Report from the

WaterCAP Key Stakeholder Workshop

Innovations in Climate Change Adaptation and Water Management:
How European Policy can benefit from Interreg Projects’ Expertise

19th March 2012, 13.00 -16.30h
in Square de Mee(s 38/40, 1000 BRUXELLES

This workshop has both started to profile and consolidate the regional experiences of previous EU research
to advise the development of European climate change and water policy. We have brought together the
needs of European policy makers with the solutions offered by the WaterCAP partners to establish a first
linkage between the insights from Interreg projects and the demand for policy advice and research input at
European policy level. Experts, not only from European level but also strongly reprensenting the regional
interest in the Northern Sea region discussed on how to improved the accessibility and impacts of the re-
search project, in particular the InterReg projects linked to WaterCAP.

WaterCAP (October 2011- March 2013) starts from the results from six North Sea Region projects; Aquarius,
CLIWAT, CPA, C2C islands, DiPol, SAWA and the Baltic Sea Region project BaltCICA, but is open to inte-
grate also further expertise providing on-the-ground experience to European policy makers. The cluster syn-
thesizes and reshapes the results of these projects with regard to their relevance for the European policy
level.

Taking up the central issues of the projects, WaterCAP focuses on climate change and its effects on the
hydrological cycle in the North Sea Region and how we can deal with the challenges to society and natural
habitat. WaterCAP wants to add value to the existing projects through sharing and building knowledge. This
knowledge will be communicated as a substantive block of evidence to inform policy makers in order to ‘cli-
mate proof’ relevant present and future directives and guidelines and their implementation.



Agenda - WaterCAP Workshop
13.00: Registration & Coffee

13.30: Welcome: Strengthening the link between European and regional water management.
(Jorg Janning, European Water Management Association)

WaterCAP — summing up our potential for European climate change and water policy. Results from
our stakeholder process.
(Irene Asta Wiborg, Knowledge Center for Agriculture / llke Borowski, seeconsult GmbH)

14.00 Good Examples of Implementing Climate Change Adaptation in Integrated Water Resources
Management:

In three concise case studies, a first impression is given on how WaterCAP projects have enabled economic
win-win solutions, generated job opportunities and innovations in the field of integrated water resources
management. After each of the 10 minute presentation we invite discussion concerning the uptake of these
examples in policy and research.

How to motivate and implement integration of local agriculture and water management: Examples
from Sweden and Scotland. Aquarius project
(Irene Asta Wiborg, Knowledge Center for Agriculture / Marc Stutter, James Hutton Institute )

SkyTEM: Breakthrough technology - A Tool for mapping the salt-freshwater interface in groundwater
systems under climate change. CLIWAT project
(Rolf Johnsen, Central Denmark Region)

“Living with Water” — Paradigm Shift in Flood Prevention and Urban Development: Examples from
Hamburg, Dordrecht and Rotterdam.
SAWA and BaltCICA project (Jérg Knieling, Hamburg City University )

15.15 Panel Discussion: How do we make best use of Interreg results in European policy?
Henriette Faergemann (DG Environment D1 Protection of Water Resources)

Philippe Quevauviller (DG RTD - I.4. Climate Change and Natural Hazards)

Carsten Westerholdt (InterReg NorthSea Programme)

Jorg Janning (EUWMA)

Rolf Johnsen (Central Denmark Region / WaterCAP)

16.15 What comes next? WaterCAP Roadmap for Climate Adaptation and Water Policy.

16.30 Closure
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Klaus Hinsby GEUS

Lenka Sabikova Bratislava Region

Summary of Discussions

During the workshop discussions strong interest in good regional examples was obvious. limportant aspects
for improving the uptake of(Interreg) results in European policy were identified in their strength to identify
policy clashes at regional levels, providing solid data on regional experiences and linking the regional expe-
rience up with overall European objectives such as improving innovation, job creation and integrating solu-
ations in IWRM and climate change adaptation. In the following, the main discussion points during the dis-
cussion and the panel discussion are summarized. All presentation can be found at....the end of the docu-
ment?

