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Welcome

Water JPI Thematic Annual Programming (TAP) Action 

AQUATAP_ES

3rd Workshop

Welcome
Miguel ÁngelGilarranzRedondo

Water JPI Vice Chair 

16th June 2020 

9.30am -13.00 (CEST) 
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Ground Rules

Ʒ Please keep your 
Microphone Muted and 
your Camera Off unless you 
have the floor

Ʒ To comment, ask a 
question or ask for the 
floor, please use the chat 
Function 
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Important

ƷChat Messages are visible to ALL

ƷChat Messages will be Exported

ƷOnly Speakers should share their screen
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Agenda
Part I Plenary Session: Water JPI AQUATAP_ES Midterm results  
9.30am ς 9.35am: Welcome: Miguel Ángel Gilarranz Redondo, Water JPI Vice Chair  
9.35am ς 9.45am: Aims of the workshop & Reflections on our Short Term Goal achievements 
- our first year: Mary Kelly-Quinn (AQUATAP_ES Coordinator) 
9.45-10.00am 

¶ Policy Brief with stakeholder input and next steps: Mary Kelly-Quinn  
 

Part II Mid-Term Goals Mary Kelly Quinn 
Session 1 Compilation of data and modelling needs 
10.00 am ς 11.00am:  

¶ Data: What ecosystem services data do we need & what should be prioritised for 
collection: José María Bodoque del Pozo  

 
11.00-11.15: Coffee Break 15 mins 

11.15 ς 12.15 

¶ Modelling: The role of modelling in ecosystem services, & what models are available 
and of use? Michael Bruen  
 

Session 2- Guidance on developing decision-support tools 
12.15 - 12.45 

¶ Importance of Decision-support Tools Ψ{ŜǘǘƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ {ŎŜƴŜΩ: Christian Feld  
 

Part III Next Steps 
12.45 ς 13:00 Lisa Sheils 

¶ Hand Over of Scientific Coordinator Role to Jose from Mary (Miguel)  

¶ Recap to the audience by TAP Action members on session 

¶ Date for next meeting (another ½ virtual meeting) for DSS in September/October. 
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Part I: Plenary Session

Water JPI AQUATAP_ES Midterm results 

Aims of the workshop & Reflections on our Short Term 
Goal achievements - our first year

Mary Kelly-Quinn (AQUATAP_ES Coordinator)
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Part I Plenary Session: Aims of the Workshop & Reflections 
on AQUATAP-ES Short-term Goal Achievements

Mary Kelly-Quinn

Workshop June 16th 2020
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AQUATAP-ES 

Overall Goal - Informing Policy & Practice
AQUATAP_ES  will seek to foster integration of the 

ecosystem service concept/ framework into decision-making 

relating to the management of aquatic resources.  This will 

necessitate consideration of:

1. who the key stakeholders are and their needs,

2. information needs, e.g. policy briefs, 

3. data needs and tools (e.g. numerical models, decision 

support tools) and training.
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Strategic Approach and Expected Outputs
The Implementation Plan is divided in 3 periods:

June 2019-Jan2020 (short term) 

1. Mapping of TAP expertise ðJune 2019

2. Submission to BiodivERsaSutherland Scan ðJune 2019

3. Input to the Water JPI Consultative SRIA Workshop ðOctober 
2019

4. Mapping of TAP impact ðOctober 2019

5. Development of a draft policy brief ðJanuary 2020

February ðSeptember 2020 (mid term)

1. Compilation of data and modelling needs ðJune 2020

2. Guidance on developing decision-support tools/principles

for decision making  - November 2020

October 2020 -June 2021 (long term) 

1. Stakeholder workshop ðApril 2021

All deliverables must be completed before the end of June 2021

Workshop 2

Workshop 3/4
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What have we completed?
Planned Outputs 

Implementation Plan

Other Outputs

Mapping of TAP expertise ð

June 2019

Paper completed for Springer Encyclopediaof the UN Sustainable Development 

Goals. Clean Water and Sanitation: Title: Role of the Ecosystem Services Approach & 

Natures Contributions to People (NCP) in supporting the achievementof SDG6 targets ð

February 2020

Input to Biodiversa Sutherland 

Horizon Scan as a group ðJune 

2019

Accepted as Host for Session @ 3rd ESP Europe Conference, (spring 2021) 'Progress 

and challenges in the operationalisation of the ecosystem services approach  for aquatic 

resources managementõ ðapplication March 2020

Mapping of TAP impact ð

October 2019

Feedback on the Handbook on the Use of Scenarios in Support of Decision-making 

(BiodivScen, BiodivERsA-Belmont Forum action) ðMay 2020

Input to the Water JPI 

Consultative SRIA Workshop ð

October 2019

Sought & compiled feedback on the draft policy brief - March-May 2020

Policy Brief ðdraft Feb. 2020 Contact made with various initiatives/projects

õ

Workshops: June 2019 (http://www.waterjpi.eu/implementation/thematic-activities/water-jpi-tap-action/water-jpi-first-

tap-action-kick-off ) and November 2019 (http://www.waterjpi.eu/implementation/thematic-activities/water-jpi-tap-

action/2nd-aquatap-es-tap-action-on-ecosystem-services-workshop)    Logo designed

http://www.waterjpi.eu/implementation/thematic-activities/water-jpi-tap-action/water-jpi-first-tap-action-kick-off
http://www.waterjpi.eu/implementation/thematic-activities/water-jpi-tap-action/2nd-aquatap-es-tap-action-on-ecosystem-services-workshop
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Ʒ Definitions

