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Over the last two decades, the human side of dirdadnge has attracted increasing attention from
scholars from the social sciences and humanitiefeveloping into a prolific, rich and truly
multidisciplinary effort, with contributions fromields as varied as media and communication
science, political science, sociology, psychologytural studies, computational science, discourse
analysis and linguistics. The kinds of data sour@ed materials that have been studied are as
manifold as the different disciplinary approachesging from the analysis of textual materials —
such as scientific papers, policy reports, newspapecles, blogs and other social media — to
methodological approaches such as experiments pintdbo surveys. This conference focuses on
the current state of the research field.
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CONFERENCE PROGRAMME

THE HUMAN SIDE OF CLIMATE CHANGE

Friday 16 October

08.30 Registration

09.00-09.30 Welcomand opening of conference
ProfessoKjersti Flgttum , Head of LINGCLIM project
ProfessoDag Rune OlsenRector of the University of Bergen

A voice on behalf of the people of the Pacific mgla —Chief Telematua(5 min film)

09.30-10.15 Keynote - Mike S. SchafelProfessor, Institute of Mass Communication andlisle
Research, University of Zirich, Switzerland:
“Climate Change - A Global Problem in a Global Railsiphere?”

Chair: Andrew Salway

10.15-11.00 Keynote kene Lorenzoni, Senior Lecturer, School of Environmental Sciences
University of East Anglia, UK:
“Reflecting on the 'unusual’: climate change narestin decision-making about the future”

Chair: @yvind Gjerstad
11.00-11.15 Break

11.15-12.00 LINGCLIM and Norwegian Citizen Panel pesentations

11.15 Kjersti Flgttum: “The LINGCLIM project — an overview”

11.35 Endre Tvinnereim:“Exploring citizens’ view of climate solutions their own words”

12.00-13.00 Lunch

13.00-14.40 Parallel sessionis Auditorium 2, Seminar rooms 1 and 2

Session Al, Venue: Aud 2
Chair: Mike Hulme

Session A2, Venue: Room 1

Chair: Eystein Jansen

Session A3, Venue: Room 2

Chair: Irene Lorenzoni

D

13.00 Peter M. Haugan
Socially responsible climate
and energy research?

13.00 Madeleine Midtgaard
Exploring Climate
Variability in Bangladesh:
Understanding Local
Constructions of Climate

13.00 Scott Rettberg
Toxi*City: a Cinematic
Combinatory Climate
Change Narrative

13.25 Asun Lera St.Clair &
Erlend A.T. Hermansen
Making Climate Science
Meaningful and Actionable

13.25 Igor Esau
Traditional environmental
knowledge in the Arctic
cities

13.25 Erik Thorstensen
Mitigating climate change:
citizens, stakeholders, the
public and laypeople as
agents in IPCC WG l1ll 2014

13.50 Kjetil Rommetveit,
Roger Strand, Silvio
Funtowicz Climate change
versus technoscience?
Imagining the limits of
human interventions

13.50 Scott Bremer
Evoking stories of the local
climate in Bangladesh

13.50 Pierre Lejeune

The ambiguous epistemic stat
of some typical statements
about the future in the SPMs @
WG Il and Il in IPCC'’s Fifth

Assessment Report (ARbS)




14.15 Marianne Aasem
The effect of institutional
context on public attitudes
towards climate policy
instruments

14.15 Havard Haarstad &
Stina Ellevseth Oseland
Transforming an ‘oil city’:
urban form and strategies fg
low carbon transition in
Stavanger, Norway

14.15 Marte R. Fjgrtoft &
Anje M. Gjesdal

“Alone against the world”:
rBolivia’s voicing of
heterodox visions at the
Cancun Climate Change

conference

14.40-14.50 Break

14.50-16.30 Parallel sessionis Auditorium 2, Seminar rooms 1 and 2

Session B1, Venue: Aud 2
Chair: Michael D. Jones

Session B2, Venue: Room 1

Chair: Mike Schéafer

Session B3, Venue: Room 2

Chair: Nick Pidgeon

D

14.50 Silviya Serfimova
When Does Nature Say
‘No’? Ethical Dilemmas in
Norwegian Ecopolitics
within the Debates about
Norway'’s Potential
Accession to EU

14.50 Dag Elgesem
What's oil got to do with it?
The public debate about
Norway'’s contribution to
keep carbon in the ground

14.50 Anne Gijelsvik &

Torr Cumming —

Can cinema change how we
think and talk about climate
change?

15.15 Yohann Ariffin &
Nils Moussa

The use of emotives in
climate change
governmentality

15.15 Richard Forrest
Performativity and
Structuration in Interest
Group Communications on
Climate Change

15.15 Simon Meisch

“And all at once the clouds
descend, Shed tears that
never seem to end” —
Looking at climate change
from early modern literature

15.40 Jana Sillmann &
Karianne de Bruin
Bridging scales in the
extremes: from global
climate change to local
adaptation

15.40 Edvard Hviding
Living in the Ring of Fire:
Climate Change and the
Long Run of Environmental
Experience in the Pacific
Islands

15.40 Eivind Heldaas
Seland

Climate in history, history in
climate: Some preliminary
perspectives

16.05 Erlend M. Knudsen
Pole To Paris: The
Experiences from an
Extraordinary Outreach
Project

16.05 Marisa Usera-
Clavero

Review of Climate Change i
Public Health Litterature:
Engendering a Rapid

Appraisal Tool

16.30-16.45 Break

16.45-17.30 Keynote - Elodie Varga#é\ss. Professor, Université Stendhal, Grenobler&nce:
“Climate Change : Discourses and representatioagwertisements”

Chair: Kjersti Flgttum

17.30-18.15 Keynote (videoed) - Matthew Nisheissociate Professor of Communication,
Northeastern University, Boston, Massachusetts, US:
“Disruptive ldeas: Public Intellectuals, the Medamd Discourses about Climate Change”

Chair: Elisabeth Ivarsflaten

18.15 End of day 1



Saturday 17 October

08.45-09.45 Keynote (videoed) - Brigitte NerligHProfessor, School of Sociology and Social
Policy, University of Nottingham, UK: “Metaphoms climate change discourse”
Chair: Trine Dahl

09.45-10.30 Keynote - Eystein JanseRrofessor, Department of Earth Science / BjeriCestre
for Climate Research, University of Bergen, Norway:

“Uncertainties, risks and opportunities as viewenif recent climate research”

Chair: Helge Drange

10.30-10.45 Break

10.45-12.30 LINGCLIM presentations Chair: Elisabeth Ivarsflaten

10.45 Gisela Bohm*“The psychology of language effects on the peroamnd communication of
climate change”

11.10 @yvind Gjerstad:“The Linguistic Complexity of Climate Change Ndivas”
11.35 Andrew Salway “Inducing salient information structures fromrohte change texts”

12.00 Trine Dahl:“LINGCLIM linguistic studies - Future research ues”

12.30-13.30 Lunch

13.30-14.15 Keynote - Mike HulmeRrofessor of Climate & Culture, King’s College Lam
“Seeing Climate Change: For the Few, For the Many?”

Chair: Kjersti Flgttum

14.15-14.30 Break

14.15-14.30 Break

14.30-15.45 Parallel sessioms Auditorium 2 and Seminar room 1

Session C1, Venue: Aud 2 Session C2, Venue: Room 1

Chair: Elodie Vargas Chair: Trine Dahl

14.30 Frolence Rutechura 14.30 Fanny Domenec

Linguistic Analysis of Obama's “Exploring the future of climate change”:

Speech on Climate Change new discursive practices in corporate
communication

14.55 Oleksandr Kapranov 14.55 Gaby Ortiz-Barreda

(LINGCLIM project) Violence against women and climate

Conceptual Metaphors in Corporate| change: What does the evidence say?
Discourse on Global Climate Changg:
The Cases of Shell and BP

15.20 Ingelin Barmen & Jenny 15.20 Marguerite Daniel

Etzell Climate change, childcare and positive
Climate Change, Environment and | deviance in the north of Ghana
Promotional Discourse




15.45-16.00 Break

16.00-16.45 Keynote - Michael D. Joneéssistant Professor, School of Public Policy, gore

State University, US:
“Culture and Climate Change: A Storied Examinatid™Norwegian Public Opinion”

Chair: Endre Tvinnereim

16.45-17.30 Keynote - Nick PidgegrProfessor, School of Psychology, Cardiff UniversiUK:
“Public Perceptions of Climate Change: Key Trena$ Bmerging Issues”
Chair: Gisela Bohm

17.30 Closure of conference — Professor Margarethagen, Dean of the Faculty of Humanities




KEYNOTES

SPEAKERS - ABSTRACTS

Mike Hulme (King'’s College London):
Seeing Climate Change: For the Few, For the Many?

How is it possible to see global climate changekifg inspiration from Peter Rudiak-Gould’s
2013 essay “We have seen it with our own eyes3, tidik explores the different ways in which
climate change becomes visible to us: through sei¢knowledge is made), through citizen’s
experience (knowledge is everywhere), through mreairt (knowledge is veiled). These different
claims about the visibility of climate change ciate widely across public arenas and become
enrolled by different political interests and astoiThey are rooted in different epistemologiesyth
motivate citizens in different ways and they catifferent implications for democracy. | reflect on
what these claims to ‘see’ climate change meath®politics of climate change.

Mike Hulme is professor of climate and culture in the Deparitof Geography at King’s College
London. His work explores the idea of climate af@ansing historical, cultural and scientific
analyses, seeking to illuminate the numerous wayghich climate change is deployed in public
and political discourse. He is currently workingabook manuscripeathered: A Cultural
Geography of Climaté€SAGE, 2016). His previous books includan Science Fix Climate
Change? A Case Against Climate EngineefiAglity, 2014) andWhy We Disagree About Climate
Change(Cambridge, 2009). From 2000 to 2007 he was than#fing Director of the Tyndall
Centre for Climate Change Research, based at theeidity of East Anglia, and since 2007 has
been the founding Editor-in-Chief of the reviewijoal Wiley Interdisciplinary Reviews (WIRES)
Climate Change



Eystein Jansen (University of Bergen):
Communicating the IPCC findings: Does it help to rduce complexity?

