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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

The Deliverable "D4.2 i Standards for Adaptation and Mitgat i on acti ons at
shows the results of the analysis of the perception of climate change impacts of Public Authorities
and other stakeholders and their involvement in the definition of the best strategies for adaptation
and mitigation. This work has been carried out in the context of the Interreg Italy-Croatia
RESPONSe project, as part of "Activity 4.2 T Engagement of Public Authorities and development
of Adriatic Adaptation strategies” o f t h A&driafickdgién adaptation menuo .

Scope

The scope of "Activity 4.2 T Engagement of Public Authorities and development of Adriatic
Adaptation strategies" is to provide an overview of what stakeholders perceive is necessary to
implement to mitigate and adapt to climate change in the Adriatic basin. The results provided in
this Deliverable are going to feed in the portfolio of strategiesnecessary to car
437 Cli mate adaptation menuo

To achieve this goal, local public authorities and other stakeholders were consulted and requested
for their opinion on issues related to mitigation of and adaptation to climate change in the Adriatic
basin. Moreover, through a bottom-up approach, local stakeholders were engaged to express
their preference on the best adaptation and mitigation strategies that should be implemented in
their territory.

Audience

This Deliverable is a public report aimed particularly at the public authorities and delineates the
guideline for the definition of the best practices for implementing an efficient strategy to adapt to
climate change. The Deliverable is probably one of the few examples of a comprehensive data

Adr i
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collection of adaptation and mitigation measurest hat consi der s r ea.lThest akeh

report will be made available on the RESPONSe web page.

Structure

This Deliverable is structured as follow: (i) introduction to the report; (ii) methodology adopted to
gather information; (iii) presentation and discussion of the results of the analysis of Public
Aut horities and stakehol der s o6 Ilpypilbtareg(iv)ipresentaton
and discussion of the results of the analysisst ak e ho | d e r s by geogrgphicpleara (v)t
final considerations on the main findings.
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The fact that the climate is changing and that such change does not occur uniformly throughout
the globe is now a certainty affirmed and supported by the scientific community (Field et al., 2012;
Pearce et al., 2014; World Meteorological Organisation, 2020). Additionally, it is also generally
recognized that anthropogenic activities have a role in influencing the extent and intensity of the
consequences of such change (Benton, 1970; Chapman and Khanna, 2000; Crowley, 2000; De
Matteis, 2019; Deschénes and Greenstone, 2007; Deschénes and Kolstad, 2011; Lemke et al.,
2007; Madden and Ramanathan, 1980; Stern and Kaufmann, 2014; Stern, 2008; Tol, 2008).

In fact, in the most industrialized areas of the planet, the pressures on the environment are the
greatest, whereas other areas of the globe are the most affected by the effects and consequences
(Patz etal., 2005). In particular, coastal areas appear to be particularly sensitive to climate change
(Nerlich et al., 2010; Watson, 2002), and the urban development of the recent decades, especially
along these areas, increasingly exposes the population to the effects of climate change
(Rosenzweig et al., 2015).

A study conducted in Europe in 2008 (European Commission, 2008) highlights that for the
European population climate change was considered the second biggest problem that the world
has to face, highlighting a strong sensitivity to the issue. However, since perception is a subjective
evaluation of a given phenomenon, it can vary considerably over time. As a matter of fact, a study
conducted in 2020 similar to the one conducted in 2008 showed that health and social security,
inflation, unemployment and the economic situation have become the greatest concern for
European citizens (Nowakowski and Oswald, 2020).

The fight against climate change remains one of the biggest challenges that our society as a
whole has to face and the response to this threat can only take place through mitigation and
adaptation strategies.

Mitigation consists in reducing the sources of atmospheric pollution and increasing the absorption
(and storage) of carbon dioxide and greenhouse gases (McCarthy et al., 2001).

Adaptation, on the other hand, involves adopting measures to prepare for and respond to the
potential impacts of climate change. Its main goal is to reduce the risks associated with climate
change for the population through interventions that include behavior change, introduction of new
procedures and implementation of technical and structural measures (Ebi and Semenza, 2008).

For mitigation and adaptation actions to be effective there must be a long-term cooperation at the
international local and regional levels, and there also is the need for collaboration of scientists,
decision makers and the population (Hagen et al., 2016). Knowi ng t he popul
perception can certainly be a valid tool to ensure public support for climate change measures
(Wolf and Moser, 2011). As a matter of fact, even if politicians, scientists and economists suggest
feasible potentially effective solutions, their actual effectiveness strongly depends on the
consciousness and understanding of the population to issues relating to climate change and on

ati
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its real and profound involvement in the implementation of such solutions (Nowakowski and
Oswald, 2020).

Therefore, the focus of this report is to analyze the level of perception of the impacts of climate
change by Public Authorities and other stakeholders (such as citizens) in the Adriatic basin and
to engage with Public Authorities to identify real adaptation and mitigation strategies applicable
to the Adriatic basin context, that take into account their concrete needs and the characteristics
of the geographical area under their jurisdiction (North-Center-South Adriatic). The process of
involving stakeholders in the definition of the best mitigation and adaptation strategy to counteract
climate change and its effect will make the strategy easier to be applied for local authorities, better
accepted by the population that understands the actual benefits for their territory, and
consequently the mitigation/adaptation more effective.

European Regional Development Fund
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3. METHODS
3.1 Study areas

In this report it is presented the analysis of the perception of Croatian and Italian local Public
Authorities and local stakeholders regarding climate change and its related impacts in the Adriatic
basin. The RESPONSe project, "Strategies to adapt to climate change in Adriatic regions"
involves seven pilot areas, distributed in four Italian regions: Friuli-Venezia Giulia, Veneto,
Marche; Puglia, and three Croatian Counties: Primorsko-Gor ans ka Co u n-Knjnska Gi
County, and Neretva River Delta (Figure 1). The selection of these areas allows to assess the
level of perception in the Northern, Central, and Southern Adriatic macro areas.

ben:

‘1. Northern Adriatic
2. Central Adriatic
3. Southern Adriatic

European Regional Development Fund
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Analysis of the perception of climate change impacts
DATA COLLECTION DESIGN

In order to provide an overview of what stakeholders perceive is necessary to implement to
mitigate and adapt to climate change in the Adriatic basin, two different perception questionnaires
were administered to local Public Authorities and other stakeholders of the seven pilot areas from
March 2020 to December 2020. The choice of Public Authorities and other stakeholders was
made considering all agencies, institutions, as well as the population, that have to face climate
change. The questionnaires aimed at understanding:

The perception of climate-related risks

The acceptance of climate-related risks

The attitude towards climate-related risks

The propension to introduce local and personal strategies to adapt to climate change
(adaptation)

The propension to undertake local and personal actions to reduce anthropogenic
greenhouse gas emissions (mitigation)

E

E]

The guestionnaire targeted for stakeholders was delivered through internet channels:

1 Website of partners and pilot areas
9 Facebook local pages
The guestionnaire targeted for Public Authorities was delivered through the institutional email.

QUESTIONNAIRES STRUCTURE

Questionnaires were administered to collect information and to analyze the perception of
stakeholders (not including Public Authorities) about the following topics, with respect to the
WP4.2 requirements:

Role of nature and human activities in causing climate change

Effects of climate change on their territory

Effects of climate change on their lifestyle

Authorities fole in contrasting climate change

Possibility for mitigation and adaptation strategies

Definition of mitigation strategies to respond to climate change

Definition of adaptation strategies to respond to climate change

Public involvement in defining strategies

Channels of communication and information

Trust in institutions

Cultural background

A—a-—Aa-—a_a_a_-5_4a_92_9a_-2
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The questionnaire addressed to Public Authorities was composed of 6 sections for a total of 26
guestions (see Annexl), while the questionnaire addressed to stakeholders was composed of 8
sections for a total of 54 questions (see Annex 2).

Based on the type of statement on the questions, different typologies of answer had been
identified:

9 Likert scale (which indicates the degree of agreement with the assumed statement)
1 Multiple choice with the assignment of a specific importance to every answer

1 Multiple choice without assignment of a specific importance

1 Open-ended answers

For the questions with multiple answers it was also given the chance to freely add an additional
option.

The data were stored in a SPSS worksheet and then processed for the analysis of climate change
perception; each question represents for the database a single record (variable).

Descriptive statistics were used for data processing, for all the variables the calculation of
frequency distributions was performed. In order to perform additional comparative analyses,
contingency tables (cross-tabulation tables) display the relationship between two or more
variables. The size of the table is determined by the number of distinct values for each variable,
with each cell in the table representing a unique combination of values.

These statistics were calculated in order to answer the following research questions:

1 Questionnaires addressed to Public Authorities:

1. Are public administrators who have been working for longer time in their institutions more
sensitive to climate change on their territory?

2. Do public administrators recognize the gravity of climate change and believe that technology
is an effective tool to combat it?

3. Do public administrators who have been working for longer time in their institutions prefer
mitigation actions over adaptation actions?

4. Do public administrators recognize citizens a role in the fight against climate change?

5. Do public administrators involve citizens in implementing climate change mitigation
strategies?

6. Do public administrators involve citizens in implementing strategies for adapting to climate
change?

7. Do public administrators, while taking responsibility for the fight against climate change,
promote the active involvement of <citizensd ass

1 Questionnaires addressed to Stakeholders:

European Regional Development Fund
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1. Are people living closer to the coast more concerned about the effects and management of
climate change in their own territory than people living further away?

2. Are people living near the coast more concerned about the effects that climate change has
on their territory than those of other natural phenomena?

3. Do people feel that climate changes have effects on their territory and on their lifestyle?

4. Do people believe that the impacts of climate change have a greater effect on specific (more

vulnerable) groups in the community than on others?

Do people understand the importance of lifestyle choices and are they willing to change it to

counteract climate change?

Do people recognize the weight of anthropogenic activities in defining climate change?

Do people have access to information about climate change?

Do people feel that the authorities fail to address the challenges posed by climate change?

Do people believe that mitigation and adaptation strategies should be developed through

participatory processes to be effective?

10. Do people believe that climate risks are becoming more important than other risks in their
territory?

o

LCoNe

Analysisofthe St akehol der sdé preferences
DATA COLLECTION DESIGN

In order to define which adaptation and mitigation strategies would be more suitable for each pilot
area and which strategy would be more accepted by the public, Stakeholders (Public Authorities
and other stakeholders) were asked in an additional survey to indicate:

Which effects of climate change they consider more likely to impact their territory
Which sectors of their territory need to develop adaptation actions

Which type of adaptation action should be implemented in their territory

Which sectors of their territory need to develop mitigation actions

Which type of mitigation action should be implemented in their territory

= =4 -8 —a 9

The engagement of Stakeholders took place through different channels:

1 Online meetings
1 Meetings in presence
1 Webinars

FORM FOR REPORTING VOTES STRUCTURE

European Regional Development Fund
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Stakeholders were involved by asking them to vote on the mitigation and adaptation strategies
considered most suitable for implementation in their territory, in consideration of the potential
climate impacts. Stakeholders were asked to express their opinion about:

1 The climate impacts that need to be addressed in their territory

1 The sectors in their territory that most urgently need to develop adaptation actions
1 The type of adaptation action to be proposed in their territory

1 The sectors in their territory that most urgently need to develop mitigation actions
1 The type of mitigation action to be proposed in their territory

In order to facilitate Stakeholders in expressing their preferences, the questions asked were
delineated in such a way as to compile the tables reported in the form consultable in Annex 3.

The data were stored in a SPSS worksheet and then processed for the analysis of the mitigation
and adaptation preferred strategies; each question represents for the database a single record
(variable).

Descriptive statistics were used for data processing, for all the variables the calculation of
frequency distributions was performed.

In order to perform additional comparative analyses, contingency tables (cross-tabulation tables)
were calculated for the comparison described in the following:

1 Likelihood of choosing a specific mitigation strategy type for the sector that are more
impacted by the consequences of climate change.

9 Likelihood of choosing a specific adaptation strategy type for the sector that are more
impacted by the consequences of climate change.

Contingency tables display the relationship between two or more variables. The size of the table
is determined by the number of distinct values for each variable, with each cell in the table
representing a unique combination of values.

A final section is dedicated to compare the answers of Public Authorities and other stakeholders
to the same questions. The comparison is made to understand whether having a political or
technical role, thus being more informed about the climate crisis and its consequences with
respect to the population, would make a difference in the perception of climate change.

The list of the compared question is shown in Table 1.

TABLE 1.

| Question addressed to Public Authorities | Question addressed to other stakeholders

European Regional Development Fund
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Q1: Risks from meteorological events are
becoming more important than the ones from
other natural events in your jurisdictional territory

Q20: Climate risks are becoming more important
than others in your territory

Q2: The intensity of current climate change is a
direct consequence of human activities

Q2: The speed of current climate change is a
direct consequence of human activities

Q3: The territory under your jurisdiction is affected
by climate change

Q4: Specifically, the territory where you live is
affected by climate change

Q4: Which of the following sectors are impacted
the most?

Q5: Which of the following sectors are impacted
the most?

Q5. Climate change will

Q8: Climate change will impact your lifestyle

Q6: In the long-term (over 5 years), what changes
do you expect in your territory?

Q6: In the long-term (over 5 years), what changes
do you expect in your territory?

