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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

This report outlines PRO-COAST's intended cooperation and clustering activities with other projects, EU
organizations, and stakeholder groups, to facilitate synergistic interactions. The project will link with
numerous Horizon projects, especially those focused on transformative change, and reach out to EU
science initiatives and NGOs representing relevant stakeholders. Relevant projects and organizations
are listed and assessed for collaboration potential. PRO-COAST will also develop a Community
Sustainability Platform (CUSP) modelled on existing initiatives to provide knowledge, leadership, and
adaptive management tools. The platform aims to support local decision-making and gather data to
encourage adaptive governance, with plans to test a Reciprocal Environmental Decision Support tool in
case studies. CUSP also represents an important way in which PRO-COAST will positively interact with
other scientific and stakeholder organisations.

ESUG has prepared this report, aided by Tero, PR&MORE and EA.

LINks WITH OTHER PROJECT ACTIVITIES

WP7 Dissemination and Communication, relies for some tasks on other WPs and runs in parallel with
them from the start of the project. It is informed by WP1 (Project management and coordination) on
Management of Data (T1.3) and Ethics (T1.5). It will disseminate material in Literature Reviews and
other outputs from WP2 (Theoretical framework research design), WP3 (Biodiversity management) and
WP4 (Framework operationalisation). It will provide knowledge tools for testing by Case Studies in WP5
and draw especially, in T7.5 (Lessons learned from case studies and replicability), on T5.2 (Case studies
integrated assessment methodology) and T5.3 (Validation of the integrated assessment methodology
and tested solutions) for insights with which the tools can be refined further. It will complement
information collected in WP6 (Stakeholder engagement) at local level with cooperating organisations at
European and national levels and will disseminate reports from Change Workshops (T6.4) and the
Change Manual (T6.5). It is important to realise that Task 7.4 (Communication and Clustering with other
projects), joins with Task 7.5, to bring together lessons learned from the Case Studies, including
solutions and the scalability of those, to feed information into Task 7.6 (Exploitation prospects). This will
build the Community Sustainability Platform (modelled on SYCL and Naturalliance), together with a
business plan. Task 7.7 will develop the Policy Guidelines at the conclusion of PRO-COAST.
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1 INTRODUCTION

1.1 Scope of the document

PRO-COAST will be linked, i.e., cluster with Horizon projects funded under the same call and many
funded by the EU in earlier calls. This will include a very large number of “transformative change”
projects in eight other calls that were added during PRO-COAST negotiations. It will also reach out to
other initiatives and projects funded through other mechanisms (of which six were mentioned in the
PRO-COAST bid). Including the two Horizon projects that were previously funded in the same call, 18 of
these have already been listed to be approached. A second responsibility in Task 7.4 is for PRO-COAST
to “build on and connect to national and international research projects related to biodiversity and
transformative change continuously collaborating to create synergies and cooperate with other projects
and initiatives of interest that might provide significant leveraging effect”. It is noted in Task 7.4 that this
requires work with the EU Science Service and its cooperation with UNEP, including CBD and IPBES,
with the European Partnerships and Missions being mentioned specifically. A third very important group
to reach out to are the NGOs at European and national levels that represent stakeholders who benefit
from biodiversity at local levels, including farmers, foresters, hunters, anglers, gatherers, and watchers of
wildlife. Most of these organisations now have conservation-science-based outreach to their community
of stakeholders. On the list for approach already are eight other EU science initiatives and 10
representational stakeholder organisations. All will be approached and informed about PRO-COAST’s
objectives and kept abreast of outputs and deliverables. Finally, we note that further projects might be
added to the clustering list from the 23-24 Horizon work programme, as well as any other entities of key
relevance to PRO-COAST.