Regional Policy Clash needs to inform European Policy Development

European policy acts as a strong driver for regional policy and management. This feeds at the same time
back: European policy makers expressed the need for feeding back of policy clashes to European level be-
cause they might points towards insights for improving European policy.

The Agquarius example showed well that for implementing measure in an integrating way, this is hindered
sometimes by policy clashes. For example, if farmers create wetlands in Denmark close to their farms, they
might experience constraints for developing their animal farm. So instead of clear win-win solutions, they
could be better described as “win some / loose some” outcomes.

InterReg project can provide a good means for strengthening the relations between water management at
regional and EU policies if their results are fed into the European policy process- not only through national
representatives but also directly addressing representatives from the regions as well as from the European
Commission, actively involved in European policy processes.

Acknowledgement of good operational water governances necessary

As was emphasized in the EUWMA contribution, There is a long tradition of “self governing” practicesin local
/ regional water management around Europe (500 — 1000 years).This makes the regional — European link-
ages even more important. For example, in Germany local water management organization — whose mem-
bers are the landowners next to the waters and streams are not “on duty” for implementing measures in
smaller waters. Faced with the complexity of ecological requirements, there is a call for acknowledgement of
good operational water governance instead of normative ecological requirements such as the GES. The
assessment of implementation of the WFD needs to include the performance, not only the status of waters.

Using the policy-science — interface through mediators

As was also discussed at the World Water Forum the distinction between research and policy should be
acknowledged instead of criticized. European level presented a strong interest in research results. However,
due to the high number of projects, often consultants are asked to check through the reports and act as fil-
ters. A sound basis of the results was also considered central, emphasizing that sharp and concise conclu-
sions or lessons learnt might raise attention, but to keep it, convincing number have to be presented, ensur-
ing a back up for the lessons and reflecting a scientifically sound underlying method.

For the projects themselves, “project ambassadors” were suggested as one proven method. These ambas-
sadors have a strong link to the policy level, sometimes being even part of it, and are well visible. They can
support the projects to make a contribution to policy development.




EU wants to be a facilitator of good regional examples. In order to bring in our messages across, we should
focus on answering the following questions:

- Examples of how we have bridged between science and practice

- Demonstrate how we have dealt with the challenges and explain the barriers to overcome the chal-

lenges

- How will the solutions be economical beneficial?

- Do we create jobs

- Are the demonstrations transferable to other parts of the region or to the whole of Europe?

- What are the barriers for the implementation? Policy, economical or organizational?

Relevance of InterReg results to audience

Regional representatives asked often questions linking up with their regional background. This seems to
indicate that an interest exists to transfer and replicate our projects’ experience. It pointed also to the need to
differentiate between the different target levels and consider the development of different outcomes for na-
tional, regional, European level and e.g. development of research funds.

Entry points to European policy

There are a number of ways into the system there should be taken into account:
- The blue print process
- The eco innovation platform
- European Innovation Partnership

e Research is often difficult to use due to timing
e The DG’s often ask consultants to filter the knowledge and summarize “state of the art” knowledge.
e Know the barriers; - the fact projects are not often identified by policy makers

Mainstreaming research funds

A central discussion point was also the funding structure. Although participating organization criticized the
low funding within the InterReg programme, still increasing numbers of proposals can be observed. This
emphasizes the original idea of InterREg funding: to promote exchange between international authorities and
other partners in the different European regions. However, it limits the participation of pure research institu-
tions. There was the call for improving the exchange on different funding opportunities and to facilitate the
combination of them, e.g. Life+ and InterReg.

In general, more emphasis will be put on innovation which can be transformed into commercializable “prod-
ucts”. The “2020” will go closer to the market, Private partnerships will increase, e..g through the innovative
partnership funds.

As more of a side effect, research gaps may be defined for feeding through the national contact points into
the diverse processes for designing European funding structures.