The IPCC reports contain a vast and comprehens®e/i@w of the science literature. In the SPM
of WG1 these were condensed into a series of heasiiatements - communicating (with
government approval of the text) what the authoesural scientists) believe best summarise the
most policy relevant aspects of the 1000+ page meotn which references 10.000 peer reviewed
papers. Through this major reduction of textual ptaxity, expressions of caveats and uncertainty
are necessarily omitted to a large extent. Yetavés the communicator with some potentially
useful tools when presenting the results to stakielh@udiences. Has this trade-off been efficient,
and does it give the science communicator a betéams to reach out the science basis for climate
policy to various audiences? Experiences with comoating AR5 results to various types of
audiences from the perspective of an author of¥iBl Summary for Policymakers will be
summarised.

Eystein Jansenis professor of Earth Science at the UniversitBefgen, with expertise in past
climates and natural climate variability, primardf/high latitude oceans. He was the founding
director of the Bjerknes Centre for Climate reskamed served in this position for 13 years until
2014. Jansen was co-ordinating lead author inREXCEk 4th Assessment report, and lead author in
the 5th Assessment report, both within WG1. Jahssrauthored or co-authored more than 120
peer review papers and is a member of the Norwelganlemy of Science and Academia
Europaea.



Michael D. Jones (in collaboration with Kjersti Flgtum):
Culture and Climate Change: A Storied Examination & Norwegian Public
Opinion

Global climate change is a problem where solutamescostly, often at odds with existing energy
market incentives, where unilateral action by imdiinals or countries often seems futile in the face
of collective action problems, and consequencesmbation are easily deferred to latter
generations. For these reasons, adopting potic&gpromote mitigating or adapting to climate
change has proven difficult for most countriesjéating the broad societal support is likely
necessary to achieve effective policy action. Bghirit of understanding mass public opinion
about climate change, this chapter investigatesrfgs of a recent national survey conducted in
Norway, comparing findings to similar studies athg@onducted in the United States. Built into
the Norwegian national survey are replication expents already conducted in these US studies
that allow tentative comparisons of US and Norwegidizens on perceptions of

risk. Additionally, this study operationalizes tNarrative Policy Framework to assess the role of
narrative communication and culture in shaping lfermation about climate change is processed
by Norwegian citizens. Implications of findings fdorwegian and global climate change policies
are discussed.

Michael D. Jonesis an assistant professor at Oregon State Untyer§ichool of Public Policy.

His research focuses on policy theory and the Naer&olicy Framework, with recent publications
appearing irCritical Policy StudiesthePolicy Studies JournaPolitical PsychologyandSocial
Science QuarterlyHe is the editor, with Elizabeth A. Shanahan Eiaak K. McBeth, ofThe
Science of Stories: Applications of the Narrativdi¢y Framework in Public Policy Analysis
(2014, Palgrave Macmillan).



Irene Lorenzoni (School of Environmental Sciences, University of Eag&\nglia):
Reflecting on the ‘unusual’: Climate change narratves in decision-making about
the future

The experience of an extreme event can serve to @pspaces for reflection upon the nature of the
event, the underpinning causes, the immediate nsggoand effects on longer-term decision
making. Extreme events are sometimes perceivednastial’ and infrequent within the lifespan of
an individual, although historical accounts ofteavpde tell-tale records of similar occurrences.
This talk examines and considers how publics amntsam-makers present and discuss an
experienced ‘unusual’ event, its effects, andatatronship with scientific understandings,

including climate change. It considers which navest emerge, what expectations they include and
examines whether these narratives create oppadsii@&nd / or barriers) for changing thinking,
learning and policy responses to such eventsgardeto diverse forms of adaptation.

Dr Irene Lorenzoni is Senior Lecturer at the University of East Angide is interested in how
individuals, groups and collectives perceive thalleimges of global environmental change, how
they engage and respond to them. Her research egartfie relationships between individual
perceptions and understandings of environmentaésss specifically climate change, its causes and
consequences over different timescales - and betialichange. Her recent work includes
understanding individual and institutional engagetwéth climate change both in terms of
mitigation and adaptation; the role of social calpit adaptation; public attitudes towards energy
options; the evolution of climate change policynceptualisations of time and the future, responses
to extreme events. She is a member of the SciGumety and Sustainability (3S) Research Group
at UEA and of the Tyndall Centre for Climate ChaRgsearch.
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Brigitte Nerlich (University of Nottingham):
Coming to terms with climate change through metaphis

I.A. Richards said in hiBhilosophy of Rhetorithat a ‘command of metaphor plays a role in the
control of the world that we make for ourselve$ite in’ (1936: 155). This means that we make
the world we live in through the language we speak especially through the use of metaphors.
Metaphors make us see one thing in terms of anatigtthen act in specific ways according to
these new ways of seeing — they have a performpaweer. They can, of course, also make us not
act at all, especially when it comes to climatengjea This talk charts some of the changes in
climate change science and policy debates throbhghges in metaphors, from optimistic and
rallying ones to pessimistic and divisive onesdlsask: Do metaphors help us cope with climate
change or have we lost our ability to speak abboiate change and therefore the power to change
the world we want to live in?

Brigitte Nerlich is Professor of Science, Language and Societyedt/hiversity of Nottingham.

She has a background in linguistics, philosophysowaiology. Her research deals with the cultural
and political contexts in which metaphors and ofleaning devices are used in public, policy and
scientific debates about emerging technologies@albty biotechnologies, emerging diseases and
climate change. She is Director of a Leverhulmesffunded research programme ‘Making
Science Public: Challenges and opportunities’. sfsea Dr.Phil. from the University of Dusseldorf
and a DLitt from the University of Nottingham. Sikea Fellow of the Academy of Social Sciences.
She blogs on the Making Science Public bllaigp(//blogs.nottingham.ac.uk/makingsciencepuplic/
and elsewhere and she tweets as @BNerlich.
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Matthew Nisbet (Northeastern University, Boston Masachusetts):
Disruptive Ideas: Public Intellectuals, the Media,and Discourses about Climate
Change

In this presentation, Dr. Nisbet will discuss hesearch analyzing the role that prominent public
intellectuals like Bill McKibben, Naomi Klein, Je#y Sachs, Tom Friedman, George Monbiot, and
Andrew Revkin play in shaping debate over climdtenge. He will detail how public intellectuals
establish their authority, spread their ideas, @lvape political discourse, assessing the contgastin
stories that they tell about the causes and solsitio climate change and related environmental
problems.He will propose methods for building os &nalysis and urge the need for forums that
feature a diversity of voices, discourses, andsdea

Matthew C. Nisbetis Associate Professor of Communication, Publigdyd: Urban Affairs at
Northeastern University. He is Editor-in-Chief did Oxford Encyclopedia of Climate Change
Communication,“The Age of Us” columnist at The Cersation, a consulting researcher to the
American Association for the Advancement of Sciemcel a member of the National Academies
Roundtable Committee on Public Interfaces in tHe®giences. Nisbet studies the role of
communication, media,and public opinion in debates science, technology, and the
environment. The author of more than 70 peer-restestudies, scholarly book chapters, and
reports, he teaches courses in Environmental aski ®@mmunication, Political Communication,
and Strategic Communication.

12



Nick Pidgeon (School of Psychology, Cardiff Univeity):
Public Perceptions of Climate Change: Key Trends athEmerging Issues

Public perceptions of climate change are knownfterdoetween nations and to have fluctuated
over time. Numerous plausible characterizationthese variations, and explanations for them, are
to be found in the literature. This paper consigeevious empirical research that has addressed the
temporal aspects of public perceptions, core camhs from work on perceptions, and possible
theoretical explanations. We address findingshbat been obtained since the 1980s and using a
range of methodologies (qualitative and quantiggtibtudies point to a majority belief in
anthropogenic warming in many countries in receary, alongside a clear desire for government
action. However growing scepticism in the 2000same developed countries, alongside facets of
‘psychological distancing’, have been underpinng@&onomic and socio-political factors. We also
review very recent work looking at the relationshgiween extreme weather events and public
perceptions. We conclude that the imbalance initd@ture toward polling data, and toward

studies of public perceptions in Western natiomst{gularly the United States), leaves much
unknown about the progression of public understandi climate change worldwide. More
comparative research is required that also helps usderstand the reasons behind trends in public
perceptions, while the application of qualitativethodologies also offers the potential for better
appreciation of the cultural contexts in which @ie change perceptions are evolve.

Nick Pidgeonis Professor of Psychology at Cardiff Universitfere he directs the Understanding
Risk Research Groupvivw.understanding-risk.ojgHe researches risk analysis, risk perception,
risk communication, and public engagement with.risk2008-2011 he held an Economic and
Social Research Council Climate Leader Fellowshipablic perceptions of climate change. Co-
editor with Roger Kasperson and Paul Slovidbé Social Amplification of RisKambridge
University Press, 2003, Nick is a Fellow of the iBocfor Risk Analysis and an Honorary Fellow
of the British Science Association. In the 2014 énie UK Birthday Honours list he was awarded
an MBE for services to climate change awarenessnatdyy security policy.

13



Mike S. Schafer (University of Zurich):
Climate Change in the Media: Where have we been, drwhere should be
headed?

Climate change is an ‘unobtrusive’ issue: Its capskaracteristics and consequences are not easily

perceivable, and what most people know about ttemssfrom the media and from online
communication. Fittingly, the analysis of climateange communication has become a growing and
lively research field in recent years. It has dgthbd that climate change has become a relevant
media issue in the late 2000s in most countriegratéhe world, triggered in particular by
landmark events such as the world climate sumrB@i®Rs) or the IPCC reports. It has also shown
considerable differences in the salience, tonefl@mding of climate change communication
between Anglophone and other countries, betweelGliobal North’ and ‘South’, as well as over
time. The talk maps the major trends in mediatedate change communication and points out
directions for further research.

Mike S. Schaferis Professor of Science, Crisis and Risk Commtioicat the Institute of Mass
Communication and Media Research at the UniveddiBurich. He is also a member of the
steering committee of the university’s “Center liigher Education and Science Studies”
(CHESS). Mike has studied communications and sogioin Leipzig, Vienna and Cork, holds a
Ph.D. from the Free University of Berlin and heatiegresearch group “Media Constructions of
Climate Change” at the University of Hamburg ug60.3. His work focuses on climate change
communication in mass media and online, particulark cross-national, comparative perspective.
Mike tweets as @mss7676.
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Elodie Vargas (Université Stendhal, Grenoble 3):
Climate Change: Discourses and representations irdaertisements

The purpose of advertising is to convince custortfeasa company's services or products are the
best, enhance the image of the company, pointraliteeate a need for products or services. How
is this possible, when a company is a ‘big polluteho is responsible for pollution and climate
change? Climate change and advertising are twoadtiotory data. The only solution for any such
company is to “greenwash”. This talk explores thfebnt ways to “greenwash” and focuses on
the discourses and representations of climate ehangdvertisements.

