-diagrams that guide readers and stakeholders on the selection of the most suitable method for being applied in different contexts (in terms of resources, scale, objectives, etc) could be a relevant output. In this sense, ESMERALDA can build up on the OpenNESS results because we are now working on developing such tree diagrams for modelling, socio-cultural and monetary valuation techniques. This is part of the integration of WP3 & WP4 of OpenNESS. I could report more back after the Leuven meeting. Joachim also could report more back. We were inspired by the paper enclosed. 
4. How and where to involve AB members?
 In my case, I could contribute to support the development of social methods and integrated assessment, to workshops preparation, and to link with other networks, e.g. Future Earth. 
5. Which works can be jointly delivered?
 Here, I was thinking in different products (in joint action with OpenNESS): The analysis of social media photographs for assessing and mapping cultural services. Here, Sandra Luque in OpenNESS is leading a research action with different case studies around Europe, and Tobias Plieninger is also developing the same tool in European cultural landscapes in the context of HERCULES. I have collaborated in the development of this tool in the case study of Patagonia in OpenNESS (see the paper attached)
 The comparison of different mapping techniques based on stakeholders' knowledge. Basically, with the case studies of Sierra Nevada, Doñana, Warwickshire in OpenNESS and other case study in Poland, we aim to compare the results of the Benjamin's matrix and the deliberative PPGIS in order to identify their limitations and strengths. 
 To develop the tree-decisions diagrams for selecting methods of mapping/assessment of ESs.

Further questions (from EB):
· How and where to involve AB members? 
· Which inputs do we/the AB expect?
· Which work/products can be jointly delivered? 

End of meeting: 17:00 p.m.
Next meeting
The next meeting will take place in September 2016 in Prague (back-to-back with the ESMERALDA Workshop).
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