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FP7 Policy and Technical Brief Template
Policy Briefs are concise papers that address urgent environmental problems and derive from contemporary research usually carried out within the frames of large-scale projects. Often a policy brief is a secondary document derived from a scientific paper, published in academic journal. Depending on their content and primary aim, two types of documents – technical briefs and policy briefs - can be distinguished. Policy briefs are aiming primarily at suggesting courses of action to resolve the existing environmental problems or at improving the relevant international or national policies and legislation. For studies that cannot at this point conclude any policy recommendations but report some important discoveries that could latter on be used as a basis for legislative or administrative actions we suggest preparing short Technical briefs. Technical briefs have a similar structure as of a Policy brief with the exception of sections Relevance to legislation and Recommendations. 

The technical and policy briefs are aimed at policy and decision-makers at national and EU-level (especially DG Environment officers), local authorities, members of NGO-s, jurists, scientists or general public as a whole. 
Please carefully read our instructions below on how to write your Brief item. Please keep in mind that although we believe all scientific knowledge is important, not all studies can be transformed into policy/technical briefs. Therefore, we ask that you take a moment and consider whether your intended brief will be comprehensible and interesting to readers and will be serving their needs. 
For your convenience, a Pensoft Policy brief template  is enclosed after the Instructions. Please use it to write your policy brief and email it to our project manager Pavel Stoev (projects@pensoft.net).
Contents of a Brief
Each brief begins with a short summary of the existing problem, an assessment of the current situation, and concludes with recommendations. It may contain also critiques to existing policies or relevant case studies that support suggested measures. Ideally, the policy brief should be between 2 and 4 pages. 
· Title 
· Summary 
· Key words
· Relevance to legislation 
· Relevance to actual environmental problems
· Description of the problem 

· Recommendations 

· Authors

· Publication date
· Sources 

1. Title

The title should be concise and clear for non-specialists. Remember that the title will always show up in RSS feeds and mailing lists, therefore it should be easily understandable and attractive. Here are some examples of different titles:

Examples:

· Ozone-sulphate Interaction Influences Climate Change 
· How can the EU's 2010 Biodiversity Target protect Rare Species? 
· Human Activities significantly decrease the Earth's Biological Productivity 
· How can Ecosystems be managed successfully? 
2. Summary

The word limit for the Summary text is 130 words. It should explain in a concise manner the main point of the PB. The executive summary aims to convince the reader further that the brief is worth in-depth investigation. Note that the summary is usually also included in RSS feeds and mailing lists, thus it should be very clear and straightforward. Тhere must be no links in the Summary text. It is also not considered good practice to repeat parts of the main text verbatim in the Summary. It should instead explain the most important feature, the gist of the PB in short, while not being just copy-pasted from the main text. The summary commonly includes: 1) a description of the problem addressed; 2) a statement on why the current approach/policy option needs to be changed; 3) suggested recommendations for improvement of current legislation or immediate action. 
Example: European researchers have recently analysed the vulnerability of agricultural land use and species to climate change. The results suggest that the impacts of climate change in the agricultural sector and the consequent adaptation could have significant effects on the ability of species to adapt to climate change. It is therefore important to assess the vulnerability of both agriculture and species if appropriate policy measures are to be implemented in response to climate change. 

3. Key words

Please provide a list of 5-6 keywords that are most relevant to the Brief
4. Relevance to legislation 
Please add a short text outlining the policy relevance of the Policy Brief. This may include reference to a particular international and national legislative acts, laws or conventions, for instance:

· Environment Protection Act 1997 (UK)
· European Habitat Directive

· Bern Convention on the Conservation of European Wildlife and Natural Habitats
5. Relevance to actual environmental problems

Please list the environmental problems the Brief is relevant to, for instance:

Climate Change, Land-use change, Decline of pollinators, Fragmentation of habitats     
6. Description of the problem 

The purpose of this section is to convince the audience that an environmental problem exists and outline its current status. It is advisable to provide a historical overview of the problem and the actions/ reasons that caused it, as well as arguments illustrating why and how the current approach is failing, as well as the measures that have been undertaken to mitigate its impact. All negative environmental factors emerging from the issue and the policy relevance need to be clearly indicated. The description may vary considerably from brief to brief depending on the specifics of the problem. Remember that the PB is intended for a wider audience of non-scientists, so please try to keep the text simple and avoid technical terms. We strongly discourage personal point-of-view statements, overstatements and other phrases inviting misinterpretations or misunderstandings; your draft may be edited to that effect. The use of informative images (photos, maps or drawings) is encouraged. Ideally, it should end with the following: “The study is based on research carried out within the project [adjust the text if need be] was published in the journal” [journal name we]. 
7. Recommendations 
The aim of the policy recommendations is to provide a concrete proposal of how the failings of the current management, policy, governance or educational approaches need to changed. There should be clear reference to legislation or management practices that need to be changed or other immediate actions that need to be taken. Ideally, there should be also mention of who is responsible for taking the action and institutions that should be engaged with this issue. A breakdown of the specific practical steps or measures that need to be implemented is recommendable. 
8. Authors

All authors of the policy brief should be listed in consecutive way by their contributions. Authors of the policy brief could be different from the authors of the research paper describing the study and its outputs. A contact person must be provided for feedback purposes. These contact details will appear on the PB. Inclusion of an email address in the contact details is mandatory.
9. Publication date

The exact date of publication of the brief.

