Attachment to the Report STSM: “Framing climate citizenship for Climent project”

Project with an international team and gaining new knowledge
Resume of results


1. Climate citizenship conceptual framework
The STSM activities, in particular during the Focus session on climate citizenship knowledge exchange and the subsequent capacity building, achieved an elaboration on how to develop WG4 and some Climent project activities that refer to a climate citizenship conceptual framework. 
The discussion on a theoretical differentiation between environmental and climate orientation of citizenship, merged with the WG4 scope and activities, has allowed a fruitful definition of an initial framework of climate citizenship as a conceptual path. This framework tries to frame climate citizenship through a non-state-nation perspective, differing from a “traditional” formal citizenship approach, not restricted to an individual orientation or any region or state, but instead supranational, multiactorial, embracing a more global approach. Climate citizenship framework can take at least two forms. Firstly, there are traces of a cosmopolitan perspective within climate citizenship perspective, focusing on common humanity as a basis of our rights and responsibilities, among others. For instance climate citizenship perspective considers our mutual dependence in the world as one of the reasons for a global environmental effects. The first step towards this could be institutionalising climate questions in constitutions and then further, whether environment (supported by technology, and settled in concrete scenario like the urban fabrics) could be included in a collective action. Secondly, a new kind of ‘post-cosmopolitan’ climate citizenship where the traditional public-private divide included in the liberal and civic republican models is challenged and citizenly activity is widened to include personal behaviour as techno-political interaction as well. A version of such climate citizenship refers to political, social and moral duties as well as to personal attitude and behaviour changes to attain not only a climate-oriented society but a sustainable and fair collectivity. 
The concept of environmental citizenship serves as a useful and important lens to describe individual duties towards sustainability and the environment. Yet, for example, examination of the EU’s climate campaign “You control climate change” reveals a possible limitation: environmental citizenship, when operationalized in policy discourse, tends to individualize responsibility. Citizens are addressed primarily as private consumers encouraged to adjust their behavior (e.g. turn off lights, recycle waste, buy eco-products, etc.) framed within moral and economic incentives rather than political engagement and multi-actor agency. This approach, surely one important part of climate orienttion, while mobilizing crucial small-scale action, tends to de-politicise citizenship. The ecological challenge becomes a matter of lifestyle optimization rather than democratic, social and political co-decision that includes multiple actors and bodies, and the citizen is transformed into a rational consumer managing personal carbon footprints. In this configuration, collective agency, participation, multiplicity of roles and actors, equality, social justice, pushing for new constituencies and structural transformation remain somehow peripheral.
By contrast, the emerging notion of climate citizenship (e.g. as developed across the essays in the GLOBALCIT 2024 working paper (edited by R. Baubock) marks a decisive conceptual expansion, and seems more tuned with scopes and objectives for both WG4 and the Climent project overall. It frames climate change not only as an environmental issue but as a transformative force for participation, membership, rights, responsibilities and belonging. Climate change undermines the traditional boundaries of citizenship (territoriality, equality, state-centred, off-line and on-line separation, formal conceptual perimeter) and demands new forms of constituencies, provisions, political subjectivations, solidarity, protection, and participation. The concept therefore shifts attention from individual behavior to the multi-actor, systemic, and transnational processes that shape climate vulnerability and response.
Whereas environmental citizenship situates responsibility largely in individual conduct, climate citizenship expands both the circle of actors and the spheres of engagement with the following drivers:
· Citizens as collective agents. Climate citizenship redefines citizens not only as key private actors mitigating emissions but as political subjects entitled to shape the norms, institutions, and infrastructures. Climate citizenship requires surely individual actions and responsibility as well as collective voice, new constituencies, organized participation, and policy influence, to orient policy-making and socio-political actions to equality and inclusivity.
· Beyond individual behavior. Environmental citizenship tends to fix on individual consumption choices, lifestyle changes. Climate citizenship expands this by demanding collective actions, institutional transformations, rights and responsibility claims, participation in governance.
· Multi-scalar and networked. Climate citizenship recognizes trans-local, virtual, cross-border, multi-scalar forms of participation and membership. A particular relevance and locus of action is the urban realm, especially in connection with digital tools and displacement.
· Power and accountability. Climate citizenship embeds a scan of power: who builds infrastructure, who designs urban technological devices, platforms/smart city systems, whose data is collected and used, and who controls algorithms. 
· Justice (political, social, spatial, digital, intergenerational). Climate citizenship insists that vulnerabilities, capacities, rights and responsibilities differ; embeds social justice, spatial justice (e.g. which urban areas are prioritized), digital justice (e.g. who has access and voice), and intergenerational justice.