1.2 Structure of the deliverable

The first part of this report is divided into three sections, one each for Horizon projects, other EU
science-based initiatives, and stakeholder organisations. In each case the section lists project or
organisation names, with relevant links. Each project or organisation is or will be assessed in terms of its
relevance to PRO-COAST, including whether the project specifically considers the transformation of
communities, has local case studies, is developing tools and processes that may fit with output from
PRO-COAST, are specifically coastal and finally, whether these tools and processes are multilingual.
NGOs that are representative of local stakeholders will be assessed in terms of how much their member
activities can affect habitats; how influential they are in communities (including whether their members
are numerous enough to be present in most local communities across Europe), and whether
PRO-COAST project partners are known to have connections with them, either through membership or
working collaboratively in previous projects. This assessment will allow us to prioritise PRO-COAST’s
efforts to initiate clustering activities with each project or organisation. Initiation might take the form of a
request for information exchange, representation on working groups or project advisory boards, or
assistance with the testing of knowledge tools and the Community Sustainability Platform. This latter
aspect, although included within Task 7.6 as part of the Exploitation Prospects, involves networking for
conservation concepts developed specifically by ESUG. It is outlined in the second part of this report to
inform the business planning that will be reported in month 35 of PRO-COAST.
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2 RELATIONSHIP WITH OTHER HORIZON
PROJECTS

2.1 Listing of other Horizon Projects

A combination of systematic and opportunistic searches led to a preliminary list of Horizon projects for
assessment (Appendix A). Systematic searches included searching Cordis for all projects under the
HORIZON.2.6.2 Biodiversity and Natural Resources taxonomic level (Cordis link). As a further example
of a systematic search, all projects funded under the same call as certain key projects were examined,
resulting for example in examination of all projects funded under the Horizon 2020 Sustainable Food
Security call with at least one year left to run (Cordis link). Other sources for our preliminary list included
information from the Project Officer, personal knowledge of the project coordinators, and web searches.

Projects found in these search results were included in our preliminary list if, based on the Cordis
description, the project included an explicit element of promoting social change at the local community
level for environmental improvement. This preliminary list included 47 projects (Appendix A), of which 41
had an intention to change local communities and were therefore assessed in more detail.

2.2 Assessment of Horizon Projects

Each of the projects in the preliminary list was coded according to a set of five criteria chosen to identify
projects that were of most relevance to the PRO-COAST objectives. Projects were assigned a score
between 0 and 2 for each criterion. To maximise the replicability and objectivity of the coding process, a
subset of projects was first coded by two coders and results were compared. Of 15 assigned codes, only
one code differed fundamentally between coders (coded as zero by one coder and non-zero by the
other). The coding criteria were finalised after discussion to resolve this difference.

2.2.1 Community Transformation criterion

Does the project try to achieve social change within local communities that is relevant to human impact
on the natural environment? This means that the project involves trying to change environmentally
related attitudes, beliefs, or values in community members.

2.2.2 Local Case Study criterion
Does the project have case studies similar to the PRO-COAST structure?
2.2.3 Tools and Processes criteria

Does the project develop tools or processes for social change? This can be scored as non-zero only if
the social change score is non-zero. Tools and processes can be technical or some form of systematic
social process.

2.2.4 Multilingual

Are the tools and processes multilingual? This can be scored as non-zero only if Tools and Processes
Criterion 1 is non-zero.

PRO-COAST D7.5_v1 8/21
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2.2.5 Coastal

Does the project have a focus on coastal regions or coastal ecology?

226 Assessment results and future notworking intentions

The results of the assessment are shown in Table 1. The mean total score (adding together all criteria
scores) was 4.5, and the maximum was 7 (of a possible total 10).

Table 1. Number of projects scoring 0, 1, or 2 for each criterion

Criterion Score 0 Score1 Score 2
Social change 2 26 20
Case studies 18 17 13

Tools and processes & 14 31
Coastal 34 10 4
Multilingual 34 12 2

All 16 projects scoring 6 or above, plus three additional projects scoring below 6 but non-zero for the
Coastal criterion, will be targeted for contact to establish the possibility of collaboration. These 19
projects are listed in Table 2. A letter (Appendix B) has been drafted to be sent to representatives of
these projects in April. This letter introduces the PRO-COAST project, by referencing publicly available
information such as our website, introduce our remit and personnel, and will also mention any overlaps
between PRO-COAST and the targeted projects. For example, the project OTTERS includes
PRO-COAST partner EA (Ellinogermaniki), while ESUG has strong links with a partner in FRAMEWORK
and contacts through its membership to partners in another seven of the projects below. Importantly, the
letter in Appendix B makes clear that we are keen to network and find common ground and synergies
between our projects.