10. Sources 

Please indicate all the publications that are relevant to the Policy Brief or link to other policy briefs or press releases dealing with the same issue. The standard bibliographic information should be provided as shown in the example below. Please feel free to add hyperlinks to resources that explain relevant terms and expressions in more detail, or that provide additional information about the methods, approaches and recommendations involved in the Policy Brief. Please be careful not to give links to resources which require login credentials, or are generally not available to everyone.

Example:
Williamson M, Meyerson LA, Auge H (2011) Invasion science, ecology and economics: seeking roads not taken. NeoBiota 10: 1-5. doi: 10.3897/neobiota.10.2194
Further guidelines
All funding organizations should be listed, as well as any journals or organized meetings and events relevant to the press release. Appendices should be included only when absolutely necessary.
Language

English is the default language for Policy Briefs. If you wish to submit an additional version in another language, please let us know beforehand. 

Licensing

Pensoft Policy Briefs are published under the Creative Commons Attribution 3.0 License. Attribution should go also to the original article/s on which the Policy Brief has been based. A statement to this effect has to be included at the end of the Policy Brief.
Review

If you have access to a Juridical or PR departments at your institution, we encourage you to consult with them prior to submitting your draft to us. Your text and the associated media will be reviewed by Pensoft staff and may be edited (even substantially) or rejected if not deemed appropriate. The most frequent reason for modifications and rejection is that drafts have been written using very technical language and for a specialist audience, and turned to be not policy-relevant.
TEMPLATE (based on policy brief published in Science for Environmental Policy)
Title

Improving the Prioritisation of Conservation Actions
Summary
Researchers have recently investigated to what extent biodiversity hotspots are efficient bases for conservation actions. They have shown that if the aim is to maximise the number of species on Earth, conservation actions should preferably be based on hotspots of threatened species or restricted-range species rather than on species-richness hotspots. They also suggest that basing conservation exclusively on hotspots is a limited strategy.
Key words

Biodiversity hotspots, threatened species, conservation
Relevance to legislation 

Birds Directive 79/409/EEC 

Habitats Directive 92/43/EEC
Relevance to actual environmental problems

Biodiversity loss, climate change, Natura 2000 network

Description of the problem 

Biodiversity losses are mainly driven by both land use and the increasing threat and pressure of the changing climate. At species level, 42% of Europe’s native mammals, 43% of birds, 45% of butterflies, 30% of amphibians, 45% of reptiles and 52% of freshwater fish are threatened with extinction. The European Commission is trying to tackle this issue through several measures, such as the Birds Directive 79/409/EEC, the Habitats Directive 92/43/EEC, the definition of Natura 2000 sites (sites of highest natural value) and the 6th Environment Action Program.

Conservation actions are one of the ways of coping with loss of biodiversity. Hotspots have been widely used to determine priority areas for conservation on different geographic scales and to optimise resources (time, funds and personnel) in those regions in order to maximise the number of protected species. In this regard, American researchers have recently investigated the spatial distribution of nearly 5 000 nonmarine mammal species in order to determine to what extent biodiversity hotspots are an efficient basis for conservation actions. To this end, they have defined about 18 000 terrestrial cells of 100x100km covering all the ice-free land surface on Earth and have assessed three biodiversity measures in each cell, namely the species richness (number of mammal species in a single cell), the number of restricted-range species (species with small geographic ranges that are found on a few adjacent cells) and the number of threatened species (according to IUCN1 classification). They then identified the hotspots (defined as the 2.5% of cells with the highest biodiversity measurement) for each of these three measures.

The results of their analysis show that:

· Hotspots of species richness, restricted-range species and threatened species represent about 2.4%, 1% and 2.3% of the cells and 26%, 32% and 47% of the investigated species respectively.
· Overall, these three hotspots represent about 5% of the Earth’s ice-free land surface, and 59% of the investigated species. However, the geographic overlap of the hotspots represents only 1% of the grid cells whereas the overlap in terms of species is 16% of the investigated species.

Recommendations 

The authors conclude that if the global aim is to maximise the number of species conserved, restricted-range or threatened species are the most appropriate hotspots to consider when selecting priority sites for conservation, as they contain the highest number of species. They argue that their investigation provides new insights into the definition and trade-off between conservation priorities. However, the present analysis is based on large grid cells, and the researchers suggest looking for more detailed information and on a finer scale to select sites effectively. Overall, this study provides interesting results regarding the prioritisation of conservation actions. It also highlights the need for better knowledge of species distribution when determining areas to be protected.

Authors

Gerardo Ceballos, Paul R. Ehrlich 

Contacts: gceballo@miranda.ecologia.unam.mx, pre@stanford.edu
Publication date

01 March 2007
Sources 

Ceballos G, Ehrlich PR (2006) Global mammal distributions, biodiversity hotspots, and conservation. PNAS 103(51):19374-19379.

IUCN: The World Conservation Union (http://www.iucn.org)
