
 

 

 
 

EPBRS meeting, November 18-19: 
 “Positive Visions for Biodiversity”: The Role of Research 

November 18-19 2010 
Management Centre Europe, Brussels, Belgium 

 
Participants 

• 60 participants are currently registered  (including 20 EPBRS delegates , 14 
people who will not have attended the first 2 days). See the list of participants in 
annex) 

 
Objective: 
How can biodiversity research in Europe address the needs identified in the first 
phase and help reach the vision developed in the first part of the meeting? 
 
Question 1: What Scientific knowledge do we NOT have today that will be essential 
in the next decade and beyond to achieve our visions? 
 

Question 2: How do we most effectively conduct research in an interdisciplinary 
way to tackle these essential research topics? are the necessary expertise, institutions, 
educational programmes, financial schemes ready/available? If not, how can they be 
developed, reached, or engaged? 
 
 
Products 
At the meeting, we propose not to go into development of statements or refined sentences 
that always take time debating about dots and commas, but to focus on answering each 
question with a set of about 10 simple key ideas on a bulleted action point format. The 
plenary voting would give priority to these action points. 
 
The last session of the meeting will look into development of some refined and targeted 
products using the ideas generated at the meeting: 

• an opinion paper, or a short article, developed by EPBRS to target some specific 
audiences.  

• Develop action to impact FP8 
• The Action Plan of the Research Strategy EPBRS has just launched taking in 

consideration the results of the 2 questions 
• Develop communication toolkit:  

o A poster to illustrate the needed research/ flyers 
o A ppt presentation or keynote 
o Prepare a presentation in the EU parliament 



 

 

 
In the introduction there will be an explanation on these targeted products and at the end 
of the meeting volunteers will be asked to join task forces to finalise the products based 
on the bulleted actions. 
 
Target audience for the refined targeted products: 

1- Scientists 
2- Research Funding agencies 
3- Research organisations/ Educational Institutions 
4- Stakeholders such as Civil Society, Business 
5- Policy makers 
6- Medias to draw attention on biodiversity research? 

 
Methodology: 
• Separate the assembly in 4-6 break-out groups of about 10-15 participants 

 
• For the first and second question, each group discusses the same question at the 

same time during 2 hours (the discussions aim at starting with a real open 
brainstorming first hour; and then develop clear bulleted ideas and/or action 
points making use of flipcharts and post-its).  Two facilitators for each group 
will make sure the ideas/action points are clearly identified and recorded. 
 

• Brainstorming technique: participants will be asked to think for themselves and 
write down on a post-it 2 ideas to answer the question, facilitators will work with 
participants to merge/clarify the ideas. Attention will be on expressing a clear 
idea in each bullet and not on specific wording. 

 
• At the end of the 2 hour-discussion, the facilitators gather and bring together the 

results/ flipcharts of the discussions.  They put on a powerpoint presentation the 
bullets and, if necessary, some are merged together. Attention will be on 
expressing a clear idea in each bullet rather than on specific wording. 

 
• The results are presented in a plenary for further discussion, validation of the 

merged bullets, and some prioritization might be done through simple voting 
(Forms where participants are asked to write the 3-5 top ones for them)  

 
The results for each question will be the list of bullet points generated by the 3 groups 
and some prioritization. 
 
 

 
 

 



 

 

 
Question 1: What scientific knowledge do we NOT have today that will be essential 
in the next decade and beyond to achieve our visions? 
 
Each group develops up to 20 essential (cutting edge) research topics (2 per vision theme) 
The format should be bullet points with clear explanation of the research topic.  
 
Possible sub-questions:  

- What research will it be essential to continue in each of these areas? 
- What innovative research (not just topics, but also type of research) would be 

needed? 
 

Question 2: How do we most effectively conduct research to tackle these essential 
research topics? Are the necessary expertise, institutions, educational programmes, 
financial schemes ready/available? If not, how can they be developed, reached, or 
engaged? 
 
Example of other sub-questions: 

- How can we conduct research in an interdisciplinary way to meet these needs? 
- How can we increase integration of research results in policy, management, 

conservation? 
 

- What strategies do we need to enact to increase both attractiveness of this research 
agenda and increase the funding to support these essential areas of research1? : 

o How do we bring back Biodiversity research on the EU policy agendas? 
o How is the current funding scheme matching the needs? 
o How do we catch the climate change “locomotive”? 
o How do we diversify funding sources for biodiversity research in Europe? 
o How do we exploit the vision to promote funding and action on research? 

 
For the third working session there will be 4 groups, each working group addresses 
a specific product to start the work on how the results of the first two questions can 
be used to target specific audiences and in a specific format: 
WG1: Opinion paper/article: aim, audience, content 
WG2: Communication materials: How do we get the message across (audiences, type of 
products to develop, content) 
WG3: Action plan for the EPBRS Research strategy taking in consideration results of the 
first questions 
WG4: Specific action to impact FP8

                                                
1 Brainstorming about what actions shall be taken to identify divers potential sources of 
funding and how we could engage them (Private foundations,  
private sector…) 
 



 

 

 
 
PROGRAMME: 
 
Thursday 18 November 
09:00 – 10:30  Introductions  

One keynote explaining the process and results of the 
previous days (20’) (E. Balian/M. Sharman) 

Short discussion and hopes/expectations for the meeting 
(10’) 

One keynote from FRB meeting on :  Future of 
Biodiversity/Future of Society. The speaker will have 
attended the first 2 days and will make links with the vision 
(15’). (Xavier Leroux) 