Q7: Public institutions can effectively respond to
the challenges posed by climate change

Q15: Public institutions can effectively respond to
the challenges posed by climate change

Q8: The effectiveness of climate change
adaptation strategies d
engagement

Q14: The effectiveness of climate change
mitigation strategies d
engagement

Q26: The effectiveness adaptation and mitigation
strategies also depend

Q12: Climate change can be reverted

Q21: The current climate crisis can be reverted

Q13: The climate change effects can be
counteracted with technological development

Q22: The current climate crisis can be resolved
with technological development

European Regional Development Fund
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RESULTS

Results of the analysis of the perception of climate change

impacts
The results of this analysis are presented, from question 1 to question 42, divided for each macro
area: Friuli-Venezia Giulia Region, Veneto Region, and Primorsko-Goranska County, for the

Northern Adriatic, Marche Region and Gi b e rKsiilkska County for the Central Adriatic, Puglia
Region and Neretva River Delta for the Southern Adriatic.

The number of stakeholders that responded to the survey is reported in Table 2.

TABLE 2. NUMBER OF PARTICIPANTS FOR EACH PILOT AREA

. N° of responding Public N° of responding other
e Pilot area Authorities stakeholders
Veneto 6 444
Northern Friuli-Venezia Giulia 22 106
Adriatic
Primorsko-Goranska
County 21 24
Marche 32 89
Central _
Adriatic Gi b e AKsifska
County 47 37
St Puglia 50 104
Adriatic Neretva River Delta 15 13
Total 193 817

Considering the difference in abundance of responses between the pilot areas, to ensure the
comparability of the results in all analyses, the results are presented as percentages. In the
guestionnaire addressed to Public Authorities the percentages of the answer to questions 4, 6,
10, 11, 16 and 17, and the table in the comparative analysis where the results of these questions
are compared to the other questions in the questionnaire, as well as questions 5, 6, 7, 11, 14, 17,
27, and 28, in the questionnaire addressed to other stakeholders and the table in the comparative
analysis where the results of these questions are compared, percentages exceed the one
hundred percent because each respondent was allowed to choose more than one possible option
for the same question.

European Regional Development Fund
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In the following tables the results will be described for each specific question of the questionnaire
for other stakeholders and for Public Authorities. Question 26 of the questionnaire for Public
Authorities and question 32 of the questionnaire for the other stakeholders are not presented
below because they give information about the pilot area in which the participants live or work
and these results are already shown in table 1. Results of the questions from 43 to 54 are
presented divided for nationality: Croatian and Italian because they represent a comparison
between the two Countries. The questions in this section are not related to the problem of climate
change, but are aimed at a cross-cultural analysis, between Italy and Croatia, to better understand
the influence of collective culture on risk perception.

In every table the following legend is used:

VE (Veneto Region)

FVG (Friuli-Venezia Giulia Region)

PG (Primorsko-Goranska County i Cres)

MA (Marche Region)

Gk( Gi b eknmdkaCountyi Gi beni k
PU (Puglia Region)

NRD (Neretva River Delta)

E R ]

Pilot areas are ordered considering the number of responses obtained, not geographically.

In addition to the legend above, in the final section dedicated to the comparison of the level of
perception of Public Authorities and other stakeholders, the following legend is used:

1 PA (Public Authorities)
1 OS (other stakeholders)

Colors highlighting the cells (when present) indicate:

i = relevant answer for a specific question

1 = most voted by all pilot area

1 = not voted by a pilot areas

1 = voted by only one of the pilot areas and not considered important by the others

In the final section, where is presented the comparison of the perception of Public Authorities and
other stakeholders, in addition to the legend above, colors highlighting the cells indicate:

1 = most voted by Public Authorities
q most voted by other stakeholders

European Regional Development Fund
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QUESTIONNAIRE ADDRESSED TO PUBLIC AUTHORITIES

1. Risks from meteorological events are becoming more important than the ones from
other natural events (e.g. earthquakes) in your jurisdictional territory

Public Authorities recognize that meteorological events are becoming a more serious threat than
other natural events. However, there is a certain degree of uncertainty especially in the Central
and the Southern Adriatic.

TABLE 3.
. Strongly . . Strongly

Macro area Pilot area disagree Disagree Undecided Agree agree Total

N VE 0,0% 0,0% 0,0% 0,5% 2,6% 3,1%
A%rrtiafirg‘ FVG 0,0% 0,0% 1,0% 8,3% 2.1% 11,4%
PG 0,5% 1,0% 3,1% 4,7% 1,6% 10,9%

Central MA 0,0% 1,6% 3,6% 5,7% 5,7% 16,6%
Adriatic GK 0,5% 1,0% 10,4% 9,3% 3,1% 24,4%
Southern PU 0,5% 2,1% 7,8% 6,7% 8,8% 25,9%

Adriatic NRD 0,0% 1,6% 3,6% 1,0% 1,6% 7,8%
Total 1,6% 7,3% 29,5% 36,3% 25,4% 100,0%

2. The intensity of current climate change is a direct consequence of human activities

Public Authorities of all pilot areas believe and strongly agree that climate change is mainly
caused by anthropic activities. However, there is a small percentage of Croatian authorities that
affirm that climate change is not linked to human activities.

TABLE 4.
Macro area Pilot area g_trongly Disagree Undecided Agree Sy Total
Isagree agree

N VE 0,0% 0,0% 0,0% 2,6% 0,5% 3,1%
A?jrria‘fircn FVG 0,0% 0,0% 1,6% 6,2% 3,6% 11,4%
PG 0,5% 0,0% 2,6% 4,7% 3,1% 10,9%

Central MA 0,0% 0,0% 2,1% 8,3% 6,2% 16,6%
Adriatic GK 0,5% 0,0% 2,6% 9,8% 11,4% 24,4%
Southern PU 0,0% 1,0% 5,7% 6,2% 13,0% 25,9%
Adriatic NRD 0,5% 0,5% 2,6% 3,1% 1,0% 7,8%
Total 1,6% 1,6% 17,1% 40,9% 38,9% 100,0%

3. Theterritory under your jurisdiction is affected by climate change

European Regional Development Fund
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Public Authorities of all pilot areas recognize that climate change is concretely affecting their
territory, even if it is recognized that it is not the unique threat they have to face.

TABLE 5.
Macro area Pilot area | Not at all Little Neutral Quite Very much Total
North VE 0,0% 0,0% 0,0% 2,1% 1,0% 3,1%
A%rrtiafiré‘ FVG 0,0% 0,5% 3,1% 6,2% 1,6% 11,4%

PG 0,0% 0,5% 2,6% 5,7% 2,1% 10,9%

il MA 0,0% 0,5% 2,6% 8,3% 5,2% 16,6%
Adriatic GK 0,0% 0,5% 4,1% 11,4% 8,3% 24,4%
Southern PU 0,5% 2,1% 6,2% 10,9% 6,2% 25,9%
Adriatic NRD 0,0% 0,5% 3,1% 3,1% 1,0% 7,8%

Total 0,5% 4,7% 21,8% 47,7% 25,4% 100,0%

4. Which of the following sectors are affected the most?

European Regional Development Fund
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The sectors considered the most affected by climate change by Public Authorities in all the macro
areas of the Adriatic are agriculture and breeding, biodiversity and ecosystem conservation, and
coastal management. Central and Southern Adriatic highlight that also human health, use and
management of the territory, tourism and recreation, and water resources management are
affected, albeit in a lesser way.
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Public Authorities of all pilotareasa gr ee or strongly agree that cl i ma
lifestyle.
TABLE 7.
: Strongly : ‘ Strongly
Macro area Pilot area disagree Disagree Undecided Agree agree Total
Nl VE 0,0% 0,0% 0,0% 0,5% 2,6% 3,1%
A%rrtia‘t*i’g FVG 0,0% 0,0% 0,5% 6,2% 4,7% 11,4%
PG 0,0% 0,0% 0,5% 6,2% 4,1% 10,9%
Central MA 0,0% 0,0% 2,1% 6,7% 7,8% 16,6%
Adriatic GK 1,0% 0,0% 1,6% 7,3% 14,5% 24,4%
Southern PU 0,0% 0,5% 2,6% 9,3% 13,5% 25,9%
Adriatic NRD 0,0% 0,0% 2,1% 3,1% 2,6% 7,8%
Total 1,0% 0,5% 9,3% 39,4% 49,7% 100,0%

6. Inthelong-term (over 5 years), what changes do you expect in your territory?

The main impact that Public Authorities consider the most likely to happen in their territory is a
change in temperatures, extreme weather and change in rainfall patterns. Sea level rise is
considered the most realistic for Public Authorities of the Primorsko-Goranska County and
increased flooding and landslides for Public Authorities of the Veneto.

TABLE 8.
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©
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o

= 11,9 [ 20,7 | . - o | 145 | 145 | 14,0 | 12,4 | 19,2 | 5 o0 . o | 150 [ 0,0 .
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Total 5751 80,3 | 295 | 30,1 48,7 | 67,9 |601| 358|446 | 394 | 254|290 | 46,6 | 1,0 | 100,0
% % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

7. Public institutions can effectively respond to the challenges posed by climate change

Public Authorities show uncertainty about their ability to respond to the challenges posed by
climate change. The majority of them trust their capacities, but 25,4% is undecided. Public
Aut horities oKninskahCeuntgardteeneskannfident in the possibility for public
institutions to respond to climate change.

TABLE 9.
. Strongly . . Strongly
Macro area Pilot area disagree Disagree Undecided Agree agree Total
North VE 0,0% 0,5% 0,0% 0,5% 2,1% 3,1%
Aodrria‘t*irc“ FVG 0,0% 0,0% 2,6% 6,7% 2,1% 11,4%
PG 0,5% 0,5% 5,2% 2,6% 2,1% 10,9%
Central MA 0,0% 1,6% 2,1% 7,8% 5,2% 16,6%
Adriatic GK 0,5% 4,7% 8,3% 6,7% 4,1% 24,4%
Southern PU 1,0% 0,0% 3,6% 9,8% 11,4% 25,9%
Adriatic NRD 0,0% 2,1% 3,6% 2,1% 0,0% 7,8%
Total 2,1% 9,3% 25,4% 36,3% 26,9% 100,0%
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8. The effectiveness of climate <change adaptatio
engagement

Public Authorities believe that citizens should be involved in the implementation of adaptation
strategies, even though 22,3% express uncertainty. Croatian Public Authorities show less

confidence in the efficacyofci ti zens® involvement
TABLE 10.
Macro area Pilot area SIEDE Disagree Undecided Agree S Total
disagree agree

North VE 0,0% 0,0% 0,0% 1,6% 1,6% 3,1%
A%rria%ré‘ FVG 0,0% 0,0% 2,6% 4,7% 4,1% 11,4%
PG 0,0% 1,0% 2,1% 3,6% 4,1% 10,9%
R MA 0,0% 0,0% 1,6% 5,2% 9,8% 16,6%
Adriatic GK 0,5% 2,1% 7,3% 8,8% 5,7% 24,4%
Southern PU 1,0% 0,0% 4,7% 4,7% 15,5% 25,9%
Adriatic NRD 0,0% 1,0% 4,1% 2,6% 0,0% 7,8%
Total 1,6% 4,1% 22,3% 31,1% 40,9% 100,0%

9. What kind of strategies have been prepared or implemented in your jurisdictional
territory to ADAPT to the effects of climate change (e.g. floods or landslides)? When
applicable, describe the strategies.

Most of the Public Authorities of the Adriatic basin did not implement measures to adapt to climate
change, with the lowest application is shown in the Central Adriatic. When applied, soft measures
are generally the most preferred, followed by gray measures.

TABLE 11.

Macro area| Pilot area None Gray Green Soft Total

Northern VE 0,0% 1,1% 0,5% 3,2% 3,2%
Adriatic FVG 2,7% 5,3% 2,1% 3,2% 11,8%
PG 8,0% 1,6% 0,0% 1,6% 10,7%

Centra' MA 7,0% 5,9% 0,5% 3,7% 17,1%
Adriatic GK 10,2% 1,1% 0,5% 12,3% 24,1%
Southern PU 11,8% 7,5% 2,7% 5,9% 25,1%

Adriatic NRD 1,6% 2,1% 1,1% 3,2% 8,0%
Total 41,2% 24,6% 7,5% 33,2% 100,0%
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10. Which of the following sectors were interested from the above ADAPTATION
initiatives?

Coastal management is the sector to which adaptation measures have been addressed the most
in all pilot areas, followed by use and management of the territory, agriculture and breeding and
biodiversity and ecosystem conservation.