Elodie Vargas PhD from the University of the Sorbonne (Pari$, i¥ Associated Professor of
German Linguistic at Grenoble University. She hasekground in Textlinguistics, Discourse
analysis and Pragmatics. Her first field of reskavasPopular Sciencebut her research deals now
with the Greenwashingn advertisement$he is currently working on a book manuscript “The
Greenwashing as ‘text pattern’: Analysis of disotesand semiotic strategies in French and
German advertisemeritsShe is a member of COP 21 UGA research groupvankis
interdisciplinarily with scientists in climatologyPCC).http://cop21.univ-grenoble-alpes.fr/fr/a-
propos/le-groupe-cop21-uga/
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PARALLEL SESSION ABSTRACTS

Marianne Aasem— CICERO — Center for International Climate andiEsnmental Research —
Oslo, Norway

Email: marianne.aasen@cicero.uio.no

Title: The effect of institutional context on pubhttitudes towards climate policy instruments
Abstract:

Recent studies emphasize that public support forate policies is crucial to the viability of such
policies (Pidgeon, 2012). They further stress #edifor creating settings such that policies are
supported by people holding different values (Hyl@®09). This study investigates the effect on
public attitudes towards policy instruments to entissions, from varying the institutional context.
Institutional context is defined as rationality text, defining whether “individual rationality” or
“social rationality” is appropriate (Vatn, 2005).

A split sample survey of car owners in Oslo wasdumted to investigate the effect of different text
treatments on attitudes to three instruments toge@missions from private cars: more bike lanes,
increase gasoline prices, chose public transpduttarily. Three groups of 500 respondents
received different texts about car emissions. Onphasised the individual health gain from
reducing emissions (“Individual’-treatment), anotkenphasised the social responsibility for
avoiding climate change (“Social’-treatment). A ttohgroup received no treatment.

We find that attitudes to instruments depend otitutenal setting, also when controlling for
egalitarian and individualistic values. Respondémis receive “Social’-treatment are more positive
to increase gasoline price than the other grogspandents that receive “Individual’-treatment are
more positive to bike lanes. Institutional settdaes not affect the respondents’ values. It rather
seems to influence what norms becomes emphasinbdnEing individual rationality increases the
support when the instrument give individual besefitike-lane). Enhancing the social rationality
increases the support to instrument that offersakbenefits (increased gasoline price).

Hulme, M., (2009). Why We Disagree About Climatea@fe. Cambridge, UK: Cambridge.
University Press.

Pidgeon, N., (2012). Public understanding of, attitldes to, climate change: UK and international
perspectives and policy. Climate Policy, 12, 85106

Vatn, A., (2005). Institutions and the EnvironmduK: Edward Elgar.
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Yohan Ariffin & Nils Moussu — University of Lausanne, Switzerland

Email: yohan.ariffin@unil.ch

Title: The use of emotives in climate change gonentality
Abstract:

This paper uses the concept of global environmegaatrnmentality to analyse the politics of
climate change following the 2009 Copenhagen Acowmtdch aimed at limiting global warming to
no more than 2C over its pre-industrial value, and the subseq@amicun Agreement, which
allowed countries to voluntarily pledge their enoss reductions targets and baseline years.

Foucault defined governmentality as “power that h@spopulation as its target, political economy
as its major form of knowledge, and apparatuseseofirity as its essential technical instrument”.
He went on to study how governmentality was grdgiuaformed by neoliberalism, the central

issue of which he summarized as follows: “how tiverall exercise of political power can be
modelled on the principles of a market economy”.

Our paper begins by briefly discussing the emergeoic contemporary global environmental

governmentality, which we argue displays the folloyv features: systematic application of

economics to cognizing environmental problems aolitions, organization of environmental

problems into politics as “security” issues, anddyral recognition of the need to protect nature
from the people or the population reconceptualsed source not only of wealth and power but
also of externalities. These features form the fstary-line of ecological modernization” to adopt

an expression used by Maarten Hajer.

Our preliminary discussion is followed by a refleat on how this global environmental
governmentality has been applied to climate chawgeargue that a discourse coalition formed by
government and business actors was consolidatéagdiie post-Kyoto negotiations. This coalition
framed climate change as an opportunity to achgdgbal environmental security through low-
carbon technologies, productivity improvement, aatbon accounting tools.

We argue that “emotives”, or the appeal to emotieas account for this outcome. The concept of
“emotives” was introduced by Willam Reddy to referemotional expressions that are analogous to
performatives. Reddy however addresses what thesmnces do to the speaker. Our paper takes a
different definition of the term. Emotives referr@do attempts by discoursing subjects to get their
addressees to do something or to refrain from deomgething. They are mobilized by state and
non-state representatives who enjoy sufficient @itth to use the first person plural (“we are
fearful”, or “we are confident”).

The purpose of our contribution is to discuss hdw tise of emotives can account for the
imposition of the bottom-up “pledge and review” gess and of “market-friendly” solutions to
climate change. We argue that governments togetiterbusiness have sought to “responsabilize”
state behaviour by evoking the danger of climatngle and the concomitant need to set a climate
target which should be achieved collectively, natotigh international command and control
measures, but through further integration of stated global markets. In this regard, climate
change governmentality appears to give credenEewocault’s intuition that “there is no liberalism

without a culture of danger”.
17



Ingelin Barmen & Jenny Etzell — Department of foreign languages, University efden, Norway

Email: jennyetzell@hotmail.com

Title: Climate change, environment and promotiatiatourse
Abstract:

We will present and discuss the work and findingsuy master’s theses. These theses conduct
linguistic analyses of the discourses found in Eheadvertisements as well as in texts published on
the website of Greenpeace France. Though two depsitadies, both theses analyze the
relationship between CC and language, the suppoiednce of the latter on the creation of the
public’s conception of CC, and the problem of madraof this pressing issue.

The nature of the research conducted is that ofétgtive study taking into account the context in
which language is produced. The studies analyzeemums different language phenomena relevant
for the points of interest stated above. We wishigilight interesting similarities and differences
found in the two different types of discourse. Ral& topics of discussion will be the problem of
whether we can trust advertisements as being ame$tbsource of information concerning CC and
the efficiency of a language supposedly promoteay bf CC risks and effects.

Bibliography:

Adam, J-M. & Bonhomme, M. (2012 [1997]) L’argumetima publicitaire. Rhétorique de I'éloge et
de la persuasion. Paris, Armand Colin.

Amossy, Ruth (2013 [2000]) L’argumentation dandikeours

Hulme, Mike (2013) Why we disagree about climatande.

Kerbrat Orecchioni, Cathrine (1997 [1980]) L'énatmn de la subjectivité dans le langage.
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Scott Bremer— Centre for the Study of the Sciences and the ahitnes (SVT), University of
Bergen, Norway

Email: scott.bremer@uib.no

Title: Evoking stories of the local climate in Baadesh
Abstract:

Climate change research has increasingly comectgsfon local climate adaptation. This emerging
corpus of research acknowledges that we are alfeathg the impacts of a rapidly changing
climate, that these impacts are experienced dota ‘lived-scale’, and that these experiences are
contingent to each unique locality. The specifiatyhis research has seen various calls for
partnerships between scientific and local commesjtio co-produce climate knowledge. One key
challenge remains to faithfully elicit this localéwledge as a meaningful contribution to a process
of co-production. How can we make explicit the taciderstandings of local climate inherent to
communities, where this knowledge is embedded wibtiner cultural symbols, values and
meanings? We argue that the broad field of naedtieory and methods may offer a promising
approach.

This presentation presents findings of climateaegewith local communities in northeast
Bangladesh, as part of the TRACKS project. Theaneteconducted ‘narrative interviews’ with
235 diverse local actors, to elicit stories abbeirtexperience with the changing weather, and its
impact on their lives. In this way, we sought saghmpse into local climate knowledge as
culturally embedded, told in a way sympatheticiis tultural meaning. After a short comment on
the narrative interview approach, we present attidally discuss some of the most revealing
narratives, including by way of film. The dual otfjiges are to provide: (i) interesting insightsoint
local climate understandings in Sylhet Divisiongdim) commentary into the usefulness of
narrative interviews as a social science methodbfmal climate adaptation.
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Marguerite Daniel — Department of Health Promotion and Developmiéntyersity of Bergen,
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Email: Marquerite.Daniel@uib.no

Title: Climate change, childcare and positive deg&in the north of Ghana
Abstract:

Climate change adds to the complex challenge aéwaicty optimal child health and development
in the Global South. In this presentation we désca planned project (application submitted to
Toppforsk) that departs from the dominant riskdagtaradigm, in favour of positive deviance (PD)
methodology. The basic premise is that even ingsdachere deprivation is severe and widespread,
some PD families are able to harness scant resqse#icient to support optimal child
development. The question is, how do they managpitgetheir hardships? This transdisciplinary
project — using PD research on childcare in theéecdrof climate change in the north of Ghana —
aims to discover effective attitudes and behavithas might be spread to many more families
struggling to raise their children under impoveedhiving conditions. The baseline situation of
child health in two contrasting districts of Upjigast Region in the north of Ghana will be
established using a range of methods includingesudata, remote sensing, participant observation,
interviews and participatory methods. Not only wiléasures like stunting be used, but cultural
beliefs and common attitudes and behaviours regguchild health will be identified. Positive
deviant households — where children are thrivinggite of general conditions of hardship — will be
purposively selected. Observation and participatoeyhods — particularly visual methods like
Photovoice — will be used to discover the uncomiatitudes and behaviours that contribute to
excellent childcare in these households. Workintp vacal communities using highly participatory
methods, we will then design an intervention teseisinate the findings so that more households
can provide exemplary childcare. By involving selelisciplines that contribute to child health
(health promotion, nutrition, geography, anthroggicsocial psychology, etc.) we aim to build a
comprehensive picture of childcare in the contéxilimate change in the north of Ghana.
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Fanny Domenec Université Panthéon Assas-Paris 2 / Universit€Marseille, LERMA EA 853,
France
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Title: “Exploring the future of climate change”:wealiscursive practices in corporate
communication

Abstract:

Over the last decades, oil and gas companies heredrcused of actively contributing to air
pollution and climate change. In response, ExxoniM@hevron and Shell have diversified their
communication tools, using online videos and “egexgenarios” to promote the image of the oil
industry. This paper aims to explore these inneeagenres, at the crossroads of corporate
discourse and infotainment. The corpus is madef tipeodocuments published by ExxonMobil
(Exxon’s Outlook for Energy), Chevron (Chevron Humnienergy Stories) and Shell (Shell
Scenarios).