A further knowledge advancement on climate citizenship focuses on why the urban and digital dimensions have a crucial position in its development. The concept has a planetary relevance and affects all geographies, though urban areas concentrate people, energy use, infrastructure, digital platforms and emissions. They are both the places where climate impacts are felt most acutely (heat islands, flooding, infrastructure strain) and the loci where mitigation and adaptation innovations often emerge (green infrastructure, shared mobility, energy communities). Any robust notion of climate citizenship must therefore explicitly engage with urban environment, not only as contexts but also as active arenas for citizenship actions, governance, and identity.
It is in urban spaces, in fact that is particularly evident platform urbanisation processes, where digital platforms infrastructures mediate citizenship in new ways, creating hybrid (both online and offline) spaces where platformisation processes refer to how platforms, sensors, data, algorithms, apps, and spaces shape access, voice, participation, and accountability in climate governance. Recent scholarship on platform urbanisation shows how urban environments are being reconfigured through digitally-enabled techno-political assemblages: ride-hailing, housing platforms (e.g. Airbnb), mobility platforms, logistics, surveillance, data infrastructures. These reshape who has power, who gets to decide infrastructures, and who is represented, offering opportunities and risks. Climate citizenship must attend to these dynamics so that citizens are not by-passed or made passive consumers within this uncharted environment.


2. Skills developed 
Together with the international team of colleagues during the three days of the STSM, and leveraging further on the not-planned active observation (which would not have been possible online) in a Policy Photography session by prof. Serdar Turkeli (UNU-Merit and Univ Maastricht), within the Bachelor 3rd year from Maastricht University, the skills within the climate citizenship framework that have been identified as a base to be developed further, are oriented to an understanding that:
· Urban environment is a primary site of climate vulnerability, construction of social and political equality and innovation;
· Digital infrastructures mediate citizenship in new ways;
· The urban environment merged with digital platforms' advancement and operations defines processes of platform urbanisation, creating an uncharted techno-political arena whose logic and dimensions of citizenship must be deeply studied;
· Urban/digital dimensions can magnify climate inequalities, then is crucial to deepen the intersection with political action, social impacts, justice, participation, rights and responsibilities.