TABLE 12.
) = ks =
2 E |3 5 s | s 2
ie] (7} =) = o Jof (o
~ E —
sl o | © |25 & | |88 £ |E2| 5 | 55|85 ;
o ) o 5 O = % ©° % c @ o o O o) - o c > > »
© G ~ =0 g c % o O 4= = © = = [ 5 o = & @ =
o - ) O S ] 'S = O = C - ho} 8_ = o o < = = s
= B S |Z200 g 22 | oc a T Qg < D | 9| © ) (G =
ol 2 S |5 ow 2o |30 S « 2 © o c c [ =
a =2 |o0c w® » | BS S ) c S| =g £ a
= S |-Wwol S W o5 S T £ = C o= |
> |m— o @ o = 2 T <= K% EES| o€
= S 5 a2 © = =
(@] e = Q
0,0 0,0 0,6
VE | 1,3% | 2,5% | 3,8% | 1,3% 0,6% | 0,6% | 3,2% | 1,3% | 0,6% 1,3% 3,8%
% % %
.©
ks
S 0 0 0 0 0,6 9 0 0 0 0 0,0 o | 0.0 0
FVG | 7,6% | 3,2% | 1,3% | 1,9% 0,6% | 8,9% | 0,6% | 1,9% | 4,5% 0,0% 11,5%
< % % %
c
@
=
S
z
0,0 0,0 0,6
PG | 1,9% | 1,3% | 1,3% | 0,0% 0,0% | 0,0% | 1,9% | 0,0% | 0,6% 0,6% 8,3%
% % %
i) 12,7 0,6 11,5 0,6 1,9
ki MA | 3,2% | 5,1% % 2,5% % 3,2% % 6,4% | 3,8% | 5,1% % 3,2% % 17,2%
S
<
E
c
3]
S 0,6 0,6 3,2
GK| 51% | 51% | 5,7% | 0,6% 25% | 1,3% | 3,2% | 0,6% | 0,6% 2,5% 24.2%
% % %
=
J]
10,2 15,9 7,6 10,2 19 1,9
% PU % 7,6% % 5,1% % 9,6% % 51% | 5,1% | 5,7% % 3,2% % 27,4%
(7]

European Regional Development Fund

22



( iiterrey

( Italy - Croatia
QESPONSQ EUROPEAN UNION

NR 0,0

%

0,0
%

0,6

3,2% | 3,8% | 0,0% | 0,0% o
0

0,0% | 0,6% | 2,5% | 3,2% | 1,9% 0,0% 7,6%

Total | 325 | 28,7 | 40,8 | 115 | 96 | 166 | 33,1 | 229 | 159 | 19,1 | 3,2 | 10,8 | 8,9 | 100,0
% % % % % % % % % % % % % %

11. Which of the following agencies, associations and/or organizations participated in
these initiatives?

In all pilot areas adaptation strategies have been applied in collaboration with municipalities,
regions, and environmental groups, with the exception of the Public Authorities of Veneto pilot
area for the latter.

TABLE 13.
w0 (%3]
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0] i, =
VE | 39% | 0,0% | 3,9% | 0,0% | 06% | 0,0% 0,0% | 0,0% | 0,0% 3,9%
Northern
Adriatic | FVG| 97% | 1,3% | 7,1% | 1,9% | 1,3% | 2,6% 1,9% | 0,6% | 0,6% | 11,7%
PG | 32% | 0,0 | 1,3% | 0,6% | 0,6% | 0,6% 0,0% | 0,0% | 0,6% 7,1%
Cental MA | 10,4% | 1,3% | 12,3% | 3,9% | 1,3% | 4,5% 52% | 0,6% | 0,6% | 17,5%
Adriatic GK| 39% | 06% | 97% | 0,0% | 0,0% | 0,0% 6,5% | 1,9% | 1,9% | 24,7%
Southern | PU | 182% | 3,9% | 11,0% | 1,9% | 3,9% | 2,6% 9,1% | 0,6% | 1,9% | 26,6%
Adriatic  |NRD| 3,2% | 0,0% | 39% | 0,6% | 0,0% | 0,0% 0,6% | 0,0% | 0,0% 8,4%

Total 52,6% | 7,1% | 49,4% | 9,1% | 7,8% | 10,4% | 23,4% | 3,9% | 58% | 100,0%

12. Climate change can be reverted

Public Authorities of all pilot areas mostly show uncertainty about the possibility of reverting
climate change. With the exception of the Public Authorities of the Veneto, all the pilot areas also
agree that there is a possibility of reverting climate change.
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TABLE 14.

Macro area Pilot area ?.tsrgggel)é Disagree Undecided Agree Sggrnegely Total
N VE 0,0% 0,5% 2,6% 0,0% 0,0% 3,1%
A%rria‘tei’é‘ FVG 0,0% 2,6% 4.6% 3,6% 0,5% 11,4%

PG 0,0% 1,0% 4,7% 3,6% 1,6% 10,9%

Central MA 2,1% 3,6% 6,7% 3,1% 1,0% 16,6%
Adriatic GK 1,6% 1,6% 9,8% 9,8% 1,6% 24,4%
Southern PU 0,5% 2,1% 13,5% 7,3% 2,6% 25,9%
Adriatic NRD 0,0% 2,1% 2,1% 2,6% 1,0% 7,8%

Total 4,1% 13,5% 44,0% 30,1% 8,3% 100,0%

13. The climate change effects can be counteracted with technological development

Public Authorities of all pilot areas are uncertain or agree that technology is a useful tool to use
to counteract the effects of climate change.

mitigatio

TABLE 15.

Macro area | Pilot area |Strongly disagree| Disagree | Undecided Agree | Strongly agree Total
North VE 0,0% 0,5% 1,0% 1,6% 0,0% 3,1%
A‘:jrriafiré‘ FVG 0,0% 1,0% 4,1% 5,2% 1,0% 11,4%

PG 0,0% 0,0% 3,6% 5,7% 1,6% 10,9%
R MA 1,0% 1,6% 6,7% 6,2% 1,0% 16,6%
Adriatic GK 0,0% 2,1% 13,5% 6,2% 2,6% 24,4%
Southern PU 0,0% 2,1% 8,3% 11,9% 3,6% 25,9%
Adriatic NRD 0,0% 0,5% 3,1% 3,6% 0,5% 7,8%
Total 1,0% 7,8% 40,4% 40,4% 10,4% 100,0%
14.The effectiveness of climate change
engagement

Public Authorities of all pilot areas strongly recognize the importance of involving citizens in the
application of efficient mitigation strategies.
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TABLE 16.

Macro area| Pilot area | Strongly disagree | Disagree | Undecided Agree Strongly agree Total
North VE 0,0% 0,0% 0,0% 1,0% 2,1% 3,1%
A%rriafir: FVG 0,0% 0,5% 2,1% 3,1% 5,7% 11,4%

PG 0,0% 0,0% 2,6% 5,2% 3,1% 10,9%

Central MA 0,0% 0,5% 1,0% 6,7% 8,3% 16,6%
Adriatic GK 1,0% 2,6% 4,1% 8,8% 7,8% 24,4%
Southern PU 0,5% 2,1% 3,6% 7,8% 11,9% 25,9%
Adriatic NRD 0,0% 1,6% 3,6% 2,6% 0,0% 7,8%

Total 1,6% 7,3% 17,1% 35,2% 38,9% 100,0%

15. What kind of strategies have been prepared or implemented in your jurisdictional
territory to MITIGATE climate change (i.e. to reduce anthropogenic greenhouse gas
emission)? When applicable, describe the strategies.

In general, mitigation strategies have been marginally implemented in all pilot areas. When
applied, the strategies mostly involve soft actions.

TABLE 17.

Macro area| Pilot area None Gray Green Soft Total

Northern VE 0,0% 0,0% 2,3% 2,8% 3,4%
Adriatic FVG 6,2% 1,7% 4,0% 3,4% 12,4%
PG 5,6% 0,6% 1,1% 4,0% 10,2%

Central MA 2,8% 2,3% 51% 6,8% 14,7%
Adriatic GK 12,4% 1,1% 2,8% 11,3% 25,4%
Southern PU 10,7% 2,8% 7,3% 10,2% 25,4%
Adriatic NRD 1,7% 1,1% 0,6% 5,6% 8,5%
Total 39,5% 9,6% 23,2% 44.1% 100,0%

16. Which of the following sectors were interested from the above MITIGATION initiatives?

Biodiversity and ecosystem conservation is the sector to which mitigation measures have been
addressed the most in all pilot areas, followed by use and management of the territory and
agriculture and breeding.
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TABLE 18.
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North VE | 0,7% | 1,4% | 0,0% | 4,1% | 2,8% | 0,7% | 0,7% | 0,0% | 0,7% | 0,7% |0,0% | 4,1%
Aodrria‘t*ircn EVG | 6,2% | 4,8% | 2,1% | 4,1% | 2,8% | 2,1% | 4,8% | 2,1% | 0,0% | 0,7% |0,0%| 9,7%
PG | 4,1% | 3,4% | 3,4% | 2,1% | 4,8% | 0,0% | 1,4% | 0,7% | 2,8% | 0,0% |0,0%| 9,0%
Central | MA | 2,8% | 55% | 2,8% | 55% | 2,1% | 7,6% | 2,1% | 2,8% | 0,0% | 0,7% |0,0%] 15,2%
Adriatic | GK | 8,3% |15,2% | 6,9% | 4,8% [11,0%| 6,2% | 8,3% | 2,8% | 7.6% | 3.4% |0,7% | 24,8%
Southern| PU | 9,7% | 9,0% | 9,0% [13,8%| 3,4% | 5,5% | 4,8% | 2,1% | 2,1% | 1,4% |0,7% | 27,6%
Adriatic | NRD [ 3,4% | 2,1% | 0,0% | 0,7% | 0,0% | 0,7% | 2,8% | 0,0% | 0,0% | 0,0% [0,0%| 9,7%
Total 35,29% | 41,4% | 24,1% | 35,2% | 26,9% | 22,8% | 24,8% | 10,3% | 13,1% | 6,9% |1,4% | 100,0%

17. Which of the following agencies, associations and/or organizations participated in
these initiatives?

In all polit areas adaptation strategies have been applied in collaboration with municipalities,
regions, and environmental groups. Also citizens have been largely involved.

TABLE 19.
z |g£8 .58 , |E |® o
. S |58%| S |EQ| 88| 5 | 2|28 & |28| ®
Macro area |(Pilotarea| 5 |g<.2 o Sc| 5o XN c2 |83 @ |23 5
z |828| @ 00 | oc = s2lc2| = 5= [
S |225| £ | gR| 55| O |s2|¢g® -
VE 41% | 2,1% | 2,8% | 0,0% | 0,0% | 0,7% | 0,7% |0,0% | 0,0% |0,0% | 4,1%
’X%r:igfirg FVG | 7,6% | 1,4% | 4.8% | 2,1% | 2,1% | 41% | 3.4% |1,4% | 1,4% |0,0% | 9,7%
PG 7,6% | 0,0% | 3,4% | 2,1% | 2,1% | 4,8% | 2,1% |1,4% | 4,1% |0,0% | 8,3%
el MA [10,3% | 2,1% |10,3% | 2,1% | 2,8% | 6,9% | 6,9% |0,0% | 1,4% |0,0% | 16,6%
Adriatic GK |10,3%| 4,8% |13,1% | 2,1% | 0,7% | 4,8% |11,7% |2,8% | 2,1% |0,7% | 26,9%
SeuilE PU 18,6% | 3,4% |10,3% | 2,1% | 4,1% | 8,3% | 9,0% |1,4% | 2,1% |0,7% | 26,9%
Adriatic NRD | 4,8% | 0,0% | 5,5% | 2,8% | 0,0% | 0,7% | 2,1% |0,0% | 2,8% |0,0% | 7,6%
Total 63,4% | 13,8% [ 50,3% | 13,1% | 11,7% | 30,3% | 35,9% | 6,9% | 13,8% | 1,4% | 100,0%

Personal profile of respondents
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18. Gender

Respondents are equally distributed between male and female.

TABLE 20.
Macro area Pilot area Male Female Total
VE 2,1% 1,0% 3,1%
Northern Adriatic EVG 9,4% 1,6% 10,9%
PG 57% 5,2% 10,9%
0, 0, 0,
Central Adriatic MA 9,4% 7,3% 16,7%
GK 52% 19,3% 24,5%
L. PU 16,1% 9,9% 26,0%
Southern Adriatic NRD 3.1% 47% 7 8%
Total 51,0% 49,0% 100,0%
19. Age

Respondents are mainly adults, aged between 45 and 54 years and 25 and 34 years. None of
the respondents are aged between 35 and 44 years.

TABLE 21.
Macro area Pilot area | 25-34 years | 35-44 years | 45-54 years |55-64 years |> 64 years| Total
VE 0,5% 0,0% 2,6% 0,0% 0,0% 3,2%
Northern
Adriatic FVG 3,2% 0,0% 3,7% 3,2% 1,1% 11,1%
PG 5,8% 0,0% 4,2% 0,0% 0,5% 10,6%
L. MA 5,8% 0,0% 7,9% 3,2% 0,0% 16,9%
Central Adriatic :
GK 12,7% 0,0% 10,1% 0,5% 0,5% 23,8%
Southern PU 3,7% 0,0% 11,6% 11,1% 0,0% 26,5%
Adriatic NRD 4,8% 0,0% 2,1% 1,1% 0,0% 7,9%
Total 36,5% 0,0% 42,3% 19,0% 2,1% 100,0%

20. What is the highest level of education you have completed?

Most of the respondents have a university degree or a diploma. None of the respondents declared
to have accomplished till the primary or secondary level of education.

TABLE 22.

Macro area |Pi|ot area‘l prefer not to answer ‘Primary‘ Secondary ‘ Middle|University degree‘ Total |
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VE 0,5% 00% | 00% | 05% 2.1% 3.1%
Northern Adriatic | _FVG 0.0% 00% | 00% | 5.7% 5.7% 11,4%
PG 0,0% 00% | 00% | 41% 6,7% 10,9%
— MA 0,0% 0,0% | 00% | 3.6% 13,0% 16,6%
CemifieEl] AR TE GK 0,0% 00% | 00% | 0,0% 24.4% 24.4%
couthern Adriatic |__PY 1,0% 00% | 00% |11,4% 13,5% 25.9%
NRD 0,0% 00% | 00% | 1,0% 6.7% 7.8%
Total 1,6% 00% | 00% |264% 72,0% 100,0%

21. What is your profession?

In all pilot areas most of the respondents work in their institution as scientist or expert, technician,
and administrative worker.