Using the tool of English for specific purposes BE®/hich focuses on specialized varieties of
English or SVEs (Resche 2013; Van der Yeught 2@hd)genre analysis (Bhatia, 2004), this work
seeks to characterize new discursive practicdsacorporate world. The lexical units and terms
used to describe the companies’ products and teti\are analyzed in a lexical module. The
strategic module casts light on the rhetorical deviused to “reframe” climate change and the
companies’ responsibility for the phenomenon (L&ugolk 2002; Nisbet 2009).

Results pinpoint to an evolution in corporate comination on climate change, from a defensive
and sometimes climate-denying stance to a proaappeoach founded on a posture of
transparency. The documents under study are maskpdocesses of polyphony (Carel & Ducrot
2009; Flottum 2010), conversationalization (Faingjb et al. 2011) and storytelling (Lambert 2013)
that blur the frontiers of traditional corporateaburse (Domenec 2013). These hybrid genres, at
the intersection of science, literature and infdraraeare both meant to inform and entertain the
audience. Hedging and popularization are usedstifyjuhe need for the companies’ products
which are described as a solution to, rather tharcause of, climate change.

BHATIA, Vijay K. Interdiscursivity in critical gerg analysis. 2004.

FLATTUM, Kjersti. 2010. EU discourse: Polyphony anmttlearness. Journal of Pragmatics, vol.
42, no 4, 990-999.

NISBET, Matthew C. Communicating climate change:Wilames matter for public engagement.
Environment: Science and Policy for Sustainabledlmyment, 2009, vol. 51, no 2, p. 12-23.

RESCHE, Catherine. Economic terms and beyond. Reateg, 2013.
VAN DER YEUGHT, Michel. 2014. Catherine Resche, Bmmic Terms and Beyond: Capitalising

on the Wealth of Notions, ASp, 66, 151-154.
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Title: What's oil got to do with it? The public date about Norway’s contribution to keep carbon in
the ground

Abstract:

Two thirds of the fossil fuels have to be kepthe ground in order to limit the global warming to 2
degrees, according to the IEA. Whether Norway sthocahtribute to this by reducing its oil activity
became an issue in the parliamentary campaigni:Zhould one allow the search for oil in the
pristine areas outside of Lofoten in Northern Noywa not? The question was highly controversial
but in the negotiation among the wining partieshef election it was decided to temporarily
postpone further exploratory search for oil in #éinea. But it is not clear what will happen in the
future.

In May 2015 all of the parties in the Parliamenanimously agreed to divest the Norwegian
Pension Fund from companies with more than 30 pedfats activity in the coal industry. The
issue was again whether Norway should contributeeép carbon in the ground. Why, one might
ask, was it seemingly politically much less coneial to divest the Pension Fund from coal than
to abstain from drilling of oil outside of Lofoten?

To shed light on this question we manually codédfahe (613) articles appearing in Norwegian
newspapers and on the NRK website during Septetlded (the Election Day was on September
9) and analyzed the arguments and how the issuérarasd. Using automated methods we then
chart the media debate about Norway’s contributtiokeeping carbon in the ground when the
Lofoten case was no longer an active politicalessnd how the debate focused instead on the
divestment of the Pension fund. We analyze the aneaverage of Norwegian politics on oil and
climate change up to May 2015 and discuss the aiitidls and differences between the arguments
and framings of the issue over time.
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Email: igore@nersc.no

Title: Traditional environmental knowledge in thecAc cities
Abstract:

Population of arctic cities rapidly has signifidgrincreased over the last few decades following up
exploration of the region’s natural resources. Mgj®f the city dwellers are migrants from
southern territories. They have deep cultural httant to trees and agriculture. In this way, the
traditional environmental knowledge (TEK) [1] ofycdwellers is in conflict with the arctic

climate, nature and their reflection in the TEKtlné aboriginal population. We used analysis of the
high-resolution satellite images to reveal thedfarmation of the arctic environment by
implementation of the imported TEK in the citiese\WWocument a broadly implemented forestation
and attempts of agriculture in the Russian arttiend and Greenland [2]. We disclose large local
environmental effect of such culturally-driven enavimental changes. Our analysis of 28 cities in
Northern West Siberia revealed that they have becsignificantly greener since 2000. Similar
conclusion was drawn in [2] after detailed instrumaé analysis of environmental changes in
Barrow (Alaska) and in [3] after study of tree glag in Murmansk, Reykjavik and Nuuk.

Although many southern tree species are struggtirsgirvive in the arctic, the cultural needs of
migrant population support the work in arboretumd arban gardens [4].

[1] Gomez-Boggerthun et al., 2013: Ecology and &y¢il8, 72

[2] Klene et al., 2013: Polar Geography, 36(3),-283

[3] McBride & Douhovnikoff, 2011: Urban Forestrydtrban Greening
[4] Forest Development in Cold Climates, eds JeAlét al., 1993
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Marte Reenskaug Fjgrtoft & Anje Muller Gjesdal — Norwegian School of Economics, Norway

Email: anje.gjesdal@nhh.no

Title: “Alone against the world”: Bolivia's voicingf heterodox visions at the Cancun Climate
Change conference

Abstract:

The UN Climate Change conferences are moments vdiféeeent world-views connected to
climate change meet, align and evolve, and conferearratives let us observe how such world
views are discursively constructed and debatethisnpaper, we examine the discursive strategies
of the Bolivian representatives at the UN climdtarige conference in Cancun (COP 16), as they
are expressed in narratives about the hopes fauteemes of the Cancun conference, and
disappointment over the final results. Moreover,examine reactions to the Bolivian position,
more specifically that of the Norwegian represemsaErik Solheim, which presents a distinctly
different framing of the event.

At the Cancun summit, optimism had been damperted thie disappointment of Copenhagen
(COP 15). In a context where the room for hope @tdnism seemed to have been narrowed
down, how could alternative framings of climate i@ issues be put forward and negotiated? In
what ways did Bolivia continue the efforts whichdizeen initiated at COP15 in Copenhagen, and
further developed through the World People’s Cariee on Climate Change in Cochabamba in
20107? Through our analysis, we aim to produce @aenitory of discursive strategies and linguistic
tools that are used to construct an alternativieviand framing of the climate change issues
debated at Cancun, with a specific focus on theudssve construction of speaker and addressee
subject positions (including tools of distancinglgmoximity, evaluation, and pronoun use), as well
as tools for distancing and silencing views thams$gress the mainstream.
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Title: Performativity and Structuration in Inter&stoup Communications on Climate Change
Abstract:

Various crucial, yet overlooked, aspects of clin@diange communications involve the self-
reflective ‘performativity’ considerations of publpolicy actors advancing claims in the public
sphere, especially interest groups (IGs) advocatotign to address the issue. IGs are an important
source of information on climate change and relatentific matters, influencing perceptions and
policy options. Nevertheless, IG communication®tplace in the context of their own and
others’— assumptions and perceptions regarding how audieneg respond, and, to varying
degrees, strategic considerations calculated toipate such responses. Hence, actors may perform
certain ‘identities’ and engage in related rituatizZommunication activities believed to be
consonant with their specific adopted roles, inglgadhrough adhering to a set of norms or
‘unwritten rules’ of climate campaigning and retjjteacitly understood strategies. Performativity
thus entails structuration- in terms of both roles and action repertoires.

With emphasis placed on the “story-telling” aspexftsommunications, IGs engage in the
conscious utilization of framings, narratives, &nel employment of metaphors but also

hyperbole and fictionalized portrayals of issued anderlying mechanisms. The result can be
distortions of science knowledge, including inaetemortrayals of climate science and its inherent
uncertainties. Moreover, it can be difficult fordaences to determine whether IG claims are meant
literally or are intended to be figurative and npétarical in nature. The ethics of the performance
of advocacy therefore emerges as a key issue fwideration.

Reflecting on first-hand observations and perserpkrience working for IGs addressing climate
and related issues, as well as ongoing doctorabreh, this study is a Grounded Theory-inspired
gualitative analysis exploring categories of perfativity concerns and their implications for
science communications and the functioning of $eo@/ement organizations.

Tentative Bibliography:

Chambers, S. (2010). Performativity. In M. Bevid(E Encyclopedia of political theory. (pp. 1026-
1027). Thousand Oaks, CA: SAGE Publications, Inc.

Frankfurt, H., (2005). On Bullshit. Princeton, NlBrinceton University Press.

Hoffman, A. (2011). Talking Past Each Other? Cualtiraming of Skeptical and Convinced
Logics in the Climate Change Debate. OrganizatiwhEnvironment. (1): 3—-33.

Nisbet, M. (2009). The Ethics of Framing Science B. Nerlich, B. Larson, and R. Elliott (Eds.),
Communicating Biological Sciences: Ethical and Nétarical Dimensions. (p. 51-73). London,
England: Ashgate.

Rudiak-Gould, P. (2013). ‘We Have Seen It with @Quwn Eyes’: Why We Disagree about Climate
Change Visibility. Weather, Climate, and Societ{p)5120-32.
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Title: Can cinema change how we think and talk alsbmate change?
Abstract:

Summing up the current state of affairs when it esito awareness on climate change, author
Eugene Linden states that climate warnings aredhdat not listened to’ (Linden 2015). In this
paper we will discuss if and how watching depicsiah climate change can make a difference. We
will base our discussion on three different typkesimematic material. The first is the campaign
‘Nature is speaking’, in which famous Hollywood @t like Julia Roberts, Harrison Ford, and
Edward Norton give voice to nature itself in filmisning to represent the views of ‘the ocean’, ‘the
soil’, etcetera. The second is a selection offitlnovies, fiction films in which climate change
plays a prominent role. Considered a sub-genreiémee fiction, cli-fi often depicts apocalyptic
climate-related catastrophes where nature thre&gmsin existence, typically through extreme
weather conditions (examples are Snowpiercer (20hé)Day After Tomorrow (2004)). Our third
example is Chasing Ice (2012), a documentary alheutffect of rising temperatures on glaciers in
the Arctic.

In our paper we will combine perspectives from alsthetoric, film studies, and climate science.
Our method will be close reading of a selectiofilofs, and in our analysis we will focus
particularly on the role of visual imagery. We wdiscuss how and to what extent these different
films can be said to represent the scientific krealgke about climate change (IPCC 2013), or what
Charles Musser (2014) has termed ‘truth value’, laod different rhetorical approaches might
work in order to convince the public about climebange.

