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WP4. Dealing with controversies
Overview
WP4 essentially deals with the diversity of frames in the
climate debate, the controversies they induce, and the way
their advocates deal with them. The central research
question is: How to deal with uncertainties, stakeholders’
frames and contested knowledge, especially concerning
relevant scales for adaptation?
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The goal is to develop and test methods to deal with climate
related uncertainties, stakeholders’ frames and contested
knowledge, especially concerning relevant temporal spatial
and administrative scales of climate impacts and adaptation
solutions.
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This project analyzes the diversity of the different
governmental and societal stakeholders involved in the
climate change discussion, and the frames they employ to
make sense of the issue of climate change adaptation.
The hotspots have to deal with multiple frames among
citizens, stakeholders, scientists, public authorities, and the
media. These frames may differ in their overall causal
conception of climate change, the assessment of its
seriousness and urgency, its risks and impacts at the
geographical and political level concerned, the burdens and
benefits it may cause at that level, and the normative and
political questions how to legitimately pool or allocate these
risks, burdens and benefits.
This project also aims at developing and testing methods for
dealing with frame variety. The way frames and
controversies between their advocates are dealt with are
important as they may induce or prevent the emergence of
any effective and legitimate societal and political action.

This project focuses on the similar yet distinguishable way
the hotspots pay attention to the way ‘scientific knowledge’ is
produced, used, downscaled, valued and evaluated. In
when labelling ‘knowledge’ to be scientific no longer
guarantees its public legitimacy, one has to look for
processes of co-production of knowledge that induce shared
responsibility between stakeholders and result in societal
acceptance and trustworthiness.
Climate change knowledge has, apart from its complexity
and uncertainty, a particular feature that is relevant here: as
data and models are mainly gathered and constructed at a
global, in some cases at continental or national level, their
translation onto the level of the hotspots implies a huge effort
in which one risks to multiply the uncertainties and,
inevitably, to decrease the validity and reliability. The latter
might cause de-legitimization of that knowledge.
This project deals with the way the defined hotspots organize
the science-policy interface and the problems they are facing
during this process.