3. Publication plan
During the STSM have been initiated two possible routes for publication, which have to be further developed in the next month by a complete publication outline proposal. This outline will be shared first within the international team of colleagues met in the STSM in Maastricht to collect feedback and participation confirmations as WG4 workflow. Then it will be eventually shared with few selected additional colleagues or scholars that, in the Climent project as well as in the wider scientific community, might be interested in the specific topic. The further step is to start the publication pipeline, at the latest in the beginning of 2026.
As defined in the STSM, the publication, depending on interests to join confirmed, can be: a) a scientific co-authored article that will be addressed to a range of top-tier international scientific journal; or b) a monographic article, longer and with specific sections that all interested colleagues can fill according to their expertise.
The climate citizenship conceptual elaboration that will be proposed in the joint publication will analyse key conceptual and descriptive aspects, such as:
· Re-politicising urban participation with a climate orientation beyond consumerism. Climate citizenship tries to shifts the emphasis from choices in the private sphere to collective rights, actions, claims and responsibilities, enabling citizens to influence structural urban decisions, with a particular attention to platform urbanisation processes and governance.
· Counteracting the concentration of power in platforms. Platforms centralize urban control over mobility, housing, and services (e.g. Uber, Airbnb), often undermining climate consideration and democratic oversight. Climate citizenship frames citizens as active social and political agents in shaping sustainable, just, and transparent urban systems, ensuring that ecological and social values are not subordinated to platform logics.
· Linking ecological justice with digital-urban justice. Climate change intensifies vulnerabilities, while platform economies amplify inequalities in access to services, political polarisation, housing, and data rights. Climate citizenship connects ecological responsibilities (mitigation, adaptation) with claims for fair urban redistribution and recognition in digital economies.
· Urban benefits through collective climate action. Urban areas are key sites of climate actionable measures and policies (e.g. carbon emissions) and platform infrastructures. Addressing one without the other risks fragmented responses. Climate citizenship encourages participation and collective mobilization at the neighborhood and urban scale (from energy cooperatives to shared mobility,from climate-oriented local taxes to advocacy from urban policy-makers) linking climate mitigation to urban livability.
· Empowering citizenship through urban, national and transnational climate identity and educational initiatives. Platforms operate planetary with specific assemblages of actors in urban spaces, while climate change transcends borders. Traditional state-nation citizenship cannot fully respond. Climate citizenship builds cosmopolitan, socio-political and climate identities, empowering citizens to claim rights and duties that are trans-territorial, performative at urban level and extending beyond national frameworks.

With regard to the journal/type of publication, depending on the final disciplinary approach we will follow (e.g. urban studies, climate studies, sustainability, citizenship orientation), and from eventual calls for contribution, we will address first-tier journals. Possible targeted journals could be for example (but not limited to): Education, Citizenship and Social Justice; Urban studies; Citizenship Teaching & Learning; Nature Cities,etc.


4. Activities, collaboration and CliMent-oriented projection
The STSM allowed to start drafting a long-lasting collaboration for CliMent-oriented activities on climate citizenship orientation conceptually set as described in the previous section 1. In particular, the possible activities to be jointly developed are:
	Activity/output
	Contributors
	Tentative timeline

	Hybrid small workshops to discuss specific project-related and beyond climate citizenship-oriented didactical applications, 
	WG4 members and WG3 members.
	Start planning end 2025-beginning 2026; implementation in 2026


	Design a session or a panel dedicated to climate citizenship in a science festival to support the community of practices.
	WG4 members interested in organising a multi-disciplinary science festival.
	Start planning end 2025-beginning 2026; implementation in 2026 and/or 2027 as a session/panel in a CliMent science festival.

	Climate citizenship policy-oriented brief
	WG4 members - Link of published paper/publication to a UNU policy brief series.
	Late 2026 and 2027, after the submission of the publication.

	Climate citizenship breakdown sessions in the WG4 activities in next CliMent MC meetings
	WG4 members and CliMent MC.
	Merged with MC meetings.




5. Linking climate citizenship framework, published paper, UNU policy brief series and  WG4 publication.
During the STSM activities has been agreed an operational path in terms of possible policy orientation. This path will be elaborated through both the publication and the UNU policy brief series, and as well exploited in the above mentioned (point 4) activities that will be defined in 2026 and/or in 2027 within WG4 and within the MC future meetings.
With regard to the specific contents to be the basis of the policy-oriented impact, the following are the main impacts that will be likely pursued:
· Embedding participation into urban governance, resisting the narrowing of citizenship to consumer behavior;
· Providing a normative basis for regulating platforms in line with public interest, climate targets, and democratic accountability;
· Promoting inclusive policies that address both carbon footprints and digital divides, securing benefits for marginalized groups; 
· Fostering public value creation (clean air, resilient infrastructure, community services, participatory constituencies) that markets, policy-makers, and platforms alone cannot deliver;
· Strengthening citizens’ capacity to challenge both platform monopolies and insufficient urban/local action, making citizenship a tool for empowerment in global urban governance.
Together (but not limited to), these five points argue that a climate citizenship framework is not just about greener lifestyles; it is a political and social strategy to rebalance urban governance, democratize the platformisation processes, and empower citizens in the face of both climate crises and platform power.


