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Network

of knowledge

To address the short- and long-term impacts of biodiversity changes, a better knowledge basis for science-
policy interfaces is crucial, as Dr Carsten Nef3hover, Dr Rob Jongman and Dr Stefan Schindler explain

What are the objectives of the project
BiodiversityKnowledge and what needs does
it address?

CN: The main objective of the project stems
from a long-term observation regarding
European knowledge on biodiversity and
ecosystem services. There is plenty of it, which
should make informed actions possible in all
policy areas; but information and knowledge

is still scattered across many different types

of institutions. Thus, the main aim is to
construct a Network of Knowledge we call
‘BiodiversityKnowledge”: a meta-network of
institutions’ knowledge, ensuring a high quality
and broad scope of the knowledge available,
while at the same time acknowledging the
expertise of these institutions and their experts.

How does the BiodiversityKnowledge
approach seek to overcome the challenges of
creating a multifaceted network? How does
it adopt a new approach?

SS: The idea for a Network of Knowledge was
set up by the European Platform for Biodiversity
Research Strategy (EPBRS). Thus, it is based

on an established platform for biodiversity
research, which has gathered experience and
overviews on European biodiversity knowledge
holders and users over the last 12 years. The
project will build on these experiences and
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will include a suite of methods (eg. adaptive
management and systematic scientific reviews)
for assessing knowledge across different
disciplines. We will test them in policy-
relevant case studies, to assess these methods’
performance.

Who do you anticipate will be the principal
end-users of the developed Network of
Knowledge?

RJ: The principal end-user of the Network of
Knowledge will be the policy institutions at
European and global levels, but it is also possible
that policy institutions at the national level will
profit in those countries where such networks do
not yet function well. The main European users
are the European Environment Agency (EEA) and
the European Commission DGs, who in this way
can have improved direct contact with research
groups in all European countries. The project

has been set up from the heart of biodiversity
research management in DG Research, in
interaction with DG Environment: they are the
first which expressed the need for this interface.
The European Platform for Biodiversity Research
Strategy (EPBRS), in which DG Research and
research groups in Europe cooperate, has

been instrumental for this. When the Seventh
Framework Programme (FP7) started in 2008,
the European Biodiversity Observation Network
project (EBONE) strongly confirmed the need for

this interface, so | am glad we now can strengthen
this between EBONE and BiodiversityKnowledge.

To what extent is BiodiversityKnowledge
concerned with improving science-policy
interfaces so that short-term issues can be
better addressed and ultimately resolved?
What kind of issues might this help address?

SS: BiodiversityKnowledge aims to develop a
functioning ‘science part’ of a European science-
policy interface on biodiversity issues. Short-
term issues are the most difficult challenge, as it
is impossible in a very short time to test different
solutions or to perform thorough systematic
reviews. In a time-pressured scenario, it might
even be difficult to make a complex system like
a Network of Knowledge run, but we believe
strongly that through BiodiversityKnowledge

we will develop an approach that leads to better
results than the current ‘phone call to a single
expert’ — probably the most commonly used
method today for addressing short-term issues.
Short-term issues might include compensation
measures for impacts on biodiversity and the
influence of biofuel production on biodiversity.
Currently emerging topics are identified through
horizon scans and examples from the latest
global horizon scan include issues such as

nitric acid rain, protected area failure, climate
governance, and denial of biodiversity loss.

What are your hopes regarding the duration
and benefits of the project? What tangible
impact do you expect to have made by the
time of its completion?

CN: Our aims for this project over the next
three years are challenging ones. If we can
propose a suitable framework for a future
Network of Knowledge on biodiversity,
supported by many institutions, it would be
great. We know from policy makers that they
see the need for such a structure, so we feel a

strong responsibility to deliver. \
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While the quality of biodiversity research
being undertaken in Europe is of a high
standard, knowledge is currently diffused
across disciplines, scales, and a huge
array and quantity of institutions or
individuals. With a view to ensuring
this knowledge becomes accessible
while also acknowledging the

work of those who contribute

to it, NeRhover believes

that inclusion through the

Network of Knowledge’s

inception will be key:

“Policy makers and

decision  makers,

as potential
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DEVELOPING A KNOWLEDGE
NETWORK FOR EUROPEAN EXPERTISE
ON BIODIVERSITY AND ECOSYSTEM
SERVICES TO INFORM POLICY MAKING
AND ECONOMIC SECTORS

OBJECTIVES

To develop a framework for a scientific
Network of Knowledge on biodiversity and
ecosystem services to inform policy making
and others societal actors.

PARTNERS

UFZ, Germany * NERC, UK « RBINS, Belgium
+ CIIMAR, Portugal « NIOZ, The Netherlands *
FRB, France * Alterra, Netherlands « UNIVIE,
Austria < NINA, Norway « CSIC, Spain « IEB
HAS, Hungary « ECNC, Netherlands - Bangor,
UK « EVINBO, Belgium * EAA, Austria » SYKE,
Finland < BEC, Ireland « VLIZ, Belgium

FUNDING

Funded under the European Commission’s
Seventh Framework Programme (FP7)
Coordination Action. Project no. 265299

CONTACT

Dr Carsten Ne[3hover
Project Coordinator

Department of Conservation Biology
Helmholtz-Zentrum fiir Umweltforschung
GmbH - UFZ

Permoserstraf3e 15

04318 Leipzig

Germany

T +49 341 235 1649
F +49 341235 1470
E carsten.nesshoever@ufz.de

www.biodiversityknowledge.eu

DR CARSTEN NESSHOVER is deputy head
of the Department of Conservation Biology
at the Helmholtz Centre for Environmental
Research (UFZ) in Leipzig. He is working

to improve the science-policy interface for
biodiversity.

DR ROB H G JONGMAN is a landscape
ecologist at Wageningen UR working in
applied biodiversity research. He currently
develops biodiversity data harmonisation and
collection systems in Europe.

MAG DR STEFAN SCHINDLER is research
assistant at the Department of Conservation
Biology, Vegetation and Landscape Ecology of
the University of Vienna. He is coordinator of
the Austrian Platform for Biodiversity Research
(BDFA) and Austrian delegate to EPBRS.

Biodiversity
Knowledge

INTERNATIONAL INNOVATION

AS POLICY-RELEVANT AS POSSIBLE

ANTICIPATING IPBES

COOPERATION, NOT COMPETITION

YOUR EXPERTISE IS NEEDED!
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