Table 2. List of Horizon projects targeted for contact

Project title Cordis link

BAMBOO https://cordis.europa.eu/project/id/101059379
BIOAGORA https://cordis.europa.eu/project/id/101059438
BIOTRAILS https://cordis.europa.eu/project/id/101082008
CLEVER https://cordis.europa.eu/project/id/101060765
EKLIPSE https://cordis.europa.eu/project/id/690474
PRO-COAST _D7.5_v1 9/21
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FRAMEWORK

https://cordis.europa.eu/project/id/862731

IntercropValuES

https://cordis.europa.eu/project/id/101081973

Invest4Nature https://cordis.europa.eu/project/id/101061083
MARCO-BOLO https://cordis.europa.eu/project/id/101082021
MOSAIC https://cordis.europa.eu/project/id/101081238
NaturaConnect https://cordis.europa.eu/project/id/101060429
NATURESCAPES https://cordis.europa.eu/project/id/101084341
OTTERS https://cordis.europa.eu/project/id/101094041

PLUS Change

https://cordis.europa.eu/project/id/101081464

RestPoll https://cordis.europa.eu/project/id/101082102
REWRITE https://cordis.europa.eu/project/id/101081357
SELINA https://cordis.europa.eu/project/id/101060415
TETTRIs https://cordis.europa.eu/project/id/101081903

URBAN GreenUP

https://cordis.europa.eu/project/id/730426
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3 RELATIONSHIP WITH OTHER EU
ORGANISATIONS

3.1 Listing and Assessment of other EU Science-based
Organisations

We have also compiled a list of other EU science-based organisations and projects that are not Horizon
projects but have a similar profile in that they focus on scientific programs and so, similarly to Horizon
projects, they may be open to collaboration or may produce data that is useful for PRO-COAST (Table
3). This list has been compiled using personal knowledge and web searches. Because these
organisations are more diverse than Horizon projects, we have not attempted to systematically code
them in the same way, as it would be more challenging to adapt the coding scheme to their diversity.
These organisations will also be contacted with a similar letter to the one drafted for Horizon projects.

Table 3. List of other EU science-based organisations and projects to be contacted

Organisation / Project Web site

Alternet https://alterneteurope.eu/

PEER https://www.peer.eu/

European Citizen Science Association https://www.ecsa.ngo/
Open Schools for Open Societies http://www.openschools.eu

https://climate-adapt.eea.europa.eu/en/metadata/portals/

OURCOAST ourcoast-the-european-portal-for-integrated-coastal-zone
-management
BiodivERsA https://www.biodiversa.eu/
e-LTER https://elter-ri.eu/
Oppla https://oppla.eu/
PRO-COAST _D7.5_v1 11/21
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4 RELATIONSHIP WITH STAKEHOLDER
ORGANISATIONS

4.1 Listing of relevant European Stakeholder Organisations

We have also compiled a list of stakeholder organisations which, while not necessarily directly affiliated
to the EU, all have a presence in multiple EU countries, and represent relevant stakeholders for the
PRO-COAST project (Table 4). Many, but not all, of these organisations have ongoing scientific
programs. Some, but not all, are working for transformative change at the community level. Some of
these organisations are relevant because they are oriented towards influencing relevant policy. Again,
because these projects and organisations are rather diverse, we have not attempted to systematically
code them yet, as it would be more challenging to adapt a coding scheme to their diversity. These
projects will also be contacted with letters that are tailored to the specific ways in which we anticipate it
may be possible for us to have synergistic interactions. For some, this may be similar to the contact with
Horizon projects, as conservation science is a substantial aspect of the organisation. For others, we may
primarily intend to make contact because, for example, they might be appropriate channels for
dissemination of information generated by the PRO-COAST project.

