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1.3 S/T methodology and associated work plan  

 

i) Overall strategy of the work plan 

The work plan of EMAPS is composed by 5 main work packages (plus an extra WP dedicated to the 
management and scientific direction of the project) partially overlapping with the 4 objectives described in 
paragraph 1.1.b. 

 WP1 Assessments of opportunities and risks in online technoscientific debate. 

 WP2 In vivo test of digital methods for debate mapping 

 WP3 Collection and analysis of scientific and media discourses 

 WP4 Design and development of a debate mapping platform 

 WP5 Dissemination 

 WP6 Management 

EMAPS will start by reviewing the existing online initiatives in technoscientific debate. The aim of this 
review is to identify the critical features deciding the success or failure of online participatory 
communication. Special attention will be given to the limits connected to 'digital divide' (see paragraph 
1.2.a.). At the same time, we will start reflecting on our first case study (aging and life expectancy), 
identifying the conceptual and technical tools that could be use to map this controversy. Drawing on this 
reflection, we will develop a first set of interactive maps. This tentative atlas will be tested in vivo, forcing 
our project to reach beyond the limits of academic reflection and establishing a fruitful dialogue with social 
and scientific actors. Combined with the insights extracted from the review of existing initiatives, this 
dialogue will help us to identify the blocking points and the leverages of online communication. The goal of 
the preparatory phase is to acquire (as early as the beginning of year II) a clear understanding of the 
challenges we will face in the continuation of the project. 

While working on the preparatory phase, we will also start digging into the second case study. This works 
constitutes the core of the project and is mean to devise a fully integrated and user-friendly platform to map 
the controversy on climate change adaptation. The first step of this development is building a (quasi-) 
exhaustive collection of the discourses composing this debate. The word 'discourses' is purposely vague as it 
is meant to cover at least three types of enunciations: the scientific data employed in the debate, the academic 
and grey literature on the subject, the opinions and insights published on the traditional and social media. 
Significant effort will be necessary to integrate all these discourses in a single data set, but once this work is 
done, we hope to be able to model and interpret the dynamics of climate adaptation debate. Such models and 
interpretations will be the basis for devising a mapping platform capable of deploying the complexity of 
technoscientific debate in a readable representation. 

The final phase of the project will be the dissemination of the platform to as many participants as possible. A 
range of different possibilities for participation will be offered to the different actors varying from the simple 
use of the platform to the contribution to its development. This last phase has a crucial importance for at least 
two reasons. First of all, it will allow this project to provide an actual contribution to the debate on climate 
adaptation. Second of all, it will make sure that the results of this project are spread and discussed beyond the 
limit of academic community, becoming a resource for policy-makers, activists, scientists and all the actors 
working with technoscientific debates. 