Ʒ Introduction

Ʒ Sustainable Development Goals 6 

ôClean Water and Sanitationõ

Ʒ Ecosystem Services Approach and NCP

Ʒ Ecosystem services underpinning the 

SDG 6 targets 

Ʒ Ecosystem degradation challenges 

achievement of SDG 6 goals

Ʒ What can evidence on the status and 

trends in ES / NCP tell us about progress 

towards achieving the SDG 6 targets?

Ʒ How can insights from ecosystem 

services and the ecosystem services 

approach be capitalised on to help 

achieve SDG 6 goals - Opportunities & 

Evidence?

Ʒ Conclusions
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Policy Brief
Short document outlining the 

opportunities the ecosystem services 

approach offers for improved 

protection or management of aquatic 

resources.

Sent to stakeholders for 
comment

Questions asked

Ʒ 1. Does the Brief adequately explain the 
ecosystem services approach (ESA)?

Ʒ 2. Is the format helpful?Should it be 
longer?

Ʒ 3. Does the Brief present convincing 
arguments for the ESA?

Ʒ 4. Does it fill a policy information gap?

Ʒ 6. Other suggestions?
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Respondents
Name Affiliation

Bernd Gawlik DG Joint Research Centre

Nicolas Hette-Tronquart, Julien Gauthey, 
Benedicte Augeard

French Biodiversity Agency/Service mobilisation de la recherche, 
Institute de Recherche pour le Developpement, France

Ronan Uhel European Environment Agency

Kati Vierikko Finnish Environment Institute

llKaHeikkinen Nature Conservation Adviser in Ministry of Environment, Finland

Water management practitioner Germany

Margaret McCarthy on behalf of Errol Close
Department of Communications, Climate Action & Environment, 
Ireland

Ray Spain Local Authority Waters Programme (LAWPRO), Ireland

.ŜǊƴƛŜ hΩCƭŀƘŜǊǘȅ Local Authority Waters Programme, Ireland

James McVeigh et al. LAWPRO Community Water Officers, Ireland

Wayne Trodd Environmental Protection Agency, Ireland

{ƘŀƴŜ hΩ.ƻȅƭŜκ/ŀǘƘŜǊƛƴŜ .ǊŀŘƭŜȅκ IǳƎƘ 
Feeley

Environmental Protection Agency, Ireland

Donal Daly Environmental Protection Agency, Ireland (retired)

Elvira deEyto Marine Institute, Ireland

/ƭƛƻƴŀ hΩ.ǊƛŜƴ National Parks & Wildlife Service, Ireland
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Key Points/Recommendations

Does the Brief adequately explain the ESA?

Generally yes, with some suggestions:

ü Identify the key users & target the Brief in terms of language, content & style. 

Should we produce content tailored for difference audiences?

What audiences do we want to concentrate on?  

ü State the objectives of the Brief in the introduction.

Do the objectives vary with the user?

ü Identify & state the key messages at the start of the Brief.

What are those messages?

ü Include a practical example (other than drinking water) of an ES and how it 

affects our lives.

ü Omit jargon & specialist technical terms.
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Key Points/Recommendations

Is the format helpful?  Should it be longer?

The majority agreed 2 pages was the most effective length (could stretch to 

3 pages if needed).  Some suggestions:

ü Identify & state the key messages at the start of the Brief.

Needs to pull out those messages.

ü Quite wordy, needs to be snappier. 

Can be achieved?

ü Use diagrams/images to catch/focus attention/cut down on text.

Need to identify effective diagrams.

ü Definitions on side bars highlighted as useful.

ü Improve visual appeal ðconsult with communicationõs expert.

Any contacts that might help?
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Key Points/Recommendations

Convincing arguments for the ESA?

Generally yes, some suggestions for improvement:

ü Make the points raised to support the ESA relevant for the target audiences.

Needs to revisit points 1-8 on page 2.

ü Avoid highly technical terminology, provide practical examples.

Need to identify a few key examples.

ü Highlight the downside/challenges.

ü Consider incentives and obstacles.

Does it fill a policy information gap?

ôCommunicating the benefits of the ESA to policy makers and other decision makers is a 

task that needs to be doneõ. 

ü Each policy has a different information gap

What are the key policy areas for this Brief?
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What next?

Need volunteers for a subgroup to work up a revised Brief

Timeline?

End of August 2020?

Distribution ðHow?
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Addressing the mid-term goals

February ðSeptember 2020 

1. Compilation of data and modelling needs

2. Guidance on developing decision-support 

tools/principles for decision making
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Part II: Compilation of data and modelling needs
Session 1

Compilation of data and modelling needs

Why are we doing this exercise?

To inform the collection of relevant ES data and 
in turn determine our output 

from the  workshop 