Bibliography:
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strength of an argument Salient”, in Mohammed D laedinski, M (eds) Virtues of
Argumentation. Proceedings of the 10th Internali@unference of the Ontario Society for the
Study of Argumentation.
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Title: Transforming an ‘oil city’: urban form andrategies for low carbon transition in Stavanger,
Norway

Abstract:

A key assertion of this paper is that cities — arlevel politicians, planners and citizen groups —
should to a greater extent be recognized as dréatars in climate and energy transformations. The
way cities are planned and built is a key determtifar energy consumption and CO2 emissions.
Around 70% of total energy use takes place ingi@ad since the world is rapidly urbanizing, this
is expected to grow. Cities are increasingly mabily inter-city networks to develop responses to
energy and climate challenges (e.g. C40, EnergggJitUrban planners and other actors are
picking up new ideas through these networks andyaygpthem in different contexts. However, a
problem for urban energy transformations is thetia®f the built environment. Once a particular
urban form and structure is in place it is difftctd change, and all cities have particular stnesu
and landscapes that condition how sustainable gmpaiicies can be implemented. There is a need
to understand how urban policies can effectivelgroeme the inertia of the built environment.

This paper examines the strategies for transforriagransport and mobility infrastructures in
Norway’s oil city, Stavanger. It draws on fieldwadrkStavanger, including interviews and
observation. We place particular emphasis on havggnrelated practices have been built into the
urban form at critical historical junctures — instikase how the oil discovery outside the city’asto
has shaped the city’s form and planning decisiomseghe early 1970s. We use this historical
account to discuss the opportunities and consgréomtcontemporary policy strategies in the city,
including a ‘smart city’ project, compact city pland the building of new public transport
infrastructure (bus rapid transit). Finally we diss how the case study can help understand the
opportunities and challenges for urban low carlvangformation more broadly.
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Title: Socially responsible climate and energy aeck?
Abstract:

Our common climate future is primarily determingdthe ways in which humans harvest and use
energy. However, our global energy future seenietonly weakly constrained by climate

concerns. Intergovernmental climate change assessmed negotiations have had little tangible
impact. Security policy and economic policy, lobaklth and environmental concerns seem to be of
greater importance. Recently, technological devakts have made new renewables cost
competitive with fossil energy. The global energiufe and thereby climate is then determined by
an interplay between local and regional multisedtpolicy developments, opportunities for
business and innovation, and the public in thd& as consumers and activists.

What is the role of science including social andhhn sciences in determining the path forward?
Scientists should actively inform the public debate critically view their own work in a global
context (Lubchenco, 1998). However, | will clainattmuch of science in Norway even including
climate science is in effect supporting narratiokenvironment-friendly fossil fuel and avoiding to
ask crucial questions (Bay-Larsen and Haugan, 2@d¢ntists should also be critical to what
knowledge is being asked for and how advice isgased in a socalled knowlegde-based society.
But it requires effort to keep informed about pieataspects of society outside of expert
knowledge domains. | will claim that scientistselgrexpend such efforts. How can we make
science more useful to society?

Bay-Larsen, I. and P.M. Haugan 2015. Northern Ngringhe aftermath of oil - abandoned or
renewed? A question about the academic agenda?x@@€.5, Tromsg University Museum, in
review (in Norwegian).

Lubchenco, J. 1998. Entering the Century of theitenment: A New Social Contract for Science.
Science. 279 (5350), 491-97.
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Title: Living in the Ring of Fire: Climate Changadithe Long Run of Environmental Experience
in the Pacific Islands

Abstract:

Vernacular Pacific models of gradual environmenkainge and sudden catastrophe have
implications for how contemporary challenges raldtethe effects of climate change are perceived
and interpreted on the local level. Contrary tvesttypical popular views of island life in the
tropical Pacific as characterized by environmespdéndour and idyllic equilibrium, the actual
foundations for everyday life in the islands indudany elements of unpredictability and

instability that may pose harsh challenges for {@rgh human settlement. Starting from the
vantage point of the seismically active New Geofgraup in the Solomon Islands and its recent
record of earthquakes, volcanic eruptions and @stsacnatural disasters such as tsunamis and the
sudden rise and subsidence of coastlines, | examowePacific Islanders’ long-term experience of
living with such volatile environments is manifesia world views that allow for a certain
interpretation of environmental instability. In Nébeorgia as elsewhere in the Pacific, moreover,
islanders have also taken significant historice@sdhemselves in transforming the environments on
which they rely; a pattern which accelerates ingresent. | further discuss how prevailing
approaches to unstable island environments ama@ied across Oceania by folk tales about
origin, creation, movement, danger and malevolgehay. The argument is developed that the
multitude of Pacific perspectives on environmeptalkcesses tend to be far from static, but instead
retain a grasp of both sudden and long-term tramsftons of rich, diverse but vulnerable island
environments exposed to the forces of seismologgter and sustained human agency, including
the current effects of anthropogenic climate change
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Title: Conceptual Metaphors in Corporate Discounséslobal Climate Change: The Cases of Shell
and BP

Abstract:

This talk involves a qualitative discourse analydisonceptual metaphors identified in corporate
discourse on climate change by British Petroleuf) @d Shell respectively. The material of the
study involves these corporations’ official 2014t8Gannual reports. The analysis of the annual
reports involves identification of conceptual métays viewed through the lenses of cognitive
linguistics. Conceptual metaphor is regarded adast means of discoursal space construction.
The following types of conceptual metaphors havenlidentified in the annual reports by BP and
Shell: ‘Corporation as a Responsible Citizen’, ‘@anation as a Helping Neighbour’ and
‘Corporation as an Environmentally Friendly Citizen

Shell's public discourse involving climate changembedded into the company’s attempt to
address environmental issues in conjunction witihaereasingly interconnected global economy.
Since late 1980ies, Shell's public discourse adsre$he issue of climate change as a part of the
company’s public relations (PR) campaign for sunsthie development . An important feature of
Shell’s discourse involves reporting on social andironmental impacts embedded in the context
of sustainable development , where Shell’'s disa@ymsactices involve conceptual metaphor ‘Shell
as a Caring Corporation’ . Shell’s corporate imbgiding as a ‘caring corporation’ is instantiated
by means of discursive imaginary and metaphorisicaals involving concepts of care and
citizenship.

Conceptual metaphor ‘BP as a Citizen’ appears textensively employed in BP’s environmental
discourse. BP’s public image of a good climate-geaconcerned citizen is facilitated and
reinforced by metaphoric imagery of care, thusltegyin the construal of BP as both a responsible
and a caring citizen. In general terms, ‘BP aste€i’ metaphor involves the interface between the
firm and society , where corporate citizenship ppg®ses image building and PR. ‘BP as a
Citizen’ metaphor is evocative of conceptualisatidicorporate roles regarded through the lenses
of political citizenship. Results of the data asadyindicate that metaphor ‘BP as a Citizen’ is
employed in BP’s corporate discourse space in catipn with metaphors ‘Corporation as a
Helping Neighbour’ and ‘Corporation as an Enviromtadly Friendly Citizen’. These conceptual
metaphors seem to construe the BP’s discoursaéspapresenting BP as a trustworthy citizen
who is committed to sustainable development amdngerned with the issues of global climate
change.

30



Erlend Moster Knudsen— Pole to Paris, Norway
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Title: Pole To Paris: The Experiences from an Exttlanary Outreach Project
Abstract:

Pole To Paris is an awareness campaign, aimingegdsing the awareness of climate changes and
hence the importance of reaching a binding andcserfitly ambitious agreement during the UN
climate summit in Paris this year (COP21). The caigipis unique and ambitious, being the
reasons why it will work and why it is interestifay LINGCLIM.

While project director and PhD in Antarctic climdaniel Price currently is biking from Brisbane
to Paris, deputy-director and PhD in Arctic climi&itgend Moster Knudsen will start running from
Tromsg to Paris in August. We plan to meet on @atingpcoming into Paris for the start of COP21
November 30th, but not just the two of us. Withws,have a team of young environmental
scientists and followers biking/running or in sdcreedia.

Along the way, we encourage businesses, reseastitutirons and the common man to join us,
biking or running parts of the distance. We wilNgischool presentations on climate (supported by
our partner the Bjerknes Centre for Climate Regganaterview research institutions working with
or influenced by climate change, and focus on pdggs for a greener future (including ongoing
projects in South Asia by our partner UNDP). Wedtscus on social media, with science, blog,
video and photo updates on our Facebook (httpsu/faeebook.com/poletoparis), Twitter
(https://www.twitter.com/poletoparis) and Instagréttp://www.instagram.com/poletoparis)
accounts for everyone to follow us along.

Pole To Paris’ approach is multidisciplinary in @limate communication, offering a unique
dimension to be added to the variety at the LINGZkbnference. While not offering a
presentation of published papers, Pole To Pares®# conference presentation of our experiences
as young climate scientists, running and bikingssithe globe to raise climate change awareness
and interact with a wide audience through varioeslia
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Title: The ambiguous epistemic status of some gl@tatements about the future in the SPMs of
WG Il and Il in IPCC’s Fifth Assessment Report (B)R

Abstract:

IPCC'’s reports provide an excellent opportunitpbserve discursive devices that help resolve
tensions / contradictions between different voeed aims (Flottum 2010 & 2014), particularly so
in the case of the «<summaries for policymakers>MS#t each working group:

«[...] the summaries of its [IPCC’s] reports, wnittior decision-makers, have to be agreed on and
adopted word-for-word by scientific redactors antitigal government representatives. However,
in its discourse, the IPCC always hastened tomaféilinear and purified vision of its relation teet
political process. This stance is expressed inREC’s famous credo: “policy-relevant, but not
policy-prescriptive”.» (Dahan 2013 : 224)

When statements are made about the future, thimgsnee even more complicated, e.g. in the case
of causal chains, where one may wonder what iasduas being (un)likely: the cause, the
consequence or the causal relation. Commentindfalimates changes like this and socio-
economic conditions change like that, then the ttgowill be harmful (or benign)», Malone (2009:
71-72) makes the following comment: «This very tihe hedged type of cause-and-effect
argument is very typical of scientific studies bimate change - and the type of argument that
leaves ample ambiguous space for political progosal

Furthermore, IPCC’s modelled description of theifatrelies on «scenarios», whose degree of
likelihood is not assessed, so that what is samhig valid within the hypothetical world that
corresponds to each of them. At the same timegdaeral statements, the SPMs use a scale of
likelihood of outcomes (from «virtually certain» ¢@xceptionally unlikely»), which is
contradictory.

| will show some typical combinations of linguistitarkers (NP determiners, modal verbs, verb
tenses and modes, if-clauses) in utterances abhedtture that reveal a strategy of hedging and / o
compromise between incompatible standpoints.
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Simon Meisch— International Centre of Ethics in the Scienass ldumanities, University of
Tuebingen, Germany

Email: simon.meisch@uni-tuebingen.de

Title: »And all at once the clouds descend, Shatstthat never seem to end« — Looking at climate
change from early modern literature

Abstract:

Under anthropogenic climate change, extreme weatrents will probably be more threatening to
human development than long-term scaled averag@iwgr This consideration can be encouraged
by looking back to the ‘Little Ice Age’. This (hamthropogenic) climate change between 1450-
1850 manifested itself among others in water-rdlatdreme weather events (e.g. heavy rain,
hailstorms, floods, storm tides) that adverselget#fd food and energy production and therefore
human welfare.