Table 4. List of other European stakeholder organisations and projects to be contacted

Organisation Website

BirdLife International https://www.birdlife.org

Confederati fE F tO
onfederation of European Forest Owners hitos://www.cepf-eu.ora/

(CEPF)
COPA-COGECA https://copa-cogeca.eu/
European Anglers Alliance https://www.eaa-europe.org/
European Landowners Organisation https://elo.org

FACE Federation of Associations for
Hunting and Conservation of the EU

https://www.face.eu

IAF International Association for Falconry

& Conservation of Birds of Prey hitps /iwww.iaf.org

_ : iuen. o L .
IUCN-CEM-SUME Sustainable Use and https://www.iucn.org/our-union/commissions/group/iuc

- -sustainable-use-and- t- t
Management of Ecosystems A-cem = A . managemen =
-thematic-group
Eurosite https://www.eurosite.org/about/
PRO-COAST _D7.5_v1 12/21
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Friends of the Earth https://www.foei.org/

5 CLUSTERING/COLLABORATING ACTIVITIES

5.1 Overview of planned clustering activities

The activities we plan to undertake in the course of collaboration with other projects, initiatives, and
platforms include adding and or linking their content to our platforms (including our website but also
through social media), inviting those working on other projects to our local workshops, attempting to
organize common workshops/webinars/training events on issues of common interest. We will use the
clustering activities as a means of establishing new or regenerating past networks between PRO-Coast
partners and those working on other projects, etc., both through project meetings and also through
reaching out when attending research conferences/symposia. This list is an indication of the clustering
activities we have planned, and we will take every opportunity to connect as they become available.

5.2 How we will reach out

We will divide our outreach to other projects, initiatives, and platforms (generally referred to as projects in
what follows) along three basic lines. Firstly, for those projects where our analysis indicates they do not
have evidence of involvement in the five ranking criteria we have used (social change, use of case
studies, design of tools and processes, working in coastal ecosystems, and using multilingual
approaches), we will send them a general email introducing PRO-Coast. These will be those projects
considered (Appendix A) but not included in Tables 2, 3, and 4. This will ask if we can establish links
through our website and our other social media channels. It will invite them to contact us further if they
do think there are further opportunities for collaboration.

We will contact those projects where greater collaboration has been identified through our ranking
system — all of those in Tables 2, 3, and 4, with a request as above. In addition, for these projects, we will
ask if they wish to attend any of our future project meetings (with a link to an online project calendar).
This calendar will include information on conferences/symposia that PRO-Coast project members will
attend, allowing for networking to take place between projects at these events.

For a subset of those projects in Tables 2, 3, and 4 which show enduring interest in communication with
PRO-COAST, we will consider a request to join a PRO-COAST Steering Committee that will provide
support to PRO-Coast and help with maintaining the PRO-COAST legacy after the project finishes in
2026.

A draft of the communications with projects and organisations can be found in Appendix B, including
versions for those we identify (see Table 2) as likely to benefit especially from synergies with
PRO-COAST.

PRO-COAST _D7.5_v1 13/21
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6 THE COMMUNITY SUSTAINABILITY
PLATFORM

6.1 Overview of the Socio-Technology platform approach

In the context of ‘cooperation and clustering with other projects’, Objective 4 of Pro-Coast reads “The
project will engage stakeholders locally and internationally to facilitate community participation in
[Pro-Coast] and provide community training for a wide range of EU and international communities.
Network building will utilise the experience of the Naturalliance portal, already operating in 21 European
national languages, so that the project’s aim of providing ‘must-have’ tools for biodiversity conservation
should achieve the greatest use. The project will draw on the network of Country Coordinators (CoCos)
that has been maintained by the European Sustainable Use Group.”

The description for WP7 reads, “scale-up will be facilitated by the development and maintenance of a
local communities sustainability platform, open for new entrants, and modeled in the framework of
existing ESUG initiatives SYCL (System for Community Liaison -
https://esug.sycl.net/9/development-of-our-portals) and Naturalliance (https://www.naturalliance.eu)”. On
this basis, the Community Sustainability Platform (CUSP) being developed for Pro-Coast will take the
form of a network. It will be similar to the system developed by IUCN and ESUG following their FP7
project (#212304) to Design a Transactional Environmental Support System (TESS).

