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1. Introduction

The BioValue webinar series, titled “Unlocking Biodiversity Value in Spatial Planning: A Webinar
Reflection Journey to Enhance Transformation”, aims to share preliminary findings from the
BioValue project and foster discussions with and among stakeholders from different sectors across
Europe. This report documents the third webinar in the series, which took place on Thursday, 5%
September 2024 at 14:00- 15:30 CET via Zoom.

The purpose of this webinar was to present BioValue project findings on economic and financial
instruments. It sought to initiate a dialogue about how these instruments can be integrated into
spatial planning and environmental assessment processes, ultimately enhancing the value of
biodiversity for society.

Unlocking biodiversity value in spatial planning - Thursday,
A webinar reflection journey to enhance transformation September 5th
14.00 - 15.30 CET

Exploring economic instruments in spatial planning for enhancing

biodiversity value

Held by Helmholtz Centre for Environmental Research-UFZ:
Heidi Wittmer, Karla Estela Locher Krause, Yuanzao Zhu

The objective of this webinar is to present the findings of the BioValue project and initiate
a dialogue on the opportunities of integrating economic and financial instruments into the
processes of spatial planning and environmental assessments to enhance the value of bicdiversity
for society.

The project has analysed 24 generic economic and financial instruments and their impact on
biodiversity within the context of spatial planning and environmental assessment and explored
their transformative change potential.

Throughout the webinar, the insights derived from this analysis will be presented and discussed

with stakeholders from the private and financial sectors, policy-makers, and researchers across B b V 1
Europe, jovaiue

Figure 1: BioValue Webinar #3 Invite Flyer
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2. Participation and Agenda

2.1. Participation

Invitations were sent out by the BioValue project team to a range of stakeholders, including
representatives from planning, finance, and environmental authorities, as well as planning
professionals, environmental economists, consultants, private sector, NGOs, and investment
banks. A total of 54 stakeholders from Italy, Germany, Portugal, and Denmark registered for the
webinar, with 27 participants actively attending (see Fig. 2).

Portugal

m Civil society

Italv _ - IndUStw e prin]aw sectors

M researcher

Germany - urban planning and environemnt
professionals

0 5 10 15 20 25
Number of Attendees

Figure 2: Overview of attended participants by nationality and stakeholder group (BioValue
consortium attendees excluded)

2.2. Agenda

The webinar was structured into three main parts (see Fig. 3). Following a brief introduction to the
BioValue project and the webinar series, in the first part, the team from Helmholtz Centre for
Environmental Research— UFZ presented findings on the relevance of economic and financial
instruments for enhancing biodiversity in spatial planning and discussed potential entry points for
integrating these instruments into spatial planning and the implications of the EU renewed
Sustainable Finance Strategy for spatial planning. The second part consisted of working group
discussions. Participants were divided evenly into three groups based on their indicated interests
in the topics suggested by the project team during registration. The final part of the webinar
concluded with the main insights from each breakout room discussion.
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INTRODUCTIONTO BIOVALUE & WEBINAR SERIES

PART |
RELEVANCEAND IMPLICATIONS OF ECONOMICAND FINANCIAL INSTRUMENTS

PART 11l
WRAP-UP SESSION & CONCLUSIONS

PART 1l
WORKING GROUP DISCUSSION

Figure 3: Webinar Agenda
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3. Main Results from Group Discussions

During webinar registration, participants expressed interest in three specific discussion topics
(single choice):
1. What instruments theoretically have the potential to facilitate biodiversity enhancement in
spatial planning and examples in practice (if applicable)?
2. What are the factors preventing the use of economic and financial instruments in spatial
development practices?
3. Which actors and what types of actions are needed for developing and implementing
economic and financial instruments to address current challenges in spatial planning?
Participants were divided into three discussion groups according to their indicated interests. To
ensure balanced participation and relevant discussions, two groups focused on Topic 1 while the
third group addressed Topics 2 and 3. The main results from each breakout room are summarised
in Figures 4, 5, 6a, and 6b.
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What instruments theoretically have the potential to facilitate biodiversity enhancement in spatial planning and examples in practice
(if applicable)?

[ Theoretical Examples ] { Practical Examples J

Portugal - Payment For

Where? When? Any relevant links?

ECD-CEI’tiﬁcatES = cosystem Services schemes Adopt - H
T s for market to ;ﬂ 8 O?I:'tjet; ::fing s tff"r“"hy : o e an e SIS
o ’ mana_gemen O supporta CDmpared toa PES *
for P e Gy scherme) IMBrOVEMEN
e e Bl e distic
. being designgd to support a Aht[ps:{‘/ ) :
S y documentation Services, e.g., i Castans st oo e (Victoria BID
ervices issues Biodiv R AnABER Sor tetot e $14629011220003147 d
’ landscapes (PRGP) via%3Dihub Lon On)
LvC Perequation
instrument (equalization) Models of
Biodiversity such as models dealing grouped
credits purpose taxes not only with forestry
or deve_lopers floor area but management

exactions also with ESS
Blended

Finance

instruments for
private
(ug reenll)

Figure 4: Main Results from Breakout Room 1

development
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What instruments theoretically have the potential to facilitate biodiversity enhancement in spatial planning and examples in practice

(if applicable)?