By providing a perspective from the Environmentahiénities, the paper addresses the issues of
climate change and extreme weather events by Igaktiearly modern literature. An analysis of
17th and 18th century Middle European poems aditiggestreme weather events shows that these
texts can in a way explain what scientific factclhatology meant in cultural terms and in
human's daily life experiences. Therefore, the pagmisses on how poets give language to these
events and try to attribute meaning to them. Ib alsserves strategies of cultural adaption to
changing environmental conditions.

Although the engagement with this historical teodanot provide concrete solutions on what to do
with regard to specific challenges of climate cleaagd extreme weather today. But by looking
how people before dealt with unknown and opaquéhlveegphenomena it illuminates that such
phenomena only become accessible via human semdeiebatable in a lingustic form.

In discussing this insight, it can be argued tbday’s climate change discourse dominated by the
natural sciences needs to be broadened by takéniguimanities as well as cultural, mythological
and religious knowledge into account.

Hulme, Mike (2011): Meet the Humanities. In: Nat@é&mate Change 1, pp. 177-179.

Rockoff, Marcus; Meisch, Simon (2015): Climate Cyam Early Modern Times. Approaching

Sustainable Development from Literary StudiesBitfics of Science in the Research for
Sustainable Development, ed. by Meisch, Simon. Bd&kden (forthcoming).
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Madeleine Midtgaard — University of Oslo, Norway

Email: madeleinebmidtgaard@gmail.com

Title: Exploring Climate Variability in Bangladesbinderstanding Local Constructions of Climate
Abstract:

There is a growing body of research that documiheteffects of climate change on

human systems, and highlights the importance o¢lo@ing mitigation and adaptation strategies.
To understand the effects of climate change on Inlsgatems, we need to gain insight into the
human experience of climate change, or indeed tdivariability; the fickle weather we live with.
This paper presents an empirical study that wasnakin as part of the interdisciplinary research
project TRACKS (Transforming Climate Knowledge withd for Society) that looks at the impact
of climate variability on communities in northe&stngladesh. The study applies a cultural
psychological approach to study a series of 'nagdiased interviews' with diverse community
actors, to gain insight into local understandinglohate variability. It investigates the cultural
construction of climate knowledge expressed thrquagticipant narratives, including processes of
acquiring and transferring climate knowledge in ¢batext of rural Bangladeshi culture. Interviews
with members of rural communities revealed that@gtion, social representation and trust were
important processes in the construction of lodahate knowledge. Perception of climate
variability was based largely on personal experengith the environment, particularly through
one’s livelihood. Media outlets, elders and avddanvironmental cues formed the most trusted
sources of climate information, while existing trpatterns influenced knowledge sharing. The
findings illustrate the importance of creating ition initiatives that have root in in local
understanding of climate, to be able to addresslifferent ways climate variability impact local
communities.
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Saurastra and Kutch of Western India. Public Undading of Science. 23 (6), 660-677.
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Gaby Ortiz-Barreda — Multicultural Venues in Health, Gender and Sbéisstice Research Group
-HEMIL Senteret, University of Bergen, Norway
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Title: VIOLENCE AGAINST WOMEN AND CLIMATE CHANGE: WHAT DOES THE
EVIDENCE SAY?

Abstract:

Background: Climate change (CC) causes severe aredigasters which have profound
social/health effects on humans. Women/girls haenlyecognized the most vulnerable due to the
social norms/gender constructs. Studies have dau@aéhe gendered impacts of CC, but the
problem of violence against women (VAM) has recdiirile attention.

Objective: to map the scientific literature relatedhe linkages between CC and the exposure of
women to VAW episodes.

Methods: 4 databases were selected: Medline, Webiehce, Science Direct and ProQuest. We
developed 2 thematic filters: a) Filter about Clénate change, global warming, climate risk,
climate hazard, climate impact, drought, floodyexte weather, heat waves, environmental
hazards, water scarcity, water insecurity; b) Filedated to VAW: Intimate Partner Violence,
Violence against women, Domestic violence, Sexbabka, sexual violence, Sexual harassment,
Spouse abuse, battered women, gender violenceggbasied violence. Only papers which
explained the role of gender norms in increasimgetkposure of women to violence episodes were
selected.

Results: 121 studies were identified. After appdy@xclusion criteria, 10 were included to the
analysis. Studies addressed VAW episodes duringeliied events -floods (5), Water scarcity (1),
among others (4). 8 studies used qualitative metlogies. Low social-economic status, culture
and others were highlighted as factors that intesétth CC increasing the exposure of women to
VAW. During the disasters and post-disasters, wdgids were exposed to all types of VAW-
harassment, sexual assaults, Intimate partnemaeleabductions- from their partners’ y/o
strangers.

Conclusion: Women and girls faced difficult condiits during and after extreme weather events.
Gender norms interacted with other factors thapstibe experiences of women. CC increases
gender inequalities and women’s vulnerability toWAGiven the recent attention to this topic,
future studies need to explore the associatiohedd two phenomena.
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Scott Rettberg — Digital Culture, Department ofdurstic, Literary and Aesthetic Studies,
University of Bergen, Norway

E-mail: Scott.Rettberg@uib.no

Title: Toxi*City: a Cinematic Combinatory Climateh@nge Narrative

Abstract:

TOXI*CITY is a combinatory narrative film (a.k.aathbase narrative) produced by Univerity of
Bergen professor of Digital Culture and Philadedpbased flmmaker Roderick Coover. The

hybrid work follows six fictional characters whosees have been transformed by sea-level change
and flooding in an urban and industrialized regimnAmerica's North Atlantic Coast. Fictional
testimonies are set against nonfictional accounéstmal deaths that occurred during Hurricane
Sandy and other recent storms and floods. The watksigned for cinematic exhibition,

installation in immersive media environments andspeal devices.

The project asks what how conditions of life woakdinge if repeated storm surges and tides
flooded the densely populated lands with toxinsnftbe hundreds of sea-level petrochemical
industry sites and post-industrial brownfields. Taerative events are drawn from actual events
and predicted conditions faced in the Delaware Rgtuary (home to five of America's largest
refineries, a nuclear power-plant and numerous fagipa centers such as Wilmington,

Philadelphia and Trenton) as well as events albagearby coastal shores of New Jersey and New
York. The fictions are interspersed with nonficeébaccounts of deaths that occurred during recent
storms in the area, most notably Hurricane Sandy.

The project has been featured in different contedisiding museum installations at in the
"Sensing Change" exhibition at the Chemical Hedategundation in Philadelphia and the
"Landscapes of the Anthropocene” at the INOVA gglla Milwaukee and currently in the Digital
litteratur: Klimafiktion exhibition at Aby Bibliotk in Aarhus, as well as at film festivals and
conferences. Rettberg will show a sample from tlogept and discuss the use of combinatory
narrative film as a method to communicate the cgueseces and contemporary discourses of
climate change.
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Kjetil Rommetveit, Roger Strand & Silvio Funtowicz — Centre for the Study of the Sciences and
the Humanities (SVT), University of Bergen, Norway

Email: Kjetil. Rommetveit@uib.no

Title: Climate change versus technoscience? Imagitiie limits of human interventions
Abstract:

Among the more persistent problems relating to alenchange is that of turning knowledge about
Anthropogenic climate change into policy-relevactian. This could be framed as a problem of
translating hard facts into real policies, helped guided by factors such as soft values and the
perceptions of publics. In this talk, however, wgue that climate change knowledge is from the
outset inscribed with human interests and valuetiding political projects and human errors. In
the history of climate change this has also be&n@gledged by scientists making and using the
models. Importantly, climate research embodiesesaf the Earth’s limits and inherent
vulnerability, and are intended as new ways of giiag with complex problems on the interfaces
of science, society and the environment. A useagilrettion may be made with another family of
sciences, namely the technosciences, devoted tadkimng of new and useful products and
gadgets, in fields such as ICT, nano- and bioteldygyo In spite of the similarities, interactionsdan
even synergies between the technosciences andelissearch , they are epistemologically
different in politically relevant ways. Specificglleach family of sciences imagines limits to human
growth and expansion differently. Whereas most atenresearchers argue the need to take natural
limits seriously, technosciences frequently profeetneed to overcome any such limits in the geo-
physical world. The kinds of futures that emanabeifeach family of sciences, and the kinds of
prescriptions they carry for policies and colleetaction, are different, and speak to different
concerns. Through this comparison we highlight somae different characteristics of prominent
sciences, and how these sciences are increasioliiggd. Achieving clarity about such roles for
the sciences could possibly also contribute somehrmeeded realism into debates about the
possibilities and limitations of acting on climateange knowledge.
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Frolence Rutechura— University of Dar es Salaam, Tanzania
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Title: Linguistic Analysis of Obama's Speech om@lie Change
Abstract:

Climate change has become a subject of great aogbtabvally. Policy makers, politicians,

scientists, environmentalists have in different nseattempted to address climate change. Of most
interests, politicians have stepped in to giveassispeeches to the public on how best to undertake
the consequences of climate change. This papeafthierattempts to analyze how power relations
on the choice of textual features from Obama’s ap@® addressing climate change delivered at
Georgetown University in Washington D.C. This papeikes use of Fairclough’s three

dimensional approach of critical discourse anatgsialyzing textual properties of the speech,
discursive strategies and socio-cultural practiéssPotter puts it, language does not only reflect
social reality but also actively constructs it (6R9There is a tendency where both power in
discourse and power behind discourse is appli¢eis to construct what | call ‘social being’ in a
particular setting. Obama, through his speech iomaté change, raises awareness on the the state of
the climate in the US and around the globe thrabhghuse of language.
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Eivind Heldaas Seland- Department of archaeology, history, culturatista and religion,
University of Bergen, Norway

