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'What do | hope to collect?

1. Local data for cross scale analysis, 2. Understandingrelation (?) urban ecosystems
and social ecological systems

1.an wide EU operationalisation of the urban-MAES framework, 2. a collaborative
community of practices

1. a better understanding on how local implementation of Gl can be enhanced,
specifically driving factors at local level (beliefs and values,
language/communication, indicators that are applicable at political level), 2. new
inspiring contacts & discussions

1. better knowledge on Urban Gl case studies & implementation, 2. better
understanding of obstacles to a further devels of urban Gl, 3. a good
network of experts and stakeholders active & knowledgeable & committed to Gl, 4.
a set of policy r for the next steps/future policy actions

1. mapping techniques; ecosystem condition and recreation, 2. SPI; practical
applications of maps, inspirational les/best practises, i 1 by urban

| 3. Financing ies; possible ies that have worked elsewhere,
business involvement

1. Mainstreaming of the understanding the value of ecosystemservices (in Helsinki)
'Quality of the environment' SPI NBS (could not read this), 2. economic value of ESS
health effects, - nature tourism, 3. to know what are strong arguments to save UGI

1. new methodology in approaching Gl, 2. networking with other sciences and try
to develop new & common methodology based on common indicators that can be
applied in all European cities

1. others experiences and knowledge of developing the green infrastructures and
the results they achieved. The way they used such as plants used, leisure areas
contstructed etc. We would like to compare other's experiences in a big number of
green areas but of small size, a problem we face in our town and how to improve
them. If possible to have an 1t of the present and ways to
improve it. 2. Greenery on pavements ways to solve the problem of narrow
pavements,3. ways of assessing the private greenery in the private blocks of land
and if possible evaluate their impact to the ecosystem, 4. how to pass to citizens
the knowledge about ecosystems

1. Scales of approach to Gl: Frames? 2. Frames to transform new data into useful
information widely usable in other contexts for general public and decision makers.
3. How do we influence decision makers? 4. How to involve a. Volunteers, b. Media,
c. general public, 5. how to organize | education and ina
long-life proces?

1. how to compromise the policy makers, 2. how to involve the citizens with
lowbudget, 3. mapping ES

1. Comparison of UGI/ES accessibility per capita with other cities of similar size, 2.
learn how other cities are using UGI indicators to communicate with citizens and
politicians, 3. Find partners for new applied research proposals to go more in
depth/develop methodlogies

1. tot test MAES framework as far as trees and green areas are concerned, and
learn the necessary improvements and corrections, 2. to find a way to make policy
i d in actions d to urban and their protection and
development, 3. to use EnRoute to improve the communication woith citizens and
to spread knowledge about urban ecosystems, 4. to suggest the proper solutions in
order to grow healthy trees (f.i. enough space for roots and crown), 5. to assess of
spotted small areas can have a role in u.e. (Martijn: urban ecosystems?), 6. what
about private green areas? How to collect data on them?

1. impr of the hods in and of UES, 2. comparison
of the city in the field of ES potential, 3. enhancing city hall efforts in planning,
protection & mar of UG, 4. h the links between UGl and
biodiversity
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1. best practises for urban green infrastructure improvements from the other cities,
2. innovative solutions of brown spots/areas recreation, 3. how to step forward
from MAES to improved green economy, 4. partnership projects/networking for
future UGI improvement

new ideas & methodol that can be r d in urban

in the nordic setting

1. to collect a common frame for mapping an ES and to put 'right' labels to existing
data, 2. a knowledge how to bring the importance of preserving of ES to higher
level policy makers.

1. Knowledge on the role of private (green) gardens in Gl. 2. ideas from other cities
that can be applied in Netherlands. 3. Be part of a network of motivated UGI
experts (policy-science). 4. Get a data-base in The Hague and Utrecht working to
support coherent implementation of Gl. 5. Involve private sector + society. 6.
Demonstrate that UG saves money in the city.

1. Insight in how to sort and interpret available data, 2. inspiring 3.

Municipality of Karlovo
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Municipality of Tallinn
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feedback on our approach

1. knowledge exchange, 2. deeper insight into existing good practises, 3. possible
pathways to make the SPI effective in urban planning processes

1. a support to motivate a new approach to Gl, 2. a new methodology to drive (?)
local public choices, 3. new strategies to communicate with citizens

1. improved data availability on urban ES and Gl - relationsships, 2. an assessment
of the condition of UGI and ES deliverd by these, 3. development of a framework
that may be used by policymakers for interprating UGl in urban planning, 4. an
improved understanding of the interactions between ES in the study area -
synergies and trade -off's, 5. a network of scientosts and stakeholders for es
assessment and mapping.