6.2 Cusp components: MORPHmaster

MORPHmaster (for Multilingual On-line Research/Restoration Project Hosting) provides a secure content
management and translation system for building multilingual websites. It has a scope for 54 languages
that are used officially in most countries of the world. It handles text and language-specific diagrams in
all these languages, including left-to-right and right-to-left formats, as well as pictographic fonts, with
instructions in English. MORPHmaster evolved from the original Naturalliance.eu website to serve as a
hub for global-with-local networks, through the development of culture-specific links. These links allow,
for example, the system to distinguish between German for Austria, Germany, and Switzerland, when
creating local language sites typically, but not necessarily, in the System for Community Liaison (SYCL).
Other than www.pro-coast.eu, there is Naturalliance (with 54 satellite sites), Sakernet (with 6 satellite
sites), Perdixnet (with 6 satellite sites), and FalcoNet (with 7 satellite sites) as well as a number of
stand-alone websites. There are currently 99 sites in total.

6.3 Cusp components: The System for Community Liaison

System for Community Liaison (SYCL) is a secure content management system (CMS) that allows easy
interlinkage between its many networked sites because they all operate within the sycl.net domain.
Content is created in a single back-office, which operates in multiple languages (currently 15 but
increasing during Pro-Coast). It allows for simplified maintenance and has other advantages over most
CMS through:

PRO-COAST _D7.5_v1 14/21
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1. The creation of ‘central’ pages which load with the same title and content across
several sites. This is useful for sites within the same linguistic area, dealing with the same topic,
or linked within a project and hence likely to receive help from the same content, including links to
web services. It also allows for mutual interaction.

2. A single administrator can manage all editors and give privileges to edit unpublished content
separately from privileges to publish. This is useful for multi-tier organizations like IUCN, which
may need decision-making chains to inspect content published in their name, thus maintaining
standards across multiple sites.

3. A database containing all European Administrative Units down to the NUTS3 level enables
administrators to cluster sites for communities geographically or, using a variety of site labels, on
the basis of other interests.

Sites also have a forum feature, which allows teams working on a site or managing shared projects to
work together and share news and larger documents in an efficient and secure manner without being lost
amongst other emails or notifications. Forums may be set to be public facing or may be hidden and thus
only accessible to those who have been added to them. The forum feature includes a forum app that
may be downloaded onto a smartphone to provide notifications of new content.

6.4 Strategy Tools: Knowledge, Leadership and Adaptive
Management

As well as being a source of information, by linking very widely in a wiki-fashion, the Community
Sustainability Platform (CUSP) will provide process tools from the work of Pro-Coast on social sciences
and ecological tools for forecasting the effect of local community actions on nature’s contributions to
people. The social science tools are likely to at least partly be protocols that encourage Change Agents
to emerge and that support Change Agents’ leadership journey to becoming Change Champions. The
ecological tools will deliver decision support in ways that provide for adaptive management of
ecosystems by local communities and, ideally, are enjoyable to use by individuals. The services
provided on the CUSP will therefore be Knowledge, Leadership, and Adaptive management (KLAMS),
which were identified in TESS as the main factors encouraging sustainability of biodiversity and
ecosystem services across 32 local cases (Kenward et al. 2011).

In order to promote good practice at all levels, the CUSP will provide links to tools identified in WP2-6
and include others built during Pro-Coast. These tools will not only aid local communities in line with
CBD recommendations on adaptive management but also help them gather data that encourages
adaptive governance at higher levels. A particular aim will be to consolidate data gathered by existing
applications that will be used in case studies across Pro-Coast. An application, Reciprocal
Environmental Decision Support (REDS), currently being built for mapping and modeling based on such
spatial data in the UK Case Study in Arne Parish, aims to be even more useful.

The purpose of the REDS system is to improve support for land-use decisions at central levels
(authorities and scientists) and local levels (community and individual), with an innovative reciprocal
approach. Currently, there are two primary ways in which data about land use and ecosystem services
are exchanged between local decision-makers and individuals, organisations, and governments offering
support and advice. The first way is Environmental Decision Support (EDS). This is functionally a
one-way information transfer. The local decision maker submits information to an EDS system, with the
result that the system then uses ecosystem models to tailor advice to the local decision maker according
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to their local circumstances. The information provided by the local decision maker is not

typically retained in the EDS system or used to improve it. The primary information transfer is the advice
given to the individual. The second way is Citizen Science. This is also primarily a one-way information
transfer, in the opposite direction. whereby local citizens provide information about local conditions,
species distribution, etc. The result is that understanding can be improved at a central level. These
centralised understandings are sometimes shared with the citizen scientists, but not in a way that is
specifically tailored to their individual circumstances, as in an EDS. REDS is a system that combines
both approaches. Local individuals will provide local observation data to the centralised system. This
information will be used not only to provide tailored advice but also to improve centralised
understandings, by improving ecosystem models. This approach is intended to be tested in at least one
of the PRO-COAST case studies.