6. Analytical and conceptual value of climate citizenship to be applied throughout the CliMent action and WG4 activities – topics
The climate citizenship analytical fmarework advanced during the STSM will allow specific contributions strictly linked with the WG4 activities. As illustrated in the above point 4 table, the activities planned support its key tasks (see also WG4 Malta meeting minutes on 11 September 2025) as follows:
· T.4.2 The assessment of current policy and advocacy strategies is important to define how, when and by which approach the climate citizenship frameworks can be applied, if there are already experimentations ongoing or planned, and build the follow-up of this STSM project more efficiently. If WG4 partners are available, it will be possible eventually to also work on developing questionnaires to identify the gaps that must be filled towards raising people's awareness, combating climate change problems, with an approach of climate citizenship as above described.
· T.4.3 is addressed to educational activities and materials. Policy-oriented brief on one end and furthermore hybrid workshops and the festival session (see table in above point 4) will definitely support T.4.3. scope towards creating awareness of climate citizenship as a practice in the long-term. 
· T.4.4 will include the climate citizenship approach as one key policy framework within the virtual science festival to raise public awareness and set ways to move forward.

With regard to the realm of activity discussed with the international team as a basis for setting long-lasting collaboration, it mainly refers to climate citizenship as a political and social conception, as illustrated in above point 3 for the publication plan. Especially referring to spheres of action, it is about:
· Realm of activity concerning practices in both the private, public and institutional spheres. Furthermore, STSM sketched toward what kinds of practices these spheres entail, and what kinds of decisions and routines are involved in being a climate citizen. 
· Political space drives attention to the urban as the main locus of climate citizenship. This of course, does not exclude, for instance, local, national, global or also hybrid conditions and spheres of action such as the idea of an ecological footprint.
· Virtues mean looking for traits and characteristics that are expected from climate citizens. Although climate citizenship is a systemic and multi-actor approach, the role of individual remains of course prime.
· Rights and responsibilities refers to the moral and judicial, administrative, political, civil rights and responsibilities that are related to climate citizenship. The STSM considered how governance models in cities could integrate sustainability and justice, including through participatory arrangements, community networks, intermediaries, and alternative financing. While not exclusively about digital platforms, it underscores that for climate justice to be realized in urban contexts, governance must be inclusive, multilevel, entering new constituencies and responsive mechanisms that digital and platforms can enable or obstruct.
· Depth of activity refers to whether environmental citizenship is minimal and concentrates only on the environment or whether, as confirmed during all the STSM activities, it is more extensive and aims at structural changes producing climate problems. In a broader sense depth of activity implies a decision-making power, not just individual behavioral change, and directs attention to the objective of climate citizenship, to the politics and aims that it pursues, thus describing the motivation behind climate-related activity. 
· Level of activity means considering environmental citizenship in the passive-active continuum where passivity refers to enjoying benefits and rights whereas activity refers to performing duties, performative claims, participating and influencing. E.g., mapping what kind of practices are climate citizens expected/compelled to be active and where can they remain passive.
· Conception of the environment implies examining the way the natural world and climate citizenship’s relationship with nature are conceptualised in terms of engagement, responsibility and agency as a political way of acting. In other words, climate citizenship reclaims both the educational/information and political dimensions. It calls for citizens’ participation in climate governance, policy co-design, and institutional accountability, reinstating the public sphere (that includes platforms as nowadays egemonic actors), as the main, although not unique, site of climate decision-making.
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