Email: eivind.seland@uib.no

Title: Climate in history, history in climate: Sorpeeliminary perspectives
Abstract:

The very notion of climate change builds on thexpse of departure from a historical situation of
normality. Climate is thus of vital importance tistiorians and archaeologist aiming to explain
societal change. Historical experiences with cleratange, however, are equally crucial to climate
scientists arguing for relevance and impact. Pldrasea pilot for a later research project, thisspap
explores the potential of text data mining, citatieetwork analysis, and narrative analysis, in orde
to gather preliminary perspectives on how archagsie and historians have cast climate as an
agent of change in their research, and how clirseintists have utilised historical perspectives in
theirs.
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Silviya Serafimova— Helsinki Collegium for Advanced Studies/Instédior the Study of Societies
and Knowledge (BAS), Finland

Email: silvija serafimova@yahoo.com

Title: When Does Nature Say ‘No’? Ethical DilemnadNorwegian Ecopolitics within the Debates
about Norway’s Potential Accession to EU

Abstract:

The paper aims to outline and analyze some crahellenges in Norwegian environmental politics
against the background of the debates about tlemfpaitaccession of the country to the EU. In this
context, the multiple pro and con arguments conogrtine accession in question will be examined,
namely, the ones proposed by some well-recognized/@bian philosophers, environmental
activists and politicians such as Sigmund Kvalglye®g and Dag Seierstad. Those arguments are
focused on preventing the negative influence ofketagxpansion: on revealing the long-term
consequences of the increased export of goodsamgkdus organisms affecting the growing
resistance to antibiotics, the cumulative effe¢tsiass tourism etc., which are achieved at the
expense of damaging the environment, as well agioihg the integrity of local communities in
Norway in the long run. In turn, the possibility fmounteracting the increasing impact of climate
changes will be explored by rethinking the roldmfegalitariansim due to the principles of
environmental ethics, as they are defined by Araeds and Sigmund Kvalgy Setreng.

LIST OF REFERENCES:

1. Kvalgy, S. 2002. To gkofilosofier i Norge. Debe&gyynnelse og en del til, Norsk filosofisk
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VETT nr. 4.
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(transl.). Cambridge University Press.
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Jana Sillmann & Karianne de Bruin — CICERO - Center for International Climate and
Environmental Research — Oslo, Norway

Email; jana.sillmann@cicero.oslo.no

Title: Bridging scales in the extremes: from globlanate change to local adaptation
Abstract:

“Understanding and Predicting Weather and Climatieefnes” has recently been nominated as one
of the Grand Challenges of the World Climate Rese&rogramme (WCRP) to advance research
on extremes mainly related to natural sciencesaya@onsiderable challenges continue to exist in
linking the efforts made in both the natural andiglosciences communities to better understand
extreme events, the associated risks and unceesiand identification of potential adaptation
options. Obvious barriers lie in the spatial andperal scales between increasing confidence in
projected changes in extremes on a global levetlamddaptation needs to reduce their impacts on
a local level. The differences in scales alreadypbee evident in the often interchangeably use of
the terms ‘weather’ and ‘climate’ extremes, cregttonfusion within society and scientific
communities about their meaning and relevance. ifblades the IPCC Special Report on
Managing the Risks of Extreme Events and Disastefglvance Climate Change Adaptation
(SREX 2012), in which for simplicity it is referréd both weather and climate extremes using the
collective term ‘climate extremes’. We will illustie the differences and overlaps between weather
and climate extremes and provide examples of Haaadhsocial sciences applications. We argue
that to move forward in climate services, the sioip brought forward in SREX should be
disentangled to provide a clearer attribution ohake change to weather and climate extremes to
facilitate the two-way flow of climate services Wween users and providers. Ultimately the
integration between the natural and human sidéirobite change can be brought closer when
dealing with extremes.
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Asun Lera St.Clair, DNV GL Strategic Research & Innovation,E&lend Hermansen CICERO
— Center for International Climate and EnvironméR@search — Oslo, Norway

Email: Asun.Lera.St.Clair@dnvgl.com

Title: Making Climate Science Meaningful and Actadte
Abstract:

One of the most important conditions for collectaation and transformative solutions is a better
understanding of the factors that drive knowledgiake and enhance use of evidence in decision
making. Governance systems in many countries @aaxplicit focus on the importance of using
evidence in policy making, including climate chanBat this emphasis on using evidence, even
when taken seriously by governments, tends to dayripw exactly evidence is to be
communicated and used. An ambition to have pohey is evidence-based is only half the story;
equally key are the arrangements for producingesgd and for conveying it to policy-makers and
to other stakeholders. The IPCC is committed tapcong policy-relevant work, yet there are few
studies or evaluations of how its work does infeminfluence policy and decision making. Little
is known about the way the principal outputs fréma PCC process are taken up and used in
different contexts. This paper synthesizes re$udta a project under the umbrella of JPI Climate
(and funded by the Norwegian Research Counciluded on understanding factors that enhance
knowledge uptake using as a case study the reoepiti®CC AR5 in 4 European countries
(Norway, UK, Spain, and Poland). Using interdisicigty perspectives from science and
technology studies (STS), science-policy, sociolofjgnowledge, linguistics, policy analysis,
media studies and discourse analysis the projecatidressed the way science-policy-politics
divides are seen and framed in the Reports' suremfor policy makers (SPMs) and their uptake
by multiple societal stakeholders. We ask how ésitiiormation understood, selected, translated
and communicated, and how suited it is to decimakers' needs. We also present results from
participatory processes that have engaged activebframing and improving knowledge uptake
for key actors, and results analyzing the printedl &Y media impact of IPCC ARS5.
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Erik Thorstensen — Oslo and Akershus University College of Appliciences, Norway

Email: erik.thorstensen@afi.hioa.no

Title: Mitigating climate change: citizens, stak&ters, the public and laypeople as agents in IPCC
WG Il 2014

Abstract:

The basic idea in this paper has been to investigatv the IPCC'’s third working group’s (in the
mitigation of climate change) last report (2014jtpys citizens, stakeholders, the public and
laypeople as agents in the mitigation of climatange. | argue that these terms share extension in
the context of mitigation.

| produced this overview in order to research éréhare differences in how these agents are
presented as barriers to or drivers for mitigatiohslimate change — and whether there are
important differences between the different pafthe report or between the different disciplines.
The public is more often seen as a barrier to ¢kneaange than citizens and stakeholders. These
findings are then used into a deeper investigabamcover if the IPCC WG Il report
communicate the public to the readers of the regotacking understanding of climate change and
mitigation (the deficit model of public attitudesatards science) and whether the report sees
stakeholders as shareholders. There are indicatioasleficit understanding of the public, but few
indications on a view of stakeholders as sharelslde

The method applied in this paper has been to s¢laraigh IPCC WG III (2014). | have then read
all the occurrences of citizens, stakeholdersptigic and laypeople to determine whether they are
seen as drivers, barriers or neutral in relatiomitigation of climate change — and if stakeholders
connote economic interests.

IPCC. (2014). Climate Change 2014: Mitigation oin@te Change. Cambridge, United Kingdom:
Cambridge Univ Press.

Kemp, G. (2013). What is this thing called philosppf language?. New York: Routledge.
Smith, H. J. (2003). The Shareholders vs. StakenslDebate. MIT Sloan Management Review,
44(4), 85-90.

Wynne, B. (1991). Knowledges in Context. Scien@ghhology & Human Values, 16(1), 111-21.
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Marisa Usera-Clavero— Regional Health Authority, Murcia, Spain; Unisity of Alicante, Spain

Email: mluisa.usera@carm.es

Title: REVIEW OF CLIMATE CHANGE IN PUBLIC HEALTH LTERATURE:
ENGENDERING A RAPID APPRAISAL TOOL

Abstract:

Background: The target of the Millennium Developm@poals on gender equality and
empowerment of women endangers the viability oéothrgets, such as environmental
sustainability and their influence on health.

Objective: to analyze from a gender perspective) (G literature related to the public health
problems due to climate change (CC).

Methods: Searches were conducted in Medline, ScamisEMBASE databases. Key words:
“Climate change”, "gender”, "women”. GP in the papas accepted when included the
components of the rapid appraisal tool: 1. sex/gead a key variable/dimension. 2. Gender
inequality in health. 3. Participation of womenAgpthtion /gender empowerment. WHO's.
Classification of CC and Health was used.

Results: From 359 papers, after applying exclusrderia we selected 54 papers, 20 with GP. Core
issues of papers with GP: Lack of access to manageexploitation of natural resources, reduction
in opportunities/increased vulnerability(4 papekrtality/morbidity (M/M) and malnutrition due

to disasters (4), Perception of CC and adaptatrategjies(4), Strategies to health promotion to CC
adaptation(3), Cultural barriers to women's actesgcupational/economic tasks to improve
survival(2), Food insecurity and health impact@jeater gender equality and less environmental
impact(1). On the other hand, papers without GighHémperatures and M/M(18), M/M and
malnutrition due to disasters(4), Low temperatiHest waves and M/M(3), Awareness about
CC(3), Others climatic effects in M/M(3), Risk peption to the CC (1), Behaviors that increase air
pollution(1) and sex-differences in migration dusagters(1).