6.5 Conservation on the CUSP: testing within Pro-Coast

The knowledge and approach used to develop the Transactional Environmental Support System (TESS)
will be applied for the CUSP in Pro-Coast. TESS (Kenward et al. 2013) was designed to support
statutory Environmental Assessments as required by Convention on Biological Diversity (CBD), as well
as more local national planning requirements. The project therefore worked with councils at the most
local level of government, i.e., the most devolved Local Administrative Unit (LAU2) in the Nomenclature
of Territorial Units for Statistics (NUTS) classification. Before concluding by publishing the Naturalliance
portal, TESS also developed a very effective systematic approach for low-cost survey across European
states. We propose to apply this approach to introduce and test the CUSP during Pro-Coast.

Early in the TESS project, survey questions on the information needed by local authorities (and of
government at national level) on biodiversity and ecosystem services were tested in structured interviews
of administrators from eight countries represented by the 14 TESS partners. Early survey questions were
then refined to gather data systematically across all 27 EU member states at that time, together with
Norway, Switzerland, Turkey, and Ukraine. The survey used 61 questions and was directed at local
administrators. It recorded information for analysis of institutional capacity, other governance factors, and
environment indicators, to suggest best practice that should be built into a decision-support system.

Researchers working on TESS realised that a system to exchange local knowledge for decision support
would also benefit local managers of land and species, as well as administrators. Therefore,
administrators were asked to select one representative, to complete a questionnaire with 44 simpler
questions, from each of the following activities that were present locally:

(i) farmers and horticulturalists (including gardeners) with their short-rotation crops,
(i) foresters and managers of other trees with their longer rotation,

(iil) managers of inland fisheries and angling for aquatic species,

(iv) those managing hunting areas,

(v) nature and wildlife watching reserve managers and

(vi) managers of access land for many other activities, including gathering wild fungi and plant
products, keeping, and exercising recreational animals, rambling, boating, climbing, camping etc.

To ensure a systematic approach, a list of LAU2s was stratified geographically into five regional lists for
each country, based on landscape and/or culture in nationally recognised regions. For each selected
region, a list of five LAU2s was produced by random sampling, using the first five that had a population
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of at least 200 (to achieve a representative administration) and a population density of

<150 inhabitants per square kilometer to define communities considered rural (Eurostat 2010). The
ESUG Country Coordinator (CoCo) for each nation first translated the questionnaire. Through the
process of translation, each CoCo had the opportunity to discuss any questions that were initially hard to
understand with the survey authors. After translation, each COCO approached the first community listed
in each LAU with a request to complete the questionnaire. This was typically done over the phone. This
was followed by a request to ask land managers to complete their (simpler) questionnaires
unsupervised. Only if the administrator for a community was not prepared to complete the survey was a
second LAU2 approached in that geographically stratified region.

The robustness of the systematic approach in TESS was based on:
1. initial testing of questions in English;
2. their translation to local languages by Country Coordinators; and
3. the engagement of local community administrators by the CoCos

The effectiveness of this method was evident in two ways. Firstly, data were obtained for 28 of the 31
countries surveyed, with ill-health or other indisposition as the reason for non-completion in only 10%.
Secondly, about 90% of the first LAU2s approached agreed to complete the survey.

In Pro-Coast, we will use this approach to test the use of a Reciprocal Environmental Decision Support
(REDS) directed at improving the environmental and climate footprint of private gardens, i.e.,
GardenREDS. We propose to link the use of GardenREDS to a similar survey to that undertaken in
TESS. We will avoid any influence on social-science experiments in the nine Pro-Coast case studies by
avoiding areas in which Pro-Coast case studies are situated.