1. practical experience from other cities on ecosystem service accounting for urban
development planning, 2. knowledge sharing on how challenges in SPI are tackled
or addressed. 3. a stronger network between cities/C.H.M/platform for

policymakers/d

1. better contacts and P ion with my icipality, 2. better understanding of:
ESS, UGI, NBS, ..... 3. being part of network on the EU level

1. consistent approach to developing + i Gl in all participating LA's in
Greater Dublin Area (GDA) => biodiversity proofing implemtneation of other
strategies/policies (floods, catchment mgnt(?), infrastructure, transport), 2.
leverage from EnRoute project, 3. reuse indicators where possible found to work in
other cities, 4. developing an approach that can be used by other urban areas, 5.
increasing awareness of BD, value of natural capital + benefits (incl. economic) of
nature based solutions, 6. developing information suited for local decision making,
7. es + Malta improved undi ding of ES i ion, 8. .....2/enh of
small fr d areas (communication of ESS)

1. application of MAES framework at local scale, 2. Evidence base for ecosystem
services at urban level, 3. planning decision support for choosing between different
UGI options, 4. further research/application collaboration in UGI provision

1. ing & =- i approach for ing and
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urban Gl & ESS across metropolita> city>ward>site levels, - simple easy to use maps
for politicians and local residents, 2. policy -support the development of greater
Machester Green Infrastructure Strategy, - info on financial instruments and
investments mechanisms, 3. Networking - to give confidence to policy makers and
politicians, - to support no's 1 & 2, - opportunity to participate in EU Urban Agenda
NBS and Sustainable land use partnership
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no name 2

no name 3
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noname 5

1. Methodologies for upscaling data at local spatial scale, 2. to evaluate the trade-
off between different types of ecosystem services

1. integrated approach that may consider points of view from botanists, ecologists,
GlS-experts, etc, 2.more attention from policymakers

1. how to motivate cities, 2. new ideas and methodologies, 3. facilitate

funding/ ication tools for effecti of Gl ir

1. effectiveness of Gl i also in ical terms, 2. information on
gaps and priorities for future research on G|

1. knowing several case studies, different challenges and problems of different
cities, 2. searching /more knowledge on how to measure the similarities &
differences of those different case studies & how to structure the data, 3.
understanding how much multi-functionality is good for ecosystems and what are
the possible synergies and trade offs, 4. how to scale up & integrate local cases to
the EU-level?, 5. what is the contribution of soil biodiversity into overall urban
ecosystems?, 6. understanding landcover flows impact on urban ecosystems
especially FUA(?) level & urban fringes

1. Best practises, 2. trouble shooting advice, 3. applied methodologies, 4.
approaches to engaging stakeholders, 5. networking opportunities, 6. learning what
worsk well and what doesn't, 7. suite of indicators to slect from, 7. how to prioritize
indicators to suit local needs

1. knowledge on methodological new approaches, 2. knowledge on health
determinents including mental health

1. experience on European level P ive and ing of ES in
urban regions, 2. learn from successes and failures as well as challenges related to
different ES indicators in different urban regions related to different planning and
policy contexts

Beeter understanding of the process from mapping to policy (how to choose
apprpriate scales) relevant (what to map) information (coomunicating science to
policy makers, how to balance priorites between science and policy)

1. an experimental approach baesd on the integration of structural and funtional
traits of urban green to better quantify ES provisioning by Gl, 2. a guideline to
integrate the differen city labs approach to charachterize the benefits of Gl and the
planning activities

linking data on socio ic conditions at icipality level with distance on
green area and some data on for example %-ge of people suffering a particular
disease (ex. respiratory). The idea is to find if people living further away from GI
have higher rates on a particular disease.
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no name 6 1. defined indicators for demand & supply, 2. Importance of gi services -
disservices, 3. spatial planning r dations in terms of impr the
condition of UGI & reps(?) the relevant capacity to supply ES, 4. Monitoring of
trends where, how, in situ verification