TABLE 23.
ﬂ 2 wn
- o ° g2 )
o 0w o = E 4
885 x 2 - =3 | 5
o -0 () I T » n = o)
_ L oc = T = -5 = o =
Macro area Pilot area 8 g2 © ‘= 0 x S < ge] = &
Eoo §%) = c5 e® g @ L2
2ES | oz | § | E3|5g| 3| ¢
- c c [ ke E o %)
IS ) < © x =
5 Sg| 2
North VE 0,0% 0,0% 2.3% | 0,6% | 0,0% | 0,0% | 0,0% | 2,9%
Aodrriafir: FVG 2,3% 1,8% 5,3% 1,2% | 0,6% | 0,0% | 0,6% | 11,7%
PG 1,2% 5,8% 0,6% | 12% | 0,0% | 0,0% | 0,0% | 8,8%
o | Adriat MA 1,2% 4.7% 9.4% | 1,8% | 0,6% | 0,0% | 0,0% | 17,5%
SN RGNS GK 18% | 22.8% | 00% | 00% | 0,0% | 0,0% | 0,0% | 24,6%
Southern PU 3,5% 1,8% 82% | 11,7% | 0,0% | 0,6% | 0,6% | 26,3%
Adriatic NRD 0,0% 2,9% 41% | 1.2% | 0,0% | 0,0% | 0,0% | 8,2%
Total 9,9% 39,8% | 29,8% | 17,5% | 1,2% | 0,6% | 1,2% | 100,0%

22.Is it a technical or political role?

The majority of respondents declared to have a technical role in the institution where they work.

TABLE 24.

Macro area Pilot area Technical Political | prefer not to answer Total
Northern Adriatic VE 3,1% 0,0% 0,0% 3,1%
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FVG 8,3% 2,6% 0,5% 11,5%
PG 8,9% 2,1% 0,0% 10,9%
L MA 13,5% 3,1% 0,0% 16,7%
Central Adriatic -
GK 22,4% 1,6% 0,0% 24,0%
Southern Adriatic 2 23,4% 0.0% 2,6% 26,0%
NRD 6,3% 1,6% 0,0% 7,8%
Total 85,9% 10,9% 3,1% 100,0%

23. Dealing with climate change issues is part of your job?

Almost half of the respondents (47,7%) perceive that dealing with climate change is part of their
job. The other respondents perceive that climate change is not related to their job (46,1%). 3,6%
declared they do not know.

TABLE 25.
Macro area Pilot area Yes No I donodt| |Iprefernottoanswer Total
VE 3,1% 0,0% 0,0% 0,0% 3,1%

Northern Adriatic FVG 57% | 4,7% 0,0% 1,0% 11,4%
PG 4,1% 6,7% 0,0% 0,0% 10,9%

. MA 9,8% 5,7% 1,0% 0,0% 16,6%

Central Adriatic :

GK 13,5% 9,3% 1,6% 0,0% 24,4%

Southern Adriatic PU 6,7% 16,6% 1,0% 1,6% 25,9%
NRD 4,7% 3,1% 0,0% 0,0% 7,8%

Total 47,7% | 46,1% 3,6% 2,6% 100,0%

24. State the name of the institution

Almost half of the respondents declared to work for a municipality. Other public institutions highly
involved are PCM (Presidency of the Council of Ministers) and Ministries, and other local

authorities.
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TABLE 26.
2 o
'g L0 4 2 @ q;” 3| S
© > (3} S = =1 =
3 S| 2 83|82 2| 8 | £ |58%|a88| 88 | o
< st = o o S c o o o| @ = o= = —
e = 6o | =& =) = S |ecg|ls325 =% c <
2 5 = O o » =) S S Eo5|p o= 32 & o
s | 2| 2|92 |52| & | 8| 2 |55°%|852 L5 | & i
S | 8] 8583z & | 5 |“5E|225 57
Zo | og o SRSy
O x © n 2|0
a )
vE | 0.0% | 0,0% | 0,0% | 0,0% | 0,0% | 3,2% | 0,0% | 0,0% | 0,0% 0,0% 3,2%
Northern
Adriatic | FVG | 0.0% [ 00% | 1,1% | 1,1% | 00% | 6,4% | 0,0% | 1,1% | 1,6% | 05% | 11,8%
PG | 0,5% | 0,0% | 0,0% | 0,5% | 0,0% | 8,6% | 1,1% | 0,0% | 0,5% 0,0% 11,2%
Central | MA | 27% | 1,1% | 1,6% | 1,6% | 0,5% | 4,3% | 0,5% | 0,0% | 2,1% 1,6% 16,0%
Adriatic | GK | 8,6% | 1,1% | 1,1% | 1,6% | 0,0% | 4,3% | 0,5% | 59% 0,5% 0,0% 23,5%
Southern| PU | 16% | 05% | 0,0% | 0,5% | 0,0% |10,7% | 0,0% | 0,0% | 10,2% 2, 7% 26,2%
Adriatic | NRD | 1,1% | 2,7% | 0,0% | 0,5% | 0,0% | 32% | 0,5% | 0,0% | 0,0% 0,0% 8,0%

Total 14,4%] 53% | 3,7% | 59% | 0,5% |40,6% | 2,7% | 7,0% | 15,0% | 4,8% 100,0%

25. How long have you been working there?

More than half of the respondents declared they work in the organization for less than 5 years
(29%) or more than 20 years (26,2%).

TABLE 27.
Macro area Pilot area | <5years | 5-10 years | 11-15 years | 16-20 years | > 20 years | Total
VE 0,0% 0,0% 1,6% 1,1% 0,5% 3,3%

Northern Adriatic FVG 3,3% 2,2% 0,5% 1,6% 3,8% 11,5%
PG 3,3% 1,6% 1,6% 1,1% 3,3% 10,9%

L. MA 4,9% 2,2% 1,6% 4,4% 3,8% 16,9%

Central Adriatic .

GK 9,3% 2,2% 4,4% 4,4% 4,4% 24,6%

ST Aslfriie PU 4,9% 4,4% 2,2% 3,8% 9,8% 25,1%
NRD 3,3% 2,2% 1,1% 0,5% 0,5% 7,7%

Total 29,0% 14,8% 13,1% 16,9% 26,2% 100,0%

Comparative analysis

1. Are public administrators who have been working for longer time in their institutions
more sensitive to climate change on their territory?
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Independently from how long respondents of all pilot areas worked for the same office (thus
independently from the potential level of knowledge of the territory), Public Authorities believe
that meteorological events are becoming important in their territory. With the exception of Public
Authorities of Veneto pilot area, there is however a certain degree of uncertainty among
authorities.

TABLE 28.
1. RISKS FROM METEOROLOGICAL EVENTS ARE
BECOMING MORE IMPORTANT THAN THE ONES FROM
OTHER NATURAL EVENTS (E.G. EARTHQUAKES) IN
YOUR JURISDICTIONAL TERRITORY
Macro . Strongly | - Strongly
area Pilot area disagree Disagree | Undecided | Agree agree Total
26. HOW 11-15
LONG years - - - - | 50,0% | 50,0%
HAVE 16-20
- - - - 0, 0,
. BYEOEL:\I years 33,3% 33,3%
WORKING | > 20 years - - - 16,7% - 16,7%
THERE?
Total - - - 16,7% | 83,3% |100,0%
26. HOW <5 years - - 4,8% 19,0% 4,8% 28,6%
LONG 5-10 years - - - 19,0% - 19,0%
HAVE 11-15
VG YOU years ) ) ) “q ) 4,8%
Northern BEEN 16-20 0 0 0 0
Adriatic WORKING | years - - 48% | 48% | 48% | 14,3%
THERE? | > 20 years - - - 23.8% | 9,5% 33,3%
Total - - 9,5% 71,4% | 19,0% |100,0%
<5years - 5,0% 10,0% 10,0% 5,0% 30,0%
26. HOW 590 vears - - - 10,0%| 5,0% | 15,0%
LONG 11-15
HAVE - - 10,0% - 5,0% 15,0%
Vol years
PG BEEN 1629 - : 50% | 50% | - 10,0%
WORKING —Y
THERE? | > 20 years 5,0% 5,0% 5,0% 15,0% - 30,0%
Total 5,0% 10,0% 30,0% 40,0% | 15,0% |100,0%
<5years - - 12,9% 9,7% 6,5% 29,0%
26. HOW
LONG 5-10 years - 3,2% - 6,5% 3,2% 12,9%
HAVE
Canira YOU o - : i 32% | 65% | 9,7%
e MA years
Adriatic BEEN 16-20
WORKING - 3,2% 6,5% 6,5% 9,7% 25,8%
THERE? | Years
> 20 years - 3,2% 3,2% 6,5% 9,7% 22,6%
Total - 9,7% 22,6% 32,3% | 35,5% |100,0%
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<5years 2,2% - 17,8% |[11,1%| 6,7% | 37,8%
26. HOW
LONG 5-10 years - - 2,2% 4,4% 2,2% 8,9%
HAVE
» YOU ;g;g ; 2.2% 67% | 8.9% - 17,8%
BEEN
WORKING ;g:rg - 2.2% 4,4% 89% | 2.2% 17,8%
THERE?
> 20 years - - 11,1% 44% | 22% | 17,8%
Total 2,2% 4,4% 422% [37,8%| 13,3% |100,0%
<5years - - 10,9% 4,3% 4,3% 19,6%
26. HOW
LONG 5-10 years - - 8,7% 22% | 6,5% | 17,4%
HAVE
ou YOU ;g;g ; ; 2.2% ; 65% | 87%
BEEN
WORKING ;gazrg 2.2% 2.2% 2.2% 6,5% | 2,2% 15,2%
THERE?
> 20 years - 6,5% 6,5% 13,0% | 13,0% | 39,1%
Southern Total 2,2% 8,7% 30,4% 26,1% | 32,6% |100,0%
Adriatic
<5years - - 28,6% 7,1% 7,1% 42,9%
26. HOW
LONG 5-10 years - 7,1% 14,3% - 7,1% 28,6%
HAVE
NRD YOU ;g;g - 7,1% - - 71% | 14,3%
BEEN
WORKING yoas . . 7,1% . . 7,1%
> 20 years - - - 7,1% - 7,1%
Total - 14,3% 50,0% |14,3% | 21,4% |100,0%

Independently from how long respondents worked for the same office (thus independently from
the potential level of knowledge of the territory), Public Authorities believe that climate change in
their territory is also caused by human activities. Public Authorities of all pilot areas also show

indecision about the role of human activities in influencing the intensity of climate change.
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TABLE 29.
2. THE INTENSITY OF CURRENT CLIMATE CHANGE IS A
DIRECT CONSEQUENCE OF HUMAN ACTIVITIES
Macro . Strongly | . Strongly
area Pilot area disagree Disagree | Undecided | Agree agree Total
26. HOW 11-15 o o .
LONG years - - - 33,3% | 16,7% | 50,0%
HAVE
YOU 16-20 ; - - 333%| - 33,3%
VE BEEN years
WORKING | > 20 years - - - 16,7%| - 16,7%
Total - - R 83,3% | 16,7% |100,0%
26. HOW |_<b5 years - - 48% |14,3% | 95% | 28,6%
LONG 5-10 years - - - 19,0% - 19,0%
HAVE 11-15 0 9
EVG YOU years ) ) Ao ) ) 4,8%
Northern BEEN 16-20 0 0 0,
Adriatic WORKING years - - - 9,5% 4,8% 14,3%
THERE? [ > 20 years - - 4,8% 9,5% | 19,0% | 33,3%
Total - - 143% |52,4% | 33,3% |100,0%
<5years 5,0% - 15,0% | 5,0% | 5,0% | 30,0%
ZE-OHN%W 5-10 years - - - 5,0% |10,0% | 15,0%
HAVE ;galr‘;’ - - 5,0% 50% | 5,0% | 15,0%
YOU
PG BEEN M - - 10,0%| - 10,0%
WORKING | Y€ars
THERE? | > 20 years - - - 20,0% | 10,0% | 30,0%
Total 5,0% - 20,0% |45,0%/| 30,0% |100,0%
<5years - - 32% |16,1%| 9,7% | 29,0%
26. HOW
LONG 5-10 years - - - 12,9% - 12,9%
HAVE
11-15 ] ] ] ] o .
MA BYEOEL:\I years 9'7/0 9'7/0
WORKING |  16-20 - ; 32% | 97% | 12.9% | 258%
THERE? YeElrs
Central > 20 years - - 32% |12,9%| 6,5% | 22,6%
AriEe Total } - 9.7% |51,6%| 38,7% |100,0%
26. HOW | <5years - - 4,4% |11,1% | 22,2% | 37,8%
LONG
_ HAVE | 5-10 years - - 2,2% 2.2% | 4,4% 8,9%
e I;{EOELIJ\I 11-15 ; ; ; 89% | 89% | 17.8%
WORKING ){Zazr(s) : ' ’
THERE? yeérs 2,2% - 4,4% 8,9% | 22% | 17,8%
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> 20 years - - - 8,9% 8,9% 17,8%
Total 2,2% - 11,1% 40,0% | 46,7% |100,0%
<5years - - 6,5% 4,3% 8,7% 19,6%
26. HOW
LONG 5-10 years - - - 6,5% 10,9% 17,4%
HAVE
PU YOU ;I/-éalrg - - 2,2% 2,2% 4,3% 8,7%
BEEN
ORI ;gazrg - 2,2% 65% | 43% | 22% | 152%
> 20 years - 2,2% 6,5% 8, 7% 21, 7% 39,1%
Southern Total - 4,3% 21, 7% 26,1% | 47,8% |100,0%
Adriatic
<5years - - 14,3% 28,6% - 42,9%
26. HOW
LONG 5-10 years 7,1% - 14,3% - 7,1% 28,6%
HAVE
11-15 ) ) @ o ) o
NRD ETSEL:\I years 7,1% 7,1% 14,3%
WORKING |  16-20 ) 71% ; } ] 7 1%
THERE? | Years : :
> 20 years - - - 7,1% - 7,1%
Total 7,1% 7,1% 35,7% 429% | 7,1% |100,0%

Respondents that have been working for longer in their institution and know better the territory,
seem to agree slightly more that climate change is affecting their territory. With the exception of
Veneto pilot area, some respondents from all pilot areas believe that climate change is little
interesting their territory and 2,2% of Public Authorities of Puglia pilot area that have been working

in the same institution for less than 5 years, believe that the territory is not affected at all.

