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MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING
For the implementation of a COST Action designated as

COST Action CA17132
EUROPEAN NETWORK FOR ARGUMENTATION AND PUBLIC POLICY ANALYSIS (APPLY)

The COST Member Countries and/or the COST Cooperating State, accepting the present Memorandum of
Understanding (MoU) wish to undertake joint activities of mutual interest and declare their common
intention to participate in the COST Action (the Action), referred to above and described in the Technical
Annex of this MoU.

The Action will be carried out in accordance with the set of COST Implementation Rules approved by the
Committee of Senior Officials (CSO), or any new document amending or replacing them:

a. “Rules for Participation in and Implementation of COST Activities” (COST 132/14 REV2);

b. “COST Action Proposal Submission, Evaluation, Selection and Approval” (COST 133/14 REV);

c. “COST Action Management, Monitoring and Final Assessment” (COST 134/14 REV2);

d. “COST International Cooperation and Specific Organisations Participation” (COST 135/14 REV).

The main aim and objective of the Action is to Identify gaps between the citizens’, policymakers’ and
scholarly experts’ argumentation, and to explore ways of treating them. The Action thus aims to improve the
way European citizens understand, evaluate and contribute to policy relevant decision-making processes
on topics such as climate change and energy policy. This will be achieved through the specific objectives
detailed in the Technical Annex.

The economic dimension of the activities carried out under the Action has been estimated, on the basis of
information available during the planning of the Action, at EUR 48 million in 2017.

The MoU will enter into force once at least seven (7) COST Member Countries and/or COST Cooperating
State have accepted it, and the corresponding Management Committee Members have been appointed, as
described in the CSO Decision COST 134/14 REV2.

The COST Action will start from the date of the first Management Committee meeting and shall be
implemented for a period of four (4) years, unless an extension is approved by the CSO following the
procedure described in the CSO Decision COST 134/14 REV2.
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TECHNICAL ANNEX

OVERVIEW

Summary

Providing and criticising reasons is indispensable to achieve sound public policy that commands the support
of both citizens and stakeholders. This need is now widely acknowledged in the recent literature and key EU
documents, which highlight the perils of populist discourse and policies. The European network for
Argumentation and Public PoLicY analysis (APPLY) improves the way European citizens understand,
evaluate and contribute to public decision-making on such matters of common concern as climate change or
energy policies. Addressing this need from a multidisciplinary perspective on argumentation, the APPLY
Action identifies gaps between the citizens’, policymakers’ and scholarly experts’ argumentation, and
explores ways of treating them. This occurs through coordinated research activities in three main areas: a)
empirical: an argumentative analysis of EU policy documents and procedures, the media and citizens’
discourse results in an annotated pan-European database on institutional and citizens’ argumentation; b)
normative: a critical study of concepts and methods to measure the quality of arguments in public policies
results in a unified theoretical and methodological framework to analyse and evaluate public policy argument;
c) prescriptive: the development of tools by which policymakers, citizens and various stakeholders engage in
well-informed argumentative discussions. APPLY coordinates such networking activities as workshops,
conferences, training schools and short-term scientific missions among European and international scholars
and stakeholders. This provides insights into the understanding, evaluation and production of public policy
arguments. APPLY thus benefits European policymakers and citizens, but also consolidates a currently
dispersed argumentation scholarship across Europe and beyond.

Areas of Expertise Relevant for the Action Keywords

e Philosophy, Ethics and Religion: Epistemology, logic, e argumentation
philosophy of science and technology e public policy

e Media and communications: Media and communications, e argumentation design
social aspects of information science and surveillance, socio- | e practical reasoning
cultural communication e discourse analysis

e Psychology: Social psychology

e Law: Legal theory, legal systems, constitutions, comparative
law

e Languages and literature: Use of language: form,
pragmatics, sociolinguistics, discourse analysis, lexicography,
terminology

Specific Objectives
To achieve the main objective described in this MoU, the following specific objectives shall be
accomplished:

Research Coordination

e Systematic data collection, curation, and analysis. Network members contribute to a corpus based on
data collected in past and ongoing individual research projects. The corpus is collected in structured face-to-
face interviews and from online discussions, but also includes EU-documents and procedural guidelines,
media reports, or citizens’ discourse.

e Improving the methods for analysing and evaluating argumentation in public policy contexts. The Action
will coordinate currently disjoint monodisciplinary projects investigating the shape and quality of public
argument aiming at a theoretical and methodological integration.

e A joint research agenda on argumentation in public policymaking. The Action will coordinate, solidify and
extend existing research connections and thematic lines into what can become a European approach to
argumentation and public policy analysis. This particularly leads to shared theoretical concepts, methods,
data, and eventually a (partially) shared agenda.

e Input from and to stakeholders. The Action will extend its network to engage public policy professionals
and practitioners in order to fine-tune scholarly results and actual policy practices. The Action will
collaborate with policymakers, NGOs, citizen associations and SMEs currently providing argumentation-
related services, at the EU, national and local level.
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Capacity Building

e Knowledge transfers beyond traditional niche communities. The Action will achieve transfer across
national and disciplinary traditions: the Dutch theories of pragma-dialectics and formal dialectics, the
French and Swiss linguistic analysis, the Canadian school of informal logic, the Polish logical tradition,
(critical) discourse analysis, philosophical approaches to practical reason, etc.

e Create and solidify knowledge exchanges between different expertise groups: a) academics at various
career stages from Early Career Investigators (ECIs) to seasoned professors; b) research teams with
divergent impact and capacity, including those from Inclusiveness Target Countries (ITCs); c) academics
and public policy professionals.

e Public dissemination. Through a dedicated website, and a comprehensive dissemination strategy, the
Action will make tools for argument analysis, evaluation and production as well as empirical results
available to stakeholders and the general public. It will thereby enhance the capacity of argumentation
scholars to engage beyond their academic community.
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