Theoretical Examples

TDR
(transferrable
development

rights) for
Ecosystem
Services

Geodesign (technology-aided
planning system with real-
time feedback etc.) as a
methodology approach to
address two key challenges
of 'sustainable’ spatial
planning: 1) integrating
diverse data and knowledge,
and 2) facilitating
stakeholder collaboration.

In DK: Green BNP (backward
looking model) and REFORM

(forward looking). Is in process
to be used in DK to be used for
assessing of policies; what are

the economic losses from the
BD losses over last years, it is

supposed to be used for policy

and high-level decision
making; taking into account
the economic costs of
biodiversity

Pooling budget for
mitigation and
enhancement measures
from individual
projects /EIA to gain
more biodiversity
(potentially not related
direttely to the project
area). Again using SP

Grant for lowland
projects (DK,
national level):
compensating for
financial losses
resulting from the
extensificatin

The Biodiversity
Pact: increasing the
functionality and

ecological
connectivity of rural

areas
(Greenchange Life
Project Italy+Malta)

Practical Examples

Where? When? Any relevant links?

Water Funds or Watershed
Investments as financial and
governance mechanisms that ensure
water security for cities by involving
upstream (rural) communities to
enhance ES and biodiversity. Most
experience from Latin America
Key challenge: how to connect
differentknowledge and knowledge
systems and facilitate collaboration
of communities involved in the
process

In the practical side, we
found the metropolitan plan
in bologna implemented an

equalization fund to
economically compensate
those municipalities that will
experience a reduction in
their revenues because of
reducing their capacity
building for protecting
highly valuable ecosystems.

Funding support for biodiversity
along linear infrastrucure (DK).
Implemented by Road and
Railway Directorate. Can be
connected to other nature areas
through SP.

Challenge and opportunities: this
is only one example of initiatives.
how to use SP as a mean to link
these individual initiatives and to
have a comprehensive picture/
coordination

DK: Climate
forest funds-
there could be
more benefits if
the planning
authorities also
take into account

Agreements and governance
models for maintaining
ecological connectivity and

o halting biodiversity loss in
IN a case Umbria region (LIFE IP
. IMAGINE Umbria) - https://
StUdy N www.lifeimagine.eu/
governance/accordi-e-

Stockholm modelif

Geodesign

Urban/rural divide
Sticks, carrots and Sermons

To keep in mind: how to implement and where to implement; complicated cantext

Issue: funding and plans are not always in parellel / a mismatching
Potential solution: a strong authority to push forward the agenda?

Figure 5: Main Results from Breakout Room 2
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What are the factors preventing the use of economic and financial instruments in spatial development practices?
For example, lack of knowledge, lack of human resources, lack of regulation, transitions costs too high

Attitude
factor: Hard
in changing

routines

Lack of
qualified staff/
management
body to lead
the transition

PES,
transitions
cost too high
as they are
not scalable.

e:g. PES:
high

transition

costs

Transition cost too
high, I mean it's
difficult to have scale
economy because
the surface where
PES could be applied
is to small
considering the cost

Certain
instruments

are not so
appealing

for privates (e.qg.,
tax rebates)

Shared responsibilities
but poor collaboration
(e.g., municipal
planners

and urban drainage
utility company)

Short-term

Focus - lack

of political
will

Lack of
strategic
thinking

Public
recognition of
best practices/

smart

examples

Figure 6a: Main Results from Breakout Room 3, Topic 2

Poor local
commitment
(e.g.,
municipalities)

Path
dependencies

Difficulty in
capturing the
economic
values of ES

Inadequate tools -
mainly focused on
compensation made by
polluters

The need new for a
new paradigm, one
that transforms
polluters in stewards

Lack of addressing
multiple roles of
actors (e.g. one
actor can be
beneficiary and
polluter at the same
time)

Time spent
with
Bureaucracy

lack of
knowledge by
actors
(planners,
developers,
communities)

Institutional
Barriers - Spatial
planning involves
multiple levels of
government and
different sectors -
the articulation is
complex.

Cultural
aspects, need
to change
attitude/values
towards
biodiversity
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Which actors and what types of actions are needed for developing and implementing economic and financial

instruments?

Who can do what? Please add context (country,

Actors

Minister
of
Finances

Actors in
different
places and
sectors

Public-
private
utility
companies/
consortiums

Actions

AT —
developers LEREIAT

Public
administration ::>

as a steward

Budget
available for
public
administration
to act

Multi-focused
disciplines
needed, e.g.
through
education
(Uni, schools)

ecosystem
services for a
development
area (Wetland)

Designing E&FI
in a way to take
biodiversity
into account,
learning from
best practices

. Carbon
Consortium Sad
of land |::> certificate
owners (in sold to
fragmented companies
forestry area)

Utility
company

Fees paid by land owners to
maintain e.g. irrigation. Tax
|:"> relief, or discount on water
prices for certain actions
could be done with the
consortium, to gain greter
impact. Collaboration with
urban planners and
municipalities needed.

Figure 7b: Main Results from Breakout Room 3, Topic 3

(Large)
property
owners

Top down

[ > 3nabottom
communities up initiatives

needed

Starting with
environmental
initiatives,
change in
management
and values
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