European Regional Development Fund

34



( iiterrey

( Italy - Croatia
RESPONSe

EUROPEAN UNION

TABLE 30.
3. THE TERRITORY UNDER YOUR JURISDICTION IS
AFFECTED BY CLIMATE CHANGE
. Not at . . Very
Macro area | Pilot area all Little | Neutral | Quite Much Total
26. HOW 11-15
LONG years - - - 33,3% | 16,7% 50,0%
HAVE
Ve YOU 16'2r0 ; . ; 16,7% | 16,7% | 33.3%
BEEN years
WORKING
THERE? > 20 years - - - 16,7% - 16,7%
Total - - - 66,7% | 33,3% | 100,0%
26 HOW |_<b5years - - 14,3% | 95% 4,8% 28,6%
LONG | 5-10 years - - 4,8% 9,5% 4,8% 19,0%
HAVE 11-15
FVG YOU years ) ) 4,8% - - 4,8%
Northern BEEN 16-20 0 0 0, 0
Adriatic WORKING years - - 4,8% 4,8% 4,8% 14,3%
THERE? [ > 20 years - 4,8% - 28,6% - 33,3%
Total - 48% | 28,6% | 52,4% | 14,3% | 100,0%
< 5years - - - 25,0% 5,0% 30,0%
26. HOW 590 years - - - 15,0% - 15,0%
LONG 1115
HAVE are - 5,0% | 5,0% 5,0% - 15,0%
PG Ve 1620
BEEN oars - - - 10,0% - 10,0%
WORKING |—Y
THERE? | > 20 vyears - - 15,0% - 15,0% 30,0%
y , , :
Total - 50% | 20,0% | 55,0% | 20,0% | 100,0%
<5years - - - 16,1% 12,9% 29,0%
26. HOW
LONG 5-10 years - - 3,2% 9,7% - 12,9%
HAVE
11-15
YOU - - - 3,2% 6,5% 9,7%
A | oo | vems
WORKING - - 3,2% - 19.4% | 3,2% 25,8%
THERE? pEdlS
il > 20 years - - 9,7% 3,2% 9,7% 22,6%
AR Total - 3.2% | 12,9% | 51,6% | 32,3% | 100,0%
26. HOW | <5years - - 4,4% | 22,2% | 11,1% 37,8%
LONG
) HAVE 5-10 years - - - 4,4% 4,4% 8,9%
GK YOU TR
BEEN - 22% | 4,4% 4,4% 6,7% 17,8%
WORKING igaécs)
THERE? i - - 0 0 0 0,
years 2,2% 6,7% 8,9% 17,8%
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> 20 years - - 4,4% 11,1% 2,2% 17,8%
Total - 22% | 15,6% | 48,9% | 33,3% | 100,0%
<5years 2,2% - 4,3% 6,5% 6,5% 19,6%
26. HOW
LONG 5-10 years - - 2,2% 10,9% 4,3% 17,4%
HAVE
YOU L - - 4,3% 4,3% - 8,7%
PU BEEN years
WORKING |  16-20 - | 4a3% | 43% | 65% - 15,2%
THERE? years
> 20 years - 22% | 10,9% | 152% | 10,9% 39,1%
Southern Total 22% | 6,5% | 26,1% | 435% | 21,7% | 100,0%
Adriatic
<5years - - 21,4% | 14,3% 7.1% 42,9%
26. HOW
LONG 5-10 years - - 14,3% 14,3% - 28,6%
HAVE
11-15 ] ] . 0 0 0
NRD BYé)EUN e 7.1% 7.1% 14,3%
WORKING 16-20 - 7,1% - - - 7.1%
THERE? yeans
> 20 years - - 7,1% - - 7,1%
Total - 71% | 42,9% | 357% | 14,3% | 100,0%

The concern for the sectors impacted the most by the effects of climate change is different among
pilot areas. In Veneto and Neretva River pilot areas respondents that worked in the same
institution for longer feel that climate change will impact more sectors than respondents that
worked in the territory for lesser time. In the other pilot areas Public Authorities are more
concerned for natural resources independently from how long they worked in the same institution.
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TABLE 31.
4. WHICH OF THE FOLLOWING SECTORS ARE AFFECTED THE MOST?
c () o
o % . e |2 = S 2
c - c 8 = © = g g
S U>{ GE) $ = = E © = ©
(0] = = o 17 n o
© © oo O |= o= 5 |2 5 | © 5
g 3 5182 2 |29l § |Ex| (S8 2| 8| -
: - A RIS R EHE B HHE
5 © e o 2|5 = = ) o2 3| 5 o
g 2 5|22 E |9%|Zs| € |58| = |5 |8E12 3|8 "
3 |%20| ® |2 |S°| T ) 5 | o E
= = < a 15} © = (@] E
218 | 3 |E |3 § | 3|22
<= uole 5 | F |8
o D =
1L
26. HOW ytgr - [ee%166% - | - | - | - |NF|3% - | -] -] - |
LONG
S
e o 42 333
ve | BEEN 201 - [41%88% | - | - | - |42%(88%| 7 |42%| - | - | - |
WORKI
S
THE(FBQE? - 2.8 2.8 16,7
year - 2,7% - % - 12,8%(2,8%28%| - - - % - %
S
2.8 223 9,8 2.8 100,0
Total - [23.4%|24.9%| 5% | - | 28%|7.0% | %% | 98 la2m| - |20 - |1
<5
£ year | 4,6% [6,0% | 1.5% | 1° | - |1.5%|45%|15%| 1° l600%| - | - | - | 285
5 > % % %
< S 15|08 0.8 08|08 19,0
0 0 0 1 1 0 0 - 7 0 i) 1 - 1
: 26, How |V 3,0% | 2.2% | 15% | +° | 98 | 2,30 2,3% o 30m| 5% O o
2 LONG
= HAVE | 31
z YOU 16%(16%| - | - | - | - | - | - |- |16%| - | - | - |48%
FV | BEEN yiar
G | WORKI |3
NG_ | 59 1,6 14,3
2 0, 0, - 4 - - 0, - - 0, - - - ’
THERE? | 20 [4.7%] 1.6% " 3,20 3,2% o
S
> 20 333
year [125% 2,0% | 4.4% | - | - |20%)|62% |20%| - [42%| - | - | - | %
S
Total 26,4%(13,4%| 7,4% ‘f,f ?,}08 5,8% 1&2 3,5% 2%3 18% %}f ?,f - | 100%
26. HOW | <5
PK | LONG |year |6,6% %0 500 | - [L7| - | - [17%]| - |50%| - | - | - | 300
HAVE | s % % %
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YOU [5-10
BEEN |year |2,5% |5,0%| 2,5% | - - - |25%]| - - - - 20}5 - 105/’0
WORKI |~ s 0 0
NG 11-
THERE? | 15 . o o | ) . . ol ) ] ] | 150
year 2,1% [4,3% | 2,2% 2,1% |2,1% | 2,2% o
S
16-
20 . . ) 12 . ) ol ol ) | 100
year 1,1% | 2,2% o | 11% 2,2% 2,3% %
S
> 20
year |6,4% | 4,7% | 4,7% | - - | 47%]| - |47%]| - |32%]| - 10/:3 - 38(’)0
S
18,7 | 26,2 | 14,4 2,8 . o | 10,8 10,5 4,1 100,0
Total w | o 9% - | e |79% |46% | o0 | - wl - || - %
<5
0,7 | 0,7 1,9 0,7|13]06 | 29,0
0 0 0 } } 0 0 0 y 0 ] i} }] }]
yesar 32%32% [45% | o, |y, |26%|38%(26%| o |3.2%| o | on | o0 | “on
5-10
1,0 12,9
0, - 0, - ! - 0, 0, - 0, - - - 4
26. HOW yesar 2,1% 2,9% % 2,9% | 2,0% 2,0% %
LONG =7~
HAVE | ¢
YOU year 1,8%|1,5%|1,9% | - - |1,5%|1,5%|1,5% | - - - - - | 9,7%
BEEN
MA | Worki |=3
NE 12%_ 2.4 1,3 25,8
? 0, 0, 0, 4 - 0, 0, - - 0, - 4 - 4
THERE? year 1,3%(3,7% | 7.4% | 5, 2,4% | 4,9% 2.4% o o
S
o - 08 08 1,7 226
g yiar 1,8%(33% | 5,0% | 4, | - |25%|25% |L7%| 5 |25%| - | g, | - %
O
< ol 11,7 | 21,7 [39 ] 1,7 o | 15,6 or| 27 110,1[0,7]4370,6 [100,0
E Total 10,2%| 3, o | e 190% | 700 178% | Yo | ot | o6 | o | o6 | o
g <5 1,2 1,2 37,8
0| _ _ ) _ , B ,
2 y(-;ar 6,0% [8,4% | 5,4% 5,4%|2,4% |3,0% | 5" | 4,8% % %
5-10
- 0, 0, - - 0, 0, - - 0, - - - 0,
e yesar 2,6% | 3,4% 1,1% | 0,9% 0,9% 8,9%
LONG
: |-\|(AoVuE 1113 26% [3,0%] 2.6% | 04 [ 09 12205| - |260| 9% |220| - |99] . | 178
GKBEENyear’O’O’O%%’O A I % %
WORKI >
NS 12%_ 0,6 0,6 | 0,6 17,8
? 0, 0, 0, - - 0, 0, 0, 1 0, 1 3 ~ )
THERE? year 2,6% [4,7% | 1,4% 34% | 0,6% | 1,9% | 5 | 14% | o | o %
S
> 20
year | 2,5% | 3,6% | 3,6% | - - 121%|05%|25%| - |25%| - | 22| - | 178
< % %
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137223 | 16,4 |04 |09 142 ], ,, | 10022 | 11,8] 06 | 3.2 1000
Total % | % | % | % | % | % |“ % | % | % | % | % | " | %
<5
07 07 196
year 47% | 2.19%| 4.0% | 57 | - |26%|21%|13%| - 21| - | Q7] - |
5;,1? 3.4%| 2.1% | 2,6% | 9% | 94 | 260 | 2.6% |0,8% | O 1,706 - | %4 | . | 174
zes.HowyS A 2,170 2,09 g | gy | 2070 20701 D8V g 1 LI % %
LONG (>~
As g 0.4 05
You 19%|1,5% | 1.0% | % | - 1.0%[1,09%|04% | 02 |1,0%| - | - | - |87%
BEEN |Year b b
PU worki -3
NE 12%- 07 07 15,2
2 0, 0, 0, 4 - 0, 0, 0, ’ 0, - - - ?
THERE? | 22 18.0% 14% | 2.2% | 5/ 3,0% [ 1,4% | 1,4% | O | 1.4% >
S
e 1410 1,0 1,0 39.1
2 year 7.3%3.4% | 579% | b | 0O | 6.4% | 43% | 19%| V0 57| - | L0 - | %
= 20,3 [ 105 | 155 | 3.6 | 14 | 156 | 114 | a9, | 36 | 19| _ | 21| _ | 100,
< Total % | % | % | % | % | % | % |>8%| 9% | w % %
= <5
£ year |9,6% |7.9%|64% | - | - |64%| - [63%| - [63%| - | - | - 45/’9
3 S °
A 5-10
3,4% 1.8 28,6
0, 0, ! - - 0, - - - 0, - ’ - !
26. HOW yiar 6,7% | 6,7% % 5,0% 5,0% % %
LONG  (—5-
HAVE | ¢ 13|13 143
YOU | O 126%|26% | 26% | O | 0 [13%| - [13%| - |Law| - | - | - | Ty
NR | BEEN
D | WORKI >
NG| o 2
? - - 0, - - - - - b 0, - - - 0,
THERE? | 20 2.4% 5 | 2.3% 7.1%
S
> 20 17
year | 1,8% - 1,8% | - - - - 1,8% | - - - % - 7,1%
S
172 166 |13 | 1.3 | 12.7 24149 35 1000
0 1 1 1 1 y - 0 , il - ] - y
Total 20,7%| 172 | 10 | LS| LS 12 9.4%| &% | 1o " i