Conclusion: In health sciences, research aboutr@@ GP go beyond of the association between
CC as risk factor, and its health impact, focusingontextual factors in the roots of CC, and
related to individual/structural coping's strategiguch as: equity policies, women empowerment
and their participation in decision making.
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LINCLIM MEMBERS AND ABSTRACTS

LINGCLIM PROJECT -

Linguistic representations of climate change dissewand their individual and collective
interpretations

www.uib.no/en/project/lingclim

Project members

Kjersti Flgttum (head of project) is Professor of French linguistics at the Departnoéfroreign
Languages, University of Bergen. Her general retefields are related to text and genre theory
with a special focus on linguistic polyphony (mutticedness) in scientific, political and climate
change discourse. She headed 2002-2006 the Kl&EgpCultural Identity in Academic Prose,
and is now head of the multidisciplinary projecNGCLIM, (2013-2016). Flgttum is co-author of
the booksScaPoLing2004) andAcademic Voicef006), editor oSpeaking to Europ@013) and
has published extensively in international journedsludingJournal of Pragmatics, Journal of
Language and Politics, Language & Communicationst BeTalk, Climatic Change, Global
Environmental Change, Nature Climate Changew.uib.no/en/persons/Kjersti.Flottum#

Gisela Bohm(PhD 1993, Technical University of Berlin, Germamigbilitation 2000, University

of Bremen, Germany) is full professor for psychamstand research methods at the University of
Bergen, Norway, where she is head of the DICE-lesiearch group at the Faculty of Psychology.
Her main research fields are social cognition, éongtmoral judgments, risk perception and
evaluation, and the public understanding of scieReeent research projects have been concerned
with the determinants of sustainable behaviorpihigic perception of climate change, the role of
emotions in environmental risk perception and badraand the interplay between risk and

morality in responses to climate changewvw.uib.no/persons/Gisela.Boehm

47



Trine Dahl is Professor of English linguistics at the NorvaegBchool of Economics. Her main
research areas are text linguistics, discourse/sisand pragmatics. Her research has previously
been related to academic texts and knowledge aatistn in the disciplines of economics and
linguistics. Since 2010 she has been involved seaech initiatives dealing with climate change
communication. Her work has been published in éaurnal of Pragmatics, Text & Talk, Written
Communication, Language & Communicatemd Fachsprache - International Journal of LSP
http://www.nhh.no/en/research-faculty/departmenpaffessional-and-intercultural-
communication/about-the-department/cv/dahl--triggxa

Helge Drangeis professor in oceanography and climate resestrtifie Geophysical Institute at the
University of Bergen, and he is member of the leggleup at the Bjerknes Centre for Climate
Research in Bergen. Drange has wide experiendanate research in general and in climate
modelling in particular. In addition to participadi in and coordinating national and European
climate research projects, Drange is active inalemutreach with a series of popular climate
lectures and interviews/commentaries/chroniclebénpress. Drange was in 2010 awarded the
University of Bergen’'s Meltzer Prize for public oedch.

www.uib.no/People/ngfhd/

Elisabeth Ivarsflaten is Associate Professor at the Department of CoatiarPolitics, University
of Bergen. lvarsflaten specializes in the studpublic opinion and political parties. She is main
coordinator of the Norwegian Citizen Panel at tversity of Bergen. Ivarsflaten holds a Ph D
from the University of Oxford and was a Postdodteraze Research Fellow at Nuffield College,
Oxford. Her articles have appearedhe American Journal of Political Science, Compamat
Political Studiesand theEuropean Journal of Political Research.
www.uib.no/persons/Elisabeth.lvarsflaten
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@yvind Gjerstad is Associate Professor of French linguistics atherersity of Bergen. His
research interests include linguistic and discerpiwlyphony and the narrative properties of
deliberative discourse, studying how texts on clar@hange comprise a plot, and how the voices
and (re)actions of the different characters aregrgted into the unfolding ‘story’. He is a member
of the project Linguistic Representations of Cliem&hange Discourse and Their Individual and
Collective Interpretations (LINGCLIM), headed byef$ti Flgttum.
www.uib.no/persons/Oyvind.Gjerstad

7 |
Oleksandr Kapranov is a post-doctoral research fellow with the LINGMLproject. He holds a
PhD from The University of Western Australia (UWi)Perth. Kapranov's research interests
involve cognitive linguistics, psycholinguisticsdapolitical discourse. His current research agenda

focuses on discourse of climate change in genadhba corporate discourse on climate change in
particular.www.uib.no/personer/Oleksandr.Kapranov

Vegard Rivenesis currently working as a research assistant aonddinator in the LINGCLIM
project. He graduated with a M.Sc in philosophyrfroniversity of Bergen in 2011. He has
previously worked as a research assistant aflineate change: media, politics and sociptgject
and as an executive officer also at University efgen. His main research interests are scientific
uncertainty, the precautionary principle and ethiesw.uib.no/persons/Vegard.Rivenes
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Affiliated members

T

Andrew Salwayis a Senior Research Scientist and leader of dmgliage and Language
Technology Group at Uni Research, Bergen. His rebdaterests focus on corpus linguistics and
text mining, and their application in humanistidaocial science research methodologies with
particular interest in social media, narrative andtimodality. www.bbrel.co.uk
http://uni.no/en/staff/directory/andrew-salway/

Endre Tvinnereim is Senior Researcher at the Uni Research Rokkatr€®r Social Studies.

His main research interests are public opingon climate policies, quantitative text anadysn
survey research, and evidence-based evaluatbrsap-and-trade and other CO2 pricing
mechanisms. He leads the Interdisciplinary Clevaaid Energy Research Group (ICERG), which
brings together researchers from the Bjerknes €datrClimate Research, Uni Research, the
University of Bergen and the Norwegian School obimmics (NHH). Tvinnereim co-chairs the
Climate and Environment section of the Norwegiatiz€n Panel and served as Expert Reviewer
for the IPCC AR5 WG3 (mitigationhttp://uni.no/en/staff/directory/endre-tvinnereim/
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LINGCLIM ABSTRACTS

Kjersti Flgttum (Department of foreign languages):

The LINGCLIM Project — an overview

In this presentation | will provide a short ovewief research undertaken in the LINGCLIM
project so far, related to research questionsemadd and methods. The overarching question of the
project is the role of language in climate charggesentations and interpretations. LINGCLIM is
a multidisciplinary initiative, where linguists ¢aborate with climate, political, media,
psychological and computational scientists.

| will present a provisional stock-taking of our imabjectives:

1) generate integrated new knowledge through dpusdnnovative multidisciplinary
methodology, including linguistic analyses (varialiscourses, at different levels), opinion surveys
and psychological experiments,

2) explore the relationship between linguistic esgntations and their collective and individual
interpretations (opinions, attitudes), and

3) explore perspectives on the future.

Gisela Bghm (Department of Psychosocial Science):

The psychology of language effects on the perceptiand communication of climate change
Language plays a pivotal role in how people peraivd think about climate change. This role is
two-fold. On the one hand, the wording in which essage is expressed influences how the
message is processed and understood by the rdcipmrexample, the verbal expression that a
scientist chooses to communicate the probabilityliofate change impacts (e.g., probably, likely,
not certain) influences whether people infer a lagh low probability and how alarming the
message appears to them. On the other hand, thal wepressions that people use in their
messages reflect their underlying beliefs and ikention of the message. For example, verbal
expressions contain implicit evaluations such #xas on the chances versus the risks of an event
(e.g., in the proverbial choice of calling a glas#f full or half empty, or in stating that "seaé

will rise up to 3 cm" versus "sea level may moratl2 cm"). Hence, language both shapes and
expresses people’s perceptions, attitudes, andomginSeveral experiments will be presented that
illustrate the effects of language and help expllaghunderlying psychological mechanisms.

Trine Dahl (Norwegian School of Economics):

LINGCLIM linguistic studies: Future research issues

While head of LINGCLIM, Kjersti Flgttum, in her gentation will provide an overview of
research undertaken within the project so far, neggntation will point forwards to yet unexplored
issues of the climate debate. Among important ulbeggd aspect of the climate debate in a
LINGCLIM context is the crucial issue of climatearige solutions, be they technological,
economic, political or social in nature. This compnot of the ‘climate narrative’ may therefore be
an interesting research ‘object’ in the final st®gf the project. Quantitative data from the
Norwegian Citizen Panel might serve as importaptiirio such studies, as may data from
gualitative studies of written texts and small@glidated surveys. The presentation will include a
discussion of a few examples of how solutions itm&le change are currently framed in various
text genres.

@yvind Gjerstad (Department of foreign languages):

The Linguistic Complexity of Climate Change Narratives

Linguistic research has applied the notion of rievean order to understand to what extent there
may be a storyline, or narrative, in texts reldtedlimate change (Flgttum 2014; Flgttum and
Gjerstad 2013). In both text and talk climate cleaisgoften presented as a certain type of
COMPLICATION, with implicit or explicit recommendains or imperatives for ACTION(S)

taking place or that should take place in ordexdiosieve some particular EFFECT(S) or FUTURE
SOLUTIONS (cf. Adam 2008). Furthermore, linguisgtiadies have indicated that such stages can
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appear not only in the form of text segments bsih als single sentences and even sentence
constituents (Flgttum and Gjerstad 2013). Thislead to a complex hierarchy involving multiple
narrative stages at different levels of both syrmtada text structure. The ability to restrict a atiue
stage to a single sentence constituent has rhaetamplications, as it can keep contentious views t
the background, thus shielding them from criticism.

Oleksandr Kapranov (Department of foreign languageps

Conceptual Metaphors in Corporate Discourse on Gloal Climate Change: The Cases of Shell
and BP

This presentation involves a qualitative discowasalysis of conceptual metaphors identified in
corporate discourse on climate change by BritighoReim (BP) and Shell respectively. The
material of the study involves these corporati@iitial 2014-2015 annual reports. Several types
of conceptual metaphors have been identified iratireial reports by BP and Shell. In particular,
Shell's discourse is embedded in the context absuable development, where Shell’s discoursal
practices involve conceptual metaphor ‘Shell aman@ Corporation’. Data analysis indicates that
metaphor ‘BP as a Citizen’ is employed in BP’s cogbe discourse space in conjunction with
metaphors ‘Corporation as a Helping Neighbour’ &afporation as an Environmentally Friendly
Citizen’. These conceptual metaphors present BPtasstworthy citizen committed to sustainable
development.

Andrew Salway (Uni Research, Bergen):

Inducing salient information structures from climate change texts

This paper will present and reflect on some daigedrtechniques for analysing large volumes of
textual material that were used to investigatehiin@an side of climate change. An investigation
into the representation of the future in climatarie blogs used frequency lists, word clusters and
sorted concordances in order to highlight comm@nesentations of the future. Instances of these
representations were then subject to close reaaidgnanual categorisation. The discovered
representations were also for quantitative compasdetween “accepting” and “sceptical”’ climate
change blogs. In other work, grammar induction négplnes were used to characterise salient
information structures around key terms. This esdlrihportant information about the content of
international climate negotiations to be extra@ed analysed, i.e. relating to the positions of
different countries. More tentatively, such infotioa structures induced from climate change
blogs were shown to have potential value for amadysopics, framing and rhetorical devices.

Endre Tvinnereim (Uni Research Rokkan Centre):

Exploring citizens’ view of climate solutions in tkeir own words

What do Norwegians think about climate change ahdtwo do about it when given the

opportunity to express themselves in their own w@r@ihis paper uses structural topic modeling, a
new approach to the analysis of open-ended sunvestigpns, to induce topics from raw text. It is
also used to analyse how topic choice correlatéds background variables such as gender, age, and
political orientation. Data are taken from the aaéilly representative online Norwegian Citizen
Panel. Representative responses, as identifiedebguantitative model, are read closely for
validation purposes and to provide a richer undedihg of citizen views on climate change and
climate solutions.
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