Conclusion



Regional lessons are of central importance- not only for other regions to learn about but also for European
policy development to improve and adapt. However, not general lessons were called for but more specific
lessons “delivering numbers”, i.e. showing how much time, money or other resources are necessary for suc-
cessful implementation of integrated measures, for participatory approaches or for applying new technology.
During the discussion it became also clear that the four “main criteria” to raise interest in InterReg projects
(innovation, economic benefit and job creation) are not very clearly defined. WaterCAP needs to devote
some resources during the thematic workshop to better bring out if and how specific case study results meet
these criteria.

The workshop confirmed that Watercap has an important role in bridging the gap between the regional level
and the EU level, The DG’s present agreed strongly with the format of a three hour workshop very sufficient
and this approach could be used for the final delivery.

Social medias: Please link up to us. :

WaterCAP official website: www.watercap.eu
WaterCAP LinkedIn group: WaterCAP group / http://www.linkedin.com/groups/WaterCAP-4164673?trk=myg_ugrp_ovr
WaterCAP facobook group: WaterCAP / http://www.facebook.com/groups/323590940988616/

Sophie Rotter
moderator for the day


http://www.watercap.eu/
http://www.linkedin.com/groups/WaterCAP-4164673?trk=myg_ugrp_ovr
http://www.facebook.com/groups/323590940988616/
http://www.facebook.com/groups/323590940988616/

Innovations in Climate Change Adaptation and Water Management:
How European policy can Benefit from Interreg Projects” ekspertise
Introduction by Rolf Johnsen, Senior environmental consultant, Central Denmark Region



Aquarius & WaterCAP

Irene Wiborg, Project Manager, Knowledge Centre for Agriculture
Marc Stutter, Managing Catchments and Coasts Research Theme Leader, The James Hutton Institute



SKyTEM: Breakthrough technology

A Tool for mapping the salt-freshwater interface in groundwater systems under climate change



Rolf Johnsen, Senior environmental consultant, Central Denmark Region






In general the SKyTEM is a good visiualising tool It can be used to get a better understanding of the con-
struction of the subsurface. And this is beneficial for management of water resources; it creates jobs, reduc-
es energy consumption and improves the resilience for local community and agriculture.

In low laying coastal areas we are facing a challenge of seepage- saltwater entering the freshwater zone.
This means that there is a an ongoing work to manage the freshwater in these areas. By producing maps of
the salt water distribution you are able to make management like this where you plan where to store water;
where to increase the groundwater infiltration etc. Further the method significantly improves the success rate
when looking for drinking water for local society.

In areas with droughts like the southern Europe the SkyTEM method can be very useful to find new ground-
water resources. Finding new resources might not be a solution to the droughts in arid areas but knowledge
and the right management can increase the resilience of the hydrological cycle locally.

It can be used by the local communicity agriculture, water companies etc.

Klaus Hinsby — explained how we can map chemical status. The resistivity maps can be transferred into
maps of chemical status in relation to the WFD.

Questions raised: What do we need to use the method across Europe: First of all we need to spread the
knowledge about the method and then allocate resources. This means that we need to explain the benefits
the managers and local socieity gains from using the knowledge from this method.

SkyTEM can be used coastal near and inland

“Living with Water” —
Paradigm Shift in Flood Prevention and Urban Development

Examples from Hamburg and Rotterdam
Joerg Knieling, Prof. Dr.-Ing., HafenCity University HamburgJoérg Knieling









Changing attitude from seeing water as an enemy to seeing it as a friend, or in other words how to get to see
water as a resource in the cities. Living with water!

How do we make space for flooding in the cities?

From a legal aspect it's almost important to get water into the urban areas (What is ment by this sentence, it
is not obvious now)

It's important to have a look at the whole river-system...

From the discussion:
Climate-Adaptation: a top-down or a bottom-up process? Actually both processes is needed

Waterfront is a development area for cities.