Independently from how long respondents worked for the same office (thus independently from
the potential level of knowledge of the territory), Public Authorities believe that climate change will
impact people that live in their territory. Only 2,2% of Public Authorities of Puglia pilot area that
have been working in the same institution between 16 and 20 years disagrees and in Neretva
river Delta pilot area 2,2% of Public Authorities that have been working in the same institution
between 11 and 15 years and 2,2% that have been working in the same institution between 16
and 20 years strongly disagree. In addition, in the Northern and Central Adriatic undecided
respondents are prevalent among the Authorities that have been working in the same institution
for lesser time, while in Southern Adriatic undecided respondents are more equally distributed
among Authorities that worked in the same institution for longer and shorter time.
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TABLE 32.
5. CLI MATE CHANGE WILL | MPACT
Macro q Strongly | ~: g Strongly
area Pilot area disagree Disagree| Undecided |Agree agree Total
26. HOW 11-15
LONG years - - - - 50,0% | 50,0%
HAVE 16-20
YOU - - - - 33,3% | 33,3%
VE years
BEEN
WORKING | > 20 years - - - 16,7% - 16,7%
THERE?
Total - - - 16,7% | 83,3% |100,0%
26. HOW | _<5years - - 4,8% 143%| 9,5% | 28,6%
LONG 5-10 years - - 14.3% | 4,8% 19,0%
HAVE 11-15
FVG YOU years ) - - - 4,8% 4,8%
Northern BEEN 16-20 0 0
Adriatic WORKING years - - - - 14,3% | 14,3%
THERE? [ 20 years - - - 238%| 95% | 333%
Total - - 4,8% 52,4% | 42,9% |100,0%
<5years - - 5,0% 20,0% | 5,0% 30,0%
2?-0 HN%W 5-10 years - - - 5,0% | 10,0% | 15,0%
HAVE 11-15 - - - 10,0%| 5,0% | 15,0%
YOU years
PG BEEN 16-20 50% | 50% | 10,0%
years ) ) . sl ks 070
WORKING
THERE? | > 20 years - - - 15,0% | 15,0% | 30,0%
Total - - 5,0% 55,0% | 40,0% |100,0%
<5years - - 3,2% 9,7% | 16,1% | 29,0%
26. HOW
LONG 5-10 years - - 6,5% 3,2% 3,2% 12,9%
HAVE
You 11-15 . - 3,2% - | es% | 9.7%
MA BEEN years
16-20
WORKING - - - 0 0 0,
THERE? years 16,1% | 9,7% 25,8%
> 20 years - - - 9,7% | 12,9% | 22,6%
Central ) : o o o o
AT Total 12,9% 38,7% | 48,4% |100,0%
<5years - - 4,4% 8,9% | 24,4% 37,8%
26. HOW
LONG 5-10 years - - - - 8,9% 8,9%
) HAVE 11-15
GK YOU years 2,2% - - 6,7% 8,9% 17,8%
BEEN
WORKING | 16-20 |5 59 - 2,2% 44% | 89% | 17.8%
THERE? | _Ye€ars
> 20 years - - - 8,9% 8,9% 17,8%
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Total 4,4% - 6,7% 28,9%] 60,0% [100,0%
<5years - - 2,2% 8,7% | 87% | 19,6%
26. HOW
LONG 5-10 years - - - 6,5% | 10,9% | 17,4%
HAVE
YOU Al - - 2,2% 2,2% | 4,3% 8,7%
PU BEEN years
WORKING ;S-azrg ; 2,2% 2,2% 87% | 22% | 152%
THERE?
> 20 years - - 2,2% 13,0% | 23,9% | 39,1%
Southern Total - 2,2% 8,7% 39,1% | 50,0% |100,0%
Adriatic
<5years - - 7,1% 21,4% | 14,3% | 42,9%
26. HOW
LONG 5-10 years - - 7,1% 7,1% | 14,3% | 28,6%
HAVE
YOU A - - - 71% | 7,1% | 14,3%
NRD BEEN years
WORKING | 16-20 ) ] 71% ] ) 71%
THERE? | Years :
> 20 years - - 7,1% - - 7,1%
Total - - 28,6% 35,7%| 35,7% |100,0%

The perception of what changes in their territory climate change will cause in the long term, is
different among pilot areas. In Veneto, Primorsko-Goranska County, Gi b e rKsikska County
and Neretva River Delta pilot areas respondents that worked in the same institution for longer feel
that the changes will be more than respondents that worked in the territory for lesser time. In the
other pilot areas Public Authorities are more concerned for effects related to temperature and sea
independently from how long they worked in the same institution.

TABLE 33.

6. IN THE LONG-TERM (OVER 5 YEARS), WHAT CHANGES DO YOU EXPECT IN
YOUR TERRITORY?
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7, <5 [ 4814, |19, 14, [ 19,28, 48|48 |95 4,8 28,6
HOW |years | % | 3% |0% | ~ | 3% [0% |8% | % | % | % | ~ % | | %
LONG | 5-10 [ 95 [19,| [48| [14,[19,[95[48|95[48| [14, | [190
HAVE |years | % | 0% % 3% 0% | % | % | % | % 3% %
YOU [11-15 4,8 4,8 4,8 4,8
FV| BEEN |years| =~ | % | ~ i % | | % | ) ) ) ) T %
G | WOR [ 16-20 9,5 4.8 14, | 48 | 4,8 4,8 4.8 14,3
KING |years| ~ | % | ~ | % | ~ |38%| % | % | | % | Tl T %
THER [ >20 [48[19,]95(95(95] 28, [23, 4895 48|48 33,3
E? Jyears | % |0% | % | % | % |6% 8% | ~ | % | % | | % | % | | %
North Total 19, [ 66, [ 28, |19, [ 23, |81, |71, [23 [14,[33 |48 (4828 | [100
ern 0% | 7% | 6% | 0% | 8% | 0% | 4% [ 8% | 3% | 3% | % | % | 6% %
Adria 26. <5 |80, [25, 5,0 15, [ 20, | 30, | 10, [ 5,0 | 15, 5,0 | 15, 30,0
tic HOW |years | 0% | 0% | % | ~ | 0% [ 0% |0% |0% | % 0% | ~ | % |0% | | %
LONG | 5-10 [ 15, | 5,0 [ 5,0 50 | 15, | 5,0 5,0 5,0 15,0
HAVE |years [0% | % | % | ~ | % |0% | % | ~ | " | % | | " | % | | %
YOou [11-15[10, |10, | [s50|50(50(50] [50[50([50| |  [150
P | BEEN |years | 0% | 0% % | % | % | % % | % | % %
G | WOR [16-20 | 5,0 | 10, 5,0 5,0 | 10, 10,0
KING |years | % [0% | | % | = | % |0% | ~ ) ) j j T T %
THER [ >20 [ 25,|20,| |[50(10, [25 |15 [50] |[20,|50(10, [25 | 300
E? |years | 0% | 0% % | 0% | 0% | 0% | % 0% | % | 0% | 0% %
Total 85, |70, [ 10, [ 10, [ 35, | 70, [ 65, [ 20, [ 5,0 | 45, | 10, | 20, [ 45, | _ | 100,
0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | % | 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% 0%
26. <5 [12, 29, |12, |65 (9,719, |16, [65]22 |65[32[65]097 29,0
HOW |years | 9% | 0% | 9% | % | % [4% | 1% | % [6% | % | % | % | % | ~ | %
LONG | 5-10 [ 12, |65 [97 [ 323,265 [97 973232 6,5 12,9
HAVE |years |9% | % | % | % | % | % | % | ~ | % | % | % | | % | | %
YOU [11-15]9,7 [ 65(32 (65329732 [32(65[65[97|65(32] |97
M |BEEN |years | % | % | % | % | % [ % | % | % | % | % | % | % | % %
Centr | A | WOR [16-20 | 12, | 22, | 16, 3216, [19, 9722 [65(65(32]32 25,8
al KING |years [ 9% [ 6% | 1% | ~ | % [1% |4% | % |6% | % | % | % | % | ~ | %
Adria THER [ >20 |65 (19, |65 (32 (979719, [32]19, |65|32(65]6,5 22,6
tic E? |years | % |4% | % | % | % | % |4% | % [4% | % | % | % | % | | %
Total 54,183,148, |19, |29, |61, |67 |22 [80, |29, |25 |22 [29, | |100,
8% | 9% | 4% | 4% | 0% | 3% | 7% | 6% | 6% | 0% | 8% | 6% | 0% 0%
26. <5 [ 28,37, |11, |22 |28 [31 33|20 |11, 13 |15 |17, [20, | [378
S | HOW |years | 9% [ 8% | 1% | 2% | 9% | 1% [ 3% | 0% | 1% | 3% | 6% | 8% | 0% %
K |[LONG | 510 [89 [89 |44 |22 (6767|4444 22122 2,2 8,9
HAVE |years | % | % | % | % | % | % | % | % | | % | % | | % | | %
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YOU | 11-15 ] 15, | 15, 11,8915 |44 [6,7]22]6,7]6,7]11,]18,]22]17,8
BEEN |years [6% | 6% | ~ |1% | % |6% | % | % | % | % | % |1% [3% | % | %
WOR [16-20 [ 13, | 13, [ 22| 6,7 [ 8,9 [ 11, [ 11, [ 11, | 44 [ 11, | 6,7 | 4,4 | 11, 17,8
KING |years | 3% | 3% | % | % | % |1% | 1% | 1% | % [1% | % | % |[1% | ~ | %
THER | >20 |11, |13, |22 |89 (15, |11, |89 |6,7|44]89|6,7]8,9]11, 17,8
E? |years |1% |[3% | % | % | 6% [1% | % | % | % | % | % | % |[1% | | %
Total 77,188, |20, |51, |68, |75 |62 |48, |22 |42 |37 | 42, |57, |2,2] 100,
8% | 9% | 0% | 1% | 9% | 6% | 2% | 9% | 2% | 2% | 8% | 2% | 8% | % | 0%
26. <5 8715 [43[22[65|65]|10,|65/[18,]22[43]|43][87 19,6
HOW |years | % [2% | % | % | % | % | 9% | % 0% | % | % | % | % | | %
LONG | 5-10 | 10, | 13, |43 [65(87 |65 |65 (87|15, |87]8,7]6,5 |15, 17,4
HAVE |years | 9% 0% | % | % | % | % | % | % [2% | % | % | % [2% | | %
YOU [11-15(|65([87 [ 22[22|22|65[65]43|87]6,5 43 8,7
P|BEEN |years | % | % | % | % | % | % | % | % | % | % | Tl T %
U | WOR [16-20 | 2,2 [ 13, 43165(22(43[87(65[43[43][65 15,2
KING |years | % | 0% | ~ Tl | % | % | % | % %% | % ||| %
THER | >20 | 17,30, | 13, | 15, | 34, | 26, | 26, | 23, [ 28, | 13, | 17, | 13, | 23, 39,1
E? |years | 4% [ 4% | 0% | 2% [ 8% | 1% | 1% | 9% | 3% | 0% | 4% | 0% | 9% | ~ | %
Sout Total 45, 180, | 23, [ 26, | 56, | 52, | 52, | 47, | 73, [ 37, | 34,] 28, |58, | |100,
hern 7% | 4% | 9% | 1% | 5% | 2% | 2% | 8% | 9% | 0% | 8% | 3% | 7% 0%
Adria 26. <5 [21,[42, |71[28 |35 [35 |35 |14, |14, [35 | |28 |28 | [429
tic HOW |years | 4% [ 9% | % | 6% | 7% | 7% | 7% | 3% | 3% | 7% 6% | 6% %
LONG | 5-10 28, | 14, | 14, |14, | 21, [ 14, | 71 7.1 71 | 21, 28,6
HAVE |years | ~ | 6% [ 3% |3% [3% 4% |3% | % | = | % | | % [4% | | %
n | YOU [11-15 14,144, 1 7,1 | 7,1 14,1241 71 [ |71l 1471 143
R | BEEN |years | 3% | 8% | % | % |3% |3% | % % 3% | % %
D | WOR [16-20 [ ] ] ] AR . 7] | 71
KING | years % | % % %
THER [ >20 [ 71 [ 7,1 71171 7.1 7,1
E? |years| % | % | ~ Tl % | % | ) Tl % | j j | %
Total 42,192, |28, [50, |71 |85 |64, |21, |14, |57, |71]50, |57, | [100,
9% | 9% | 6% | 0% | 4% | 7% | 3% | 4% [ 3% | 1% | % | 0% | 1% 0%

2. Do public administrators recognize the gravity of climate change and believe that
technology is an effective tool to reduce it?

There is generally confusion among Public Authorities about the possibility to use technology to
revert climate change, but Public Authorities that believe that climate change can be reverted
are more positive about using technology for such scope. Public Authorities in the Northern
Adriatic pilot areas are quite more confident in the possibility of reverting climate change, while
Public Authorities in Central and Southern Adriatic pilot areas are less confident in such
possibility.