One keynote on results of Nagoya. The speaker will have 
attended the first 2 days and will make links with the vision  
(15’). (Carsten Neßhöver) 
Longer discussion on what really stands out as 
important/notable from the first phase results, From the 
French meeting, from Nagoya (30) 

10:30- 11:00   Coffee Break 
11:00 - 13:00 Presentation working groups and of what will be done with 

the results (20’) 
Question 1 Breakout groups 

13:00 - 14:00 Lunch (rapporteurs bring together results) 
14:00 - 16:00 Plenary discussion on Question 1 on the results on the 

break-out groups and prioritization (Chair?) 
16:00 – 16:30   Coffee Break 

16:30 - 18:30   Question 2 Break-out  groups 
rapporteurs bring together results at the end of the session 

18:30- 19:00   Evolution Day 1 
 

19h30    Dinner at Restaurant La Manufacture 
  



 

 

Friday 19 November 
09:00 - 10:00 Question 2 Break-out  groups: wrap-up 

10:00 - 11:00 Plenary Discussion on Question 2 results  
11:00 - 11:30    Coffee break  

11:30 - 13:00 Plenary Discussion on Question 2 results  
13:00 - 14:00 Lunch   

14:00 - 16:00 Break-out groups on the products 
16:00 - 16:30 Coffee break 

16:30 – 17:30 Presentation of the results on products  
Designate task force to finalized products: time frame, 
volunteers… 

 Evaluation of these 2 days 

Announcement of Next Hungarian EPBRS meeting 
  

17:30-18:30 Short EPBRS SC meeting 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 

 

 
Registered Participants  
 
Name   Organisation Country 

Luan Ahmetaj Albanian Association of Organic Horticulture- 
Bioplant Albania Albania 

Per Backe-Hansen Research Council of Norway Norway 
Veronique Biunkens  Belgium 

Cécile Blanc FRB - French Foundation for Research on 
Biodiversity France 

Meriem Bouamrane UNESCO France 
Christian Lévêque IRD France 
Catherine Cibien MAB France FRANCE 
Luc De Meester K.U.Leuven Belgium 
Michel ETIENNE INRA France 
Viktor Gasso Dnipropetrovsk National University Ukraine 
Claude-
Anne Gauthier FRB France 

Carlo Heip Royal Netherlands Institute of Sea Research The 
Netherlands 

Christoph Hauser Museum für Naturkunde - Leibniz Institute Germany 
Astrid Kaemena European Commission EU 
Thomas Koetz European Commission EU 

Horst Korn German Federal Agency for Nature 
Conservation Germany 

Eric Lambin UCL - Economist Belgium 

Xavier LE ROUX FRB - French Foundation for Research on 
Biodiversity  France 

Maurice Leponce Royal Belgian Institute of Natural Sciences Belgium 
Alexandra Lux Institute for Social Ecological Reserach (ISOE) Germany 
Dimitra Manou Aristotle University of Thessaloniki Greece 
Koen Martens Royal Belgian Institute of natural Sciences Belgium 
Sylvia Martinez Swiss Biodiversity Forum Switzerland 
Yiannis Matsinos University of the Aegean Greece 

Claus Mayr NABU, Nature and Biodiversity Conservation 
Union Belgium 

Dr Eduard Muller Rector Universidad para la Cooperacion 
Internacional Costa Rica 

Robert J Naiman University of Washington USA 
Carsten Nesshoever UFZ  Germany 
Thomas Nilsson Swedish Environmental Protection Agency Sweden 
Ursula Oswald Spring CRIM-National University of Mexico Mexico 



 

 

Julius Oszlanyi Institute of Landscape Ecology of the Slovak 
Academy of Sciences Slovakia 

Axel Paulsch UFZ Germany 
Flora Pelegrin Foundation for Research on Biodiversity France 

Petr Petrik Institute of Botany, Academy of Sciences of 
the Czech Republic 

Czech 
Republic 

Kristina Raab Wageningen IMARES  The 
Netherlands 

Felix Rauschmayer UFZ Helmholtz Centre for Environmental 
Research Germany 

Rupert Read University of East Anglia  Philosophy Dept. United 
Kingdom 

Julian Rode Univ. Autonoma de Barcelona  Spain 

Ricardo Rozzi Institute of Ecology & Biodiversity, Universidad 
de Magallanes & University of North Texas Chile & USA 

Federico San Bonifacio    Italy 
Luis Santamaria IMEDEA (CSIC-UIB) Spain 
Louise Scally BEC Consultants Ireland 
Peter 
Johan Schei Fridtjof Nansen Institute/past chair CBD 

SBSTTA NO 

Stefan Schindler  Austrian Biodiversity Platform  Austria 
Stefan Schroeder Federal Office for Agriculture and Food (BLE) Germany 
Hendrik Segers BBPF  Belgium 
Martin Sharman European Commission Europe 
Paul Smith Royal Botanic Gardens, Kew UK 
Isabel Sousa Pinto Ciimar, University of Porto Portugal 
Jurgen Tack Research Institute for Nature and Forest Belgium 
SImon Tillier MNHN France 
Francis Turkelboom INBO Belgium 
Noel Vella Biological Conservation Research Group Malta 

Vladimir Vershinin In-t of Plant and Animal Ecology RAS Ural 
Division Russia 

Fiorella Villani CNR-IBAF Italy 
Allan Watt Centre for Ecology and Hydrology UK 
Jacques WEBER CIRAD (FR) FRANCE 
Karin Zaunberger European Commission  EU 

 