It will be very good if WaterCAP can provide a good model which can help securing that we don’t have/ don'’t
get policy clashes

It's important to focus on the good examples when making recommendations

Jorg Janning, European Water Management Association
Summary:
Until June 2008: Head of Section, Ministry of Environment Lower Saxony ended;
e Responsible for surface and marine water protection and implementation of the WFD.
e Council-representative for LAWA, the Lander Association of Water Authorties for all 16 German
Bundeslander in the Strategic Coordination Group, SCG and on the EU-Waterdirectors meetings un-
til the end of 2007.
End of 2008:
e Senior consultant for EUWMA, European Union of Water Management Associations
(www.euwma.orq)
o -—the EUWMA office in The Hague is hosted by the Unie van Waterschappen, the Dutch
umbrella association of local water associations.



http://www.euwma.org/

o Evaluation of relevant CIS outcomes for EUWMA members in eight EU-memberstates and
of course for the German EUWMA member DBVW, the Federal Association of Water Man-
agement Associations in Germany ( www.dbvw.de ) with its eight regional associations
mostly in the lowland areas in northern Germany, whose management is percept by WVT,
Wasserverbandstag Bremen, Lower Saxony, Saxony-Anhalt in Hanover.

e Since January 2010:
0 Representing EUWMA in the CIS Expert Group on Agriculture & Water.

Highligths from his presentation:

There is a long tradition of “self governing” practices around Europe (500 — 1000 years)

Typically mainly focused on low-lands

The organization include stakeholding interests in water quality and quantity, but also wastewater treatment,
river management,etc.

The water directives describe what the water management associations have been doing for hundreds of
years.

Is there a need for strengthening the relations between water management at regional and EU policies?
The EU Guidelines don’t necessary simplify how to do things
Water management organizations are now on duty —

Good operational water governance should be on high focus instead of good ecological status. In other
words start looking on good operational water governance before focusing on chemical status, etc..

WFD focus primarily on biological issues — not on how to manage water
There are several principles

- Holistic

- Economic

-Ecological

Lack of coherence could be identified - a better inclusion of relation to water in the CAP... “blueing of the
CAP” would be good

Article 4 — have been a little bit to complex
Things takes much more time then given in the WFD

Targeted EU funding for cross sectoral purposes is important

Panel discussion

The following was in the panel:
Henriette Faergemann (DG Environment D1 Protection of Water Resources)


http://www.dbvw.de/

Philippe Quevauviller (DG RTD - I.4. Climate Change and Natural Hazards)
Carsten Westerholdt (InterReg NorthSea Programme)

Jorg Janning (EUWMA)

Rolf Johnsen (Central Region of Denmark / WaterCAP)

Panel members - key messages:
Philippe Quevauviller
e need for better science-policy relation
Know the barriers; - the fact projects are not often identified by policy makers

e Spoke about dialogue platform — eu, national, regional
e Spoke about EU driving processes? EU try to facilitate processes not driving them!

e Aresearch project should be transformed — maybe into guidance or so and then down to the region-
al level

e Mr. Quevauviller talked about the integration from research, to demonstration further on to policy
making

e Research —
o Demonstration — LIFE
o Erasmus

e Where is InterReg? Not included too much in the thinking due to a weak connection between
DGResearch and DGRegio.

In the panel there was consensus on that it is a good idea to try to establish synergies between research and
demonstration. Here InterReg projects seems to be a good platform on other words InterReg is an important

piece in the puzzle...

Success histories should be put back to the EU system. Then it can be communicated to other river basins
for instance

Henriette:
e Research is often difficult to use due to timing

e The DG’s often ask consultants to filter the knowledge and summarize “state of the art” knowledge.
(Maria Berglund is an example of such a consultant. She is working in the Blue Print process.)
e Don't underestimate an event like today, - very usefull to hear the 3 examples!

e The Blue Print - just launched a new questionnaire last week — find that!



e Will need to know what is possible and not possible...

e The innovation union is another activity initiated by DGEnv and DGResearch. In the EU system try to
demonstrate and disseminate good innovative solutions

There is a possibility to bring in knowledge, - we can send it to DGEnvironment.