TABLE 34.
12. CLIMATE CHANGE CAN BE REVERTED

N::g;o Zirlé); ?ggg?gg Disagree | Undecided | Agree Sggrneily Total

Nophern | v | 13- THE CLIMATE | pisagree . - 16,7% . - | 167%
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EFFECTS CAN BE .
COUNTERACTED Undecided - - 33,3% - - 33,3%
WITH
TECHNOLOGICAL | Agree - 16,7% 33,3% - - 50,0%
DEVELOPMENT
Total - 16,7% 83,3% - -
13. THE CLIMATE | Disagree - 4.8% 4.8% - - 9,5%
CHANGE Undecided - 9,5% 143% | 95% - 33,3%
EFFECTS CAN BE
. COUNTERACTED Agree - 9,5% 19,0% 19,0% - 47,6%
WITH
TECHNOLOGICAL | Strongly - - . 48% | 4,.8% | 95%
DEVELOPMENT Eyias
Total - 38,1% |33,3%| 4,8% |100,0%
13. THE CLIMATE | Disagree - 4,8% 23,8% | 4,8% - 33,3%
CHANGE Agree R 4,8% 14,3% |23,8%| 95% | 52,4%
EFFECTS CAN BE
COUNTERACTED | |
PG WITH arorne%y - - 4,8% 48% | 48% | 14,3%
TECHNOLOGICAL 9
DEVELOPMENT
Total - 9,5% 42,9% |33,3%| 14,3% |100,0%
Strongly . ) ) ) ) o
disagree 6,3% 6,:3%
13. THE CLIMATE [
CHANGE Disagree 3,1% 3,1% - 3,1% - 9,4%
EFFECTS CAN BE
va | COUNTERACTED | Undecided | 3,1% 9,4% 18,8% | 9,4% - 40,6%
WITH
TECHNOLOGICAL | Agree - 6,3% 21,9% | 6,3% | 31% | 37,5%
DEVELOPMENT |
Strongly ) o ) ) ® o
Ceontral agree 3,1% 3,1% | 6,3%
Adriatic Total 125% | 21,9% 40,6% |18,8% | 6,3% |100,0%
13. THE CLIMATE | Disagree 2,1% 2,1% 4,3% - - 8,5%
CHANGE
EFFECTS CAN BE | Undecided | 2,1% 4,3% 23,4% |19,1%| 6,4% | 55,3%
s | COUNTERACTED
WITH Agree 2,1% - 10,6% |12,8% - 25,5%
TECHNOLOGICAL |
DEVELOPMENT Sggrnege y ) . 2.1% 8.5% ) 10,6%
Total 6,4% 6,4% 40,4% | 40,4% | 6,4% |100,0%
13. THE CLIMATE | Disagree - - 6,0% 2,0% - 8,0%
CHANGE
EFFECTS CAN BE | Undecided | 2,0% 4,0% 18,0% | 6,0% | 2,0% | 32,0%
Southern COUNTERACTED
Adriatic | 7Y WITH Agree - 4,0% 20,0% |18,0%| 4,0% | 46,0%
TECHNOLOGICAL
DEVELOPMENT Sggr”e%'y . - 80% | 20% | 40% | 14,0%
Total 2,0% 8,0% 52,0% |28,0%| 10,0% |100,0%
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13. THE CLIMATE | Disagree - 6,7% - - - 6,7%
CHANGE
EFFECTS CAN BE | Undecided - 133% | 20,0% - 6,7% | 40,0%
NRD | COUNTERACTED
WITH Agree - 6,7% 6,7% |33,3% - 46,7%
TECHNOLOGICAL ST
DEVELOPMENT oy ; ; - - 6,7% | 6,7%
Total - 26,7% | 26,/% |33,3%| 13,3% |100,0%

3. Do public administrators who have been working for longer time in their institutions
prefer mitigation actions over adaptation actions?

Independently from how long respondents have been working in the same institution, Public
Authorities highlight that in their territory a unique type of strategy has been prepared or
implemented to adapt to climate change. This is particularly evident in Veneto, Gi be A s k o
Kninska County, and Puglia pilot areas. Marche pilot area is emblematic because data show

that respondents that worked in the same institution for lesser time declare that different
strategies have been prepared, but respondents that have been working in the territory for longer
highlight that none of the strategies have been implemented.

TABLE 35.

9. WHAT KIND OF STRATEGIES HAVE BEEN
PREPARED OR IMPLEMENTED IN YOUR
JURISDICTIONAL TERRITORY TO ADAPT TO
THE EFFECTS OF CLIMATE CHANGE (E.G.
FLOODS OR LANDSLIDES)?
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Macro area| Pilot area None Gray Green Soft Total
26. HOW 16,7% 16,7% 50,0% 50,0%
LONG 11-15 years -
HAVE YOU 16,7% - 33,3% | 333%
VE BEEN 16-20 years -
WORKING
THERE? > 20 years } - - 16,7% 16,7%
Total - 33,3% 16,7% | 100,0% | 100,0%
26. HOW <5years 4,8% 19,0% - 4,8% 28,6%
LONG 5-10 years 9,5% 4,8% - 9,5% 19,0%
e HAI;/EEE\'/\IOU 11-15 years - - 4,8% - 4,8%
N WORKING | 16-20 years - 9,5% 4,8% - 14,3%
Adriatic THERE? [>20years [ 9,5% 143% | 95% | 95% | 333%
Total 23,8% 47,6% 19,0% 23,8% | 100,0%
15,8% 5,3% 10,5% | 31,6%
<5years -
0, 0, - 0,
ZE_OHNOGW 5-10 years 10,5% 5,3% i 15,8%
0, - - 0,
PG HAQ/EET\IOU 11-15 years 10,5% - 10,5%
WORKING 10,5% - - 10,5%
THERE? |16-20years -
26,3% 5,3% 5,3% 31,6%
> 20 years -
73,7% 15,8% 15,8% | 100,0%
Total -
9,7% 9,7% - 9,7% 29,0%
<5years
- 0, - 0, 0,
QE_OHNOGW 5-10 years 9,7% 3,2% 12,9%
0, - 0, 0, 0
A HAL;;/EEET\IOU 11-15 years 3,2% 3,2% 3,2% 9,7%
WORKING 12,9% 9,7% - 3,2% 25,8%
THERE? 16-20 years
16,1% 3,2% - 3,2% 22,6%
> 20 years
Central Total 41,9% 32,3% 3,2% 22,6% | 100,0%
Adriatic 11,6% - - 25,6% | 37,2%
<5years
0, - - 0, 0,
ZE_OHNOGW 5-10 years 4,7% 4,7% 9,3%
0, - - 0, 0,
oK HAI_;,/IIEEET\IOU 11-15 years 7,0% 9,3% 16,3%
WORKING 9,3% 2,3% - 7,0% 18,6%
THERE? |16-20years
> 20 years 7,0% 2,3% 2,3% 7,0% 18,6%
Total 39,5% 4,7% 2,3% 53,5% | 100,0%
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<5years 14,0% 2,3% - 2,3% 18,6%
26. HOW | 5.10 vears 2,3% 9,3% 7,0% 7,0% 16,3%
LONG .
HAVE YOU 4,7% 2,3% - 2,3% 9,3%
PU BEEN 11-15 years
WORKING 11,6% 2,3% 2,3% - 16,3%

THERE? 16-20 years

9,3% 16,3% 2,3% 14,0% 39,5%

> 20 years
Southern Total 41,9% 32,6% | 11,6% | 25,6% | 100,0%
Adriatic <5 years 7,1% 14,3% - 21,4% | 42,9%
26. HOW
LONG 7,1% 7.1% - 14,3% | 28,6%
HAVE YOU 5-10 years
BEEN e - 7.1% 7.1% - 14,3%
NRD WORKING L el
THERE? 0 - - - 9
16-20 years 7,1% 7.1%
> 20 years ) ) il ) 7.1%
Total 21,4% 28,6% | 143% | 35,7% | 100,0%

Respondents of all pilot areas that worked for lesser time in the same institution declare that the
adaptation strategy implemented in their territory mainly involved sectors of the natural sphere,
while respondents that have been working in the territory for longer declare that the adaptation
strategies also involved sectors such as transport and tourism. This is particularly evident in
Veneto pilot area, while in Gi hsko-Kninska County pilot area the majority of Public Authorities
that have been working in the same institution for less that 5 is concerned for business more
than for sectors involving natural resources.

TABLE 36.

10. WHICH OF THE FOLLOWING SECTORS WERE INTERESTED FROM THE ABOVE
ADAPTATION INITIATIVES?
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As for adaptation, independently from how long respondents that have been working in the same
institutions highlighted highlight that in their territory a unique type of strategy has been
prepared or implemented for mitigation. This is particularly evident in Veneto, Primorsko-
Goranska County, Marche, Gi b e sKsikska County and Neretva River Delta pilot areas.

TABLE 37.
15. WHAT KIND OF STRATEGIES HAVE BEEN
PREPARED OR IMPLEMENTED IN YOUR
JURISDICTIONAL TERRITORY TO MITIGATE CLIMATE
CHANGE (I.E. TO REDUCE ANTHROPOGENIC
GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSION)?
Macro area|Pilot area None Gray Green Soft Total
Northern 26. HOW LONG 11-15 n 0 o
Adriatic VE HAVE YOU years ) i S 33,3% 50,0%
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BEEN 16-20
WORKING i - - 50,0% 33,3% 50,0%
THERE? > 20 years - - - 16,7% 16,7%
Total - - 66,7% 83,3% 100,0%
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Total 52,4% 14,3% 33,3% 23,8% 100,0%
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HAVE YOU jéalri - 5,9% 5,9% 11,8% 11,8%
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PG WORKING —— - - - 11,8% 11,8%
THERE? years
> 20 years 23,5% - - 11,8% 35,3%
Total 52,9% 5,9% 11,8% 41,2% 100,0%
<5years 4,0% 12,0% 8,0% 12,0% 28,0%
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HAVE YOU 0
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16-20 o ) 0 0 o
years 7,1% 2,4% 2,4% 11,9%
> 20 years 11,9% 9,5% 11,9% 19,0% 38,1%
Total 40,5% 11,9% 31,0% 40,5% 100,0%
< 5years 14,3% - - 28,6% 42,9%
HAVE YOU 5-10 years 7,1% 7,1% 7,1% 7,1% 28,6%
BEEN 11-15
NRD WORKING years - 7,1% - 14,3% 14,3%
THERE? 16-20
- - - 0 0
years 7,1% 7,1%
> 20 years - - - 7,1% 7,1%
Total 21,4% 14,3% 7,1% 64,3% 100,0%

Respondents of all pilot areas declare that the mitigation strategies implemented in their territory
mainly involved both sectors of the natural sphere and other sectors such as transport and
tourism. There seem to be no substantial difference among pilot areas of Northern, Central and
Southern Adriatic.

TABLE 38.

16. WHICH OF THE FOLLOWING SECTORS WERE INTERESTED FROM THE
ABOVE MITIGATION INITIATIVES?
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4. Do public administrators recognize citizens arole in the fight against climate change?

In general, Public Authorities that consider important to involve citizens in defining strategies to

adapt to climate change do notimplement soft strategies that would involve the population more

than gray and green strategies. Veneto and Gi b e nKsikska County pilot areas are the only
exception because her e caghized tareaughghe implemerdation efmadtnt i s
strategies.
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TABLE 39.
9. WHAT KIND OF STRATEGIES HAVE
BEEN PREPARED OR IMPLEMENTED IN
YOUR JURISDICTIONAL TERRITORY TO
ADAPT TO THE EFFECTS OF CLIMATE
CHANGE?
Macro area | Pilot area None | Gray | Green Soft Total
VE ADAPTATION STRATEGIES [~ |
DEPENDS ON CI rongly - 33,3% | 16,7% | 50,0% | 50,0%
ENGAGEMENT e
Total - 33,3% | 16,7% | 100,0% | 100,0%
8. THE EFFECTIVENESS OF [ Undecided | 45% | 9,1% - 9,1% | 22,7%
CLIMATE CHANGE Agree 18,2% | 18,2% | 4,5% | 4,5% | 40,9%
Northern FvG |ADAPTATION STRATEGIES S |
Adriatic DEPENDS ON cCI | Strondly 1 48206 | 13,6% | 13,6% | 36,4%
ENGAGEMENT e
Total 22,7% | 45,5% | 18,2% | 27,3% | 100,0%
8. THE EFFECTIVENESS OF | Disagree | 5,0% | 5,0% - - 10,0%
CLIMATE CHANGE Undecided | 20,0% - - - 20,0%
bG ADAPTATION STRATEGIES | Agree | 20,0% | 5,0% - 5,0% | 30,0%
DE PEE(;\'A%EMEﬁP cl Sggrlge'y 30,0% | 5,0% - 10,0% | 40,0%
Total 75,0% | 15,0% - 15,0% | 100,0%
8. THE EFFECTIVENESS OF | Undecided | 9,4% - - - 9,4%
CLIMATE CHANGE
ADAPTATION STRATEGIES | Agree 6,3% | 15,6% - 9,4% | 31,3%
MA DEPENDS ON ClI
ENGAGEMENT Sta’grlge'y 25,0% | 18,8% | 3,1% | 12,5% | 59,4%
Total 40,6% | 34,4% | 3,1% | 21,9% |100,0%
Strongl
Central disag?e)é B2 i i i 2.2%
Adriatic )
8. THE EFFECTIVENESS OF | Disagree | 4,4% - - 4,4% | 8,9%
CLIMATE CHANGE
SK ADAPTATION STRATEGIES | Undecided | 156% | 2,2% | 2,2% | 11,1% | 31,1%
DEPENDS ON CI
ENGAGEMENT Agree 17,8% | 2,2% - 17,8% | 37,8%
Sggrlge'y 2.2% i - | 17.8% | 20,0%
Total 422% | 44% | 22% [ 51,1% |100,0%
8. THE EFFECTIVENESS OF j’,‘;gg?e'g 4,3% - - - 4,3%
Southern CLIMATE CHANGE _
Adristic PU ADAPTATION STRATEGIES | Undecided | 12,8% | 4,3% - - 17,0%
DEPENDS ON CI
ENGAGEMENT Agree 6,4% | 6,4% | 2,1% | 43% | 19,1%
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Strongly 7 o o o o
agree 23,4% | 19,1% | 85% | 19,1% | 59,6%
Total 46,8% | 29,8% | 10,6% | 23,4% |100,0%
8. THE EFFECTIVENESS OF | Disagree 6,7% 6,7% - - 13,3%
CLIMATE CHANGE
NRD ADAPTATION STRATEGIES | Undecided | 13,3% - 13,3% | 26,7% | 53,3%
DEPENDS ON CI
ENGAGEMENT Agree - 20,0% - 13,3% | 33,3%
Total 20,0% | 26,7% | 13,3% | 40,0% |100,0%