After proving the concept with a GardenREDS, the REDS tool for ecological decision support will in its
second iteration incorporate as many requirements from other case studies within Pro-Coast as is
practical and will ensure its ability to import data from other apps that partners have found convenient to
use. In its third and subsequent iterations it will follow the same principle for data obtained by partners
with whom Pro-Coast cooperates and clusters through mutual agreement (see Sections 1-4 of this
report). It is hoped that the social science components of WP2-6 will provide tools to accompany REDS
as web-services on the Community Sustainability Platform.

With REDS developing during the project to benefit other case studies and wider activities, it will be
practical, later in the project, to offer European federations representing the different activities highlighted
in section 5.5 — farmers/horticulturalists, foresters, fisheries managers, hunters, reserve managers and
managers of access land for many other activities - the opportunity to organise projects in the same way.
This will train these federations to help with the eventual massive scale-out (Objective 3). Provision on
the CUSP of any social science tools that can be delivered online is also assured. Indeed, it should be
possible to use a similar systematic approach, as undertaken in TESS, to test the exploitation of social
science tools (Objective 5) in preparation for eventual mass-dissemination work (Objective 6).
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APPENDIX B: DRAFT LETTER TO NETWORKING PARTNERS

Subject line: PRO-Coast: Empowering Environmental Change Across Europe
Dear xxx,

| hope this email finds you well. | am part of the team leading the PRO-Coast project (for a PROactive
approach for COmmunities to enAble Societal Transformation). PRO-Coast is a HORIZON-funded
initiative that is using social science to study how coastal communities and civil society across Europe
can best be motivated and empowered to restore and maintain biodiversity and ecosystem services.

Our consortium brings together 20 partners from 14 countries, including Belgium, Greece, Spain, Italy,
Germany, Estonia, Romania, Montenegro, Cyprus, Malta, the United Kingdom, Slovenia, Norway, and
Ireland. We'll be using the ‘Bristol Approach’ for co-creation of social structures and tools to aid this work,
combined with ‘Extreme Citizen Science’ that engages local people with us to gather scientific data and
other local knowledge, in nine case studies with coastal habitats.

A new tool for reciprocal environmental decision support, based on predictive models, will both
encourage co-participation in community decision-making and then integrate local wisdom into
policymaking. A multilingual Community Sustainability Platform will allow the tools and other findings
from our project to be implemented online very widely, across other ecosystems and study areas
throughout Europe and further afield. We invite you to explore our project further — both on our website
and using the links there to access our social media accounts.

European Commission has given us special responsibility for ‘clustering’ with related projects that foster
social change, especially if they are developing tools and processes for work in case studies. Searches
on Cordis and other media showed a welcome opportunity to establish links with YYY on our website
and with our social media accounts. Please let me know if you would be happy for us to do this. We
would be delighted if you could also consider a link to our project on your site.

Insert here for those in Table 2 (see below)

If you have any questions or would like to discuss other potential synergies, please feel free to reach out.
Thank you for your attention, and we look forward to connecting with you!

Kind regards,

Dr Julie Ewald
Chair of European Sustainable Use Group (ESUG)
Burgate Manor, Fordingbridge, Hampshire SP6 1EF

My pronouns are she/her
Office (direct line): +44 (0)1425 651 005 Mobile: +44 (0)7795545192

Email: jewald@gwct.org.uk Twitter: @ja_ewald

(
P@oust

A PROactive approach for COmmunities to enAble Societal Transformation
Able Societal Transformation

Insert for those in Table 2
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We hope you would consider opportunities for clustering and collaboration. Due to

common interests between our projects in ZZZ, we would like to invite members of YYY to consider
attending at least one of our future project meetings, to explore further any potential synergies. Members
of the PRO-Coast project will be attending several conferences/symposia during June 2024 (e.g. on
Nature-based Solutions in Oxford, Resilient Landscapes in Birmingham and International Sandy
Beaches in Salento) and later the IPBES plenary in Namibia. We would welcome touching base with any
partners from YYY that will be attending these.

Follow-up for those who respond most positively

Finally, we would like to extend an invitation to serve on a PRO-Coast Steering Committee that will
provide support for the project and help maintain the PRO-Coast legacy after the project finishes in
2026.
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