Philippe Quevauviller
e Links have to be established between the local knowledge, the local demonstrations and the EU sys-
tem and then back to other local/ regional areas

Jirg Janning

If there could be a strategy "looking into best practice examples” it could be great

Compare these practices around Europe in order to show the positive stories and learn from them
This ought to come out of the InterReg projects!

Carsten Westerholt
What will be the way to go in the next years?
Regional examples are one of the good things with InterReg

InterReg have a number of projects where there are European ambassadors — important to be in contact
with European Institutions.

The future is to make a contribution towards new policies

Policy clashes — input is needed in order to pinpoint these and in order to find out the mechanisms which can
help sorting them out

The committee of the regions — what are the connection to this committee and InterReg?
- MEP’s are working with the committee
- The North See Commission eg.. is also working with the committee of the regions and the North Sea

commission and the Interreg office in Viborg joins in The Jojnt Annual Conference once a year.

Rolf

Watercap is a network who will like to support the commission in their work
A broad network of sectors

Watercap is a kind of a mediator

We would like the Commission to spread our messages to the rest of Europe
Philippe Quevauviller

Will challenge WaterCAP in order to get the examples..

Coordination between different instruments don’t exists!



- will like to invite WaterCAP by the end of October to present our angle of things. Likewise LIFE, Re-
search projects etc.

We are mixing different kinds of stakeholders in InterReg projects. — that is interesting!
The EU system can act as facilitators for national, regional, local processes!

What are the mechanisms for showing other regions the good examples?
Only if people take stake in the examples, the good examples will be used

Philippe Quevauviller
WaterCAP should consider to ask existing projects if they thought of integrating the knowledge from for ex-
ample WaterCAP

The investment in water projects is very low compared to the turnover for global market for water

Klaus Hinsby
Problem with 50% financing / problem which hinders the universities/ the scientists to participate

Carsten Westerholt
This is different from state to state how the projects are co-financed — some member states set up co-
financing.

There are many aspects to the question of financing — for instance who do you want to see in the projects?
Have a lot of relatively small scientific institutions in the InterReg projects

Discussed if it's going to be possible to fund projects from 2 sources in the future? For instance for InterReg
and from Life? It might be a possibility but nobody will know how the next programming period more excately
will be formed.

Jorg Knieling
There is a rumor that there in the next funding period will be even more focus on “economic benefits”? is this

correct, - will it be a problem for the more environmental projects

Philippe Quevauviller
It will be more about innovation!

The “2020” will go closer to the market, - but in order to create innovative solutions!
Private partnerships seems to be even more in focus.

InterReg can indeed identify research questions

Carsten Westerholt
In the next reporting period “entrepreneurship” is also expected to be an issue..



Marc Stutter

Question on timing?

Are there going to be any radical changes in the Blueprint?

It's about how to secure...../Maria Berglund???

Looking at how to ensure ecosystem services (Henriette)

Look at how to facilitate a better implementation of the WFD (Henriette)

llke
We as WaterCap can build on our regional lessons......

What comes next?
Include llkes slides



WaterCAP
How does the European level use =

research?

# If research insights are needed, DiG's
organize the project themselves.

# Getting an overview on best data / results
available, e g. EU Climate Adapt, WISE RTD

Decision makers |listen to their peers & colleagues
sbout otherresearch projects.

If attention iskept beyond line 5§, chances are good for
being =.g. best practice example

“When this project has tangible
e e [l ~ TESUILE that make my work easier
then Fm prepared to invest ™

(Interviewes)

. . . . ‘WaterCAP
Dissemination : How are projects St

recognized at European level? (I}

& ’If the regional level likes your results we'll
hear from it”

& It's about right timing & events: Currently
most energy goes to the Blueprint process.

& Linking up to hot topics / buzz words may
raise attention, but is of course not enough

------




Other issues:

Maria Berglund is in a group where they pin-point problems for the win-win’s — send her material and/or in-
vite her to be more closely connected to WaterCAP