Public Authorities that consider important to involve citizens in defining strategies to mitigate
climate change prepared soft strategies that would involve the population more than gray and
green strategies. In Friuli-Venezia Giulia and Puglia pilot areas more than in the other pilot areas
no mitigation strategy has been implemented.
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TABLE 40.
15. WHAT KIND OF STRATEGIES HAVE
BEEN PREPARED OR IMPLEMENTED IN
YOUR JURISDICTIONAL TERRITORY TO
MITIGATE CLIMATE CHANGE?
Macro area | Pilot area None | Gray | Green Soft Total
14. THE EFFECTIVENESS
OF CLIMATE CHANGE Agree - - 16,7% | 16,7% | 33,3%
VE MITIGATION STRATEGIES |
DEPENDS ON c| | Strongly ; ; 50,0% | 66,7% | 66,7%
ENGAGEMENT selEs
Total - - 66,7% | 83,3% |100,0%
14. THE EFFECTIVENESS | Disagree | 4,5% - - - 4,5%
OF CLIMATE CHANGE Undecided | 18,2% - - - 18,2%
Northern FvG | MITIGATION STRATEGIES | Agree [ 13,6% | 91% | 9.1% | 45% | 27,3%
ENGAGEMENT agree 13,6% | 45% | 22,7% | 22,7% | 50,0%
Total 50,0% | 13,6% | 31,8% | 27,3% | 100,0%
14. THE EFFECTIVENESS . 0 ) 0 B 0
OF CLIMATE CHANGE Undecided | 16,7% 5,6% 22,2%
PG MITIGATION STRATEGIES Agree 22,2% - - 27,8% | 50,0%
DEPENDS ON CI| strongly
ENGAGEMENT agree 16,7% | 5,6% 56% | 11,1% | 27,8%
Total 55,6% | 5,6% | 11,1% | 38,9% |100,0%
Disagree 3,8% - - - 3,8%
14. THE EFFECTIVENESS
OF CLIMATE CHANGE Undecided - - - 7, 7% 7,7%
MA MITIGATION STRATEGIES
DEPENDS ON CI Agree 7,7% 3,8% 3,8% | 23,1% | 38,5%
ENGAGEMENT = I
rong y 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
agree 77% | 11,5% | 30,8% | 15,4% | 50,0%
Total 19,2% | 15,4% | 34,6% | 46,2% | 100,0%
Central Strongly
Adriatic disagree 4,4% - - - 4,4%
14. THE EFFECTIVENESS Disagree 4,4% - - 6,7% 11,1%
OF CLIMATE CHANGE
SK MITIGATION STRATEGIES | Undecided | 2,2% - 6,7% 11,1% | 17,8%
DEPENDS ON CI
ENGAGEMENT Agree 20,0% 2,2% 2,2% 13,3% | 35,6%
Strongly o o o o o
agree 17,8% 2,2% 2,2% 13,3% | 31,1%
Total 48,9% 4,4% 11,1% | 44,4% | 100,0%
Strongl
14. THE EFFECTIVENESS disag?e)(; 2,2% - - - 2,2%
SauiliE OF CLIMATE CHANGE
AT TS PU MITIGATION STRATEGIES Disagree 4,4% - - - 4,4%
DEPENDSONCI Tl ZE
ENGAGEMENT Undecided | 8,9% - - 6,7% | 15,6%
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Agree 11,1% | 4,4% | 11,1% | 13,3% | 28,9%
Strongly 9 o 9 9 o
agree 15,6% | 6,7% | 17,8% | 20,0% | 48,9%
Total 422% | 11,1% | 28,9% | 40,0% | 100,0%
14. THE EFFECTIVENESS Disagree - - 6,7% | 13,3% | 20,0%
OF CLIMATE CHANGE
NRD MITIGATION STRATEGIES | Undecided | 13,3% - - 33,3% | 46,7%
DEPENDS ON CI
ENGAGEMENT Agree 6,7% | 13,3% | 0,0% | 20,0% | 33,3%
Total 20,0% | 13,3% | 6,7% | 66,7% |100,0%

5. Do public administrators involve citizens in implementing climate change mitigation

strategies?

Independently from the agreement in involving citizens in the definition of adaptation strategies,
Public Authorities of all pilot areas mainly involved the local levels of governance, and less
frequently also citizens.
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TABLE 41.
17. WHICH OF THE FOLLOWING AGENCIES, ASSOCIATIONS AND/OR
ORGANIZATIONS PARTICIPATED IN THESE INITIATIVES?
n 1] (7))
) ) c
= 8 = 3 g | =3
58 o | 3 s | B |22 ¢
© > S @ 2 = ‘s @ g
o @ = 2= <) £ 0 o @ 2| 5
E e © g g = @© © c © D c = —
] o = 9 — c (0] = = = < +— ©
ofl T 5 | BE| & | E 8 | N 5 °|g2]| 2| °
o =} o £ c o O c g (O] i 2
= = 4o s S o = =5 o
<o Y L = © 5 = S
= 2 o > c = = a
o o 2 i T O
() o] =
c (@] £
14. THE
EFFECTIVENES Agree 33,3% | 16,7% | 16,7% - - - - - - - 33,3%
S OF CLIMATE
CHANGE
MITIGATION
VE | STRATEGIES | Strongly |gg 20,133 390 |50,00| - - |16,7%[16,7%| - - - | 66,7%
DEPENDS ON agree
CITIZEN
ENGAGEMENT
Total 100,0%| 50,0% | 66,7% | - - 16,7%|16,7%| - N
14. THE Disagree | 7,1% - - - 7,1% - - - - - 7,1%
EFFECTIVENES [ Undecide
-% S OF CLIMATE d I0 | i ) i i i i} i C %
I HANGE
s MFTIGAﬁON Agree [21,4%| - |14,3%| 7.1% | - [143%)| 7.1% | 7.1% | 7.1% | - | 21,4%
-| FVG | STRATEGIES
2 PEPENDS OF | Sggr"eg;y 42,9% | 14,3% | 35,7% | 14,3% | 14,3% 28,6% | *0° | 71% | 7.19% | - | 64,3%
S ENGAGEMENT
35,7 | 143 | 143 100,0
Total 78,6% [ 14,3% | 50,00 | 21,4% | 21,4% | 42,9% | °or o o - "
EFFI];(%TTICIIEENES Undgude 1&7 8% - i 1;;7 |83 83% ] - | 167%
S OF CLIMATE 41,7 16,7 16,7 25,0
e Agree % - o | 83% | 83% | To |83% | - % - | 50,0%
MITIGATION
POl oipenpoon | stonaly [838 | | 167 | 167 | 167 [ 250 | 167 | g0 | 167 | | | 55,
ol Tl menl EEED % % % % % % A I S0
ENGAGEMENT
Total 91,7 | _ | 41,7 | 250 | 250 | 583 | 250 | 16,7 | 50,0 | _ | 100,0
% % % % % % % % %
14. THE i
EEFEGTIVENES U”dgc'de 42% | 4,2% | 83% | - | 42% | 42% | - - - - | 83%
e S OF CLIMATE o7
ki CHANGE Agree |250%| - |20,8%)|83% | 83% | o' |83% | - - - | 37.5%
S MITIGATION °
<| MA | STRATEGIES
Y DEPENDS ON | Strongly " 0 @ 0 on | 20,8 | 33,3 0 o
z CI T ZEN agree |333%| 8.3% |33.3%| 4.2% | 42% | o - | 83%| - |542%
8 ENGAGEMENT
Total 62,5% | 12,5% | 62,5% | 12,5% | 16,7% | 427 | 417 | . | g3 | - | 1000
% % %
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Strongly
. 2,6% | 2,6% | 2,6% | - - - | 26% | - - - | 51%
disagree ! ! ! ! '
14. THE
ESF(';E%FLIYI\/IIEL\I'II'EES Disagree | 2,6% | 2,6% | 5,1% | 2,6% - 2,6% | 7,7% | 2,6% | 2,6% - 10,3%
b et Undecide 2,6
MITIGATION ¥ 2,6% | 51% | 7,7% | - - | 26% [ 7,7% | 2.6% | 2,6% | G | 17.9%
Sk | STRATEGIES
DECPIE’\T‘DISZO'I\E‘ N Agree 105/(')4 5,1% 13/;9 51% | - 1;;3 102/(;8 26% | 2,6% | - | 385%
ENGAGEMENT
Strongly | 15,4 0 15,4 B 9 o 12,8 0 ) ) 9
agroe o | 26% | o 2,6% | 2.6% | “5.° | 2,6% 28,2%
385 | 17,0 | 48,7 17,9 | 436 | 10,3 2,6 | 100,0
Total o % o | 77% | 26% | o o o | 7T% | G %
Strongly ® ) ) ) ) ) ) ) ) ) o
14. THE disagree Zfeki 2,6%
EFFECTIVENE .
s OFCCLIMATES Disagree | 2,6% - 2,6% - - - 2,6% - - - 7,7%
CHANGE .
MITIGATION U"dgc'de 1;;8 - |51% | - | 26%]|77%|51%| - - - | 15,4%
PU | STRATEGIES
DEPENDSON | agree | 124 | 5100 | 198 5600 (5106 | 5% | 77% | - |51% | - | 308%
© ClTIZEN g % A Y A I I =70 o7
& ENGAGEMENT
= Strongly | 35,9 o 20,5 o o 17,9 | 17,9 o o | 2,6 o
5 agroe % | 7% | o | 5% | 77% | Ty v | 5% | 26% | T | 436%
c 69,2 | 12,8 | 38,5 . | 154 | 30,8 | 33,3 ) .. | 2.6 | 100,0
5 Total o o o | 7% | o o v | 5% | 77% | ”
3 14, THE Di 9,1% 9,1% 18,2%
2 EFFECTIVENES Isagree Sl - - A% - - - - - - 2%
S OF CLIMATE .
CHANGE | Undecide |57 5001 la5806(27,3%| - |90 | 82| - [278 ] . |a55%
N | MITIGATION d % %
o. | STRATEGIES
DECPIE'#DIS?'; o Agree |273%| - |27.3% - - - loww | - |91% | - | 364%
ENGAGEMENT
27.3 36,4 100,0
0, - 0, 0, - 0, 1 - ! - 1
Total 63,6% 72,7% | 36,4% 9,1% | %57 o ”

6. Do public administrators involve citizens in implementing strategies for adapting to
climate change?

Public Authorities of all pilot areas that agree that citizens should be involved in the definition of
mitigation strategies also organized informative events, although such events mainly involved
the local levels of governance, and not directly citizens. This is particularly evident in Veneto,
Gi b e nKsilkska County and Neretva River Delta pilot areas where citizens were not involved
at all.
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TABLE 42.
11. WHICH OF THE FOLLOWING AGENCIES, ASSOCIATIONS AND/OR
ORGANIZATIONS PARTICIPATED IN THESE INITIATIVES?
(] 0 2]
o o " S
5 $ | 3 S| %88
53 e | 32 3 | 8 |28
= » O [ = ) c o >
s | §5| s | 5 2 T SIES| -
Macro| Pilot e | =2 2 o c [ = S| EE T
) © > o © i ) - ©= o
area | area = s o o) Z c = = T 3@ =
S |og| & £ S o s s |3n
= 3 o ) S o° = c %
< Q > = S © o o
< ) =3 = c Z =
(= o = w ) o
[} [o] =
c (@) £
8. THE
EEFECTIVENESS Agree 50,0% - 50,0% - 16,7% - - - - 50,0%
OF CLIMATE
CHANGE
VE ADAPTATION
STRATEGIES | SUONGlY 155 006| . [50006( - | - - |- - | s0.0%
DEPENDS ON agree
ClTIZEN
ENGAGEMENT
Total 100,0%| - |100,0%| - |16,7%]| - B - - [100,0%
8. THE Undecided [11,1% | - 56% |56%| - |56%]| - - - [16,7%
© EFFECTIVENESS | Agree |44,4%| - [27,8%|56% | 56% |11,1% [11,1%| - - | 44,4%
= OF CLIMATE
= CHANGE
< ADAPTATION
c | FV6 | SsTrRATEGIES | Strongly
= 27,8% | 11,1% | 27,8% | 5,6% | 5,6% | 5,6% | 5,6% |5,6% |5,6% | 38,9%
g DEPENDS ON agree
£ ClITIZEN
z ENGAGEMENT
Total 83,3% | 11,1% | 61,1% [16,7%]| 11,1% | 22,2% | 16,7% | 5,6% | 5,6% | 100,0%
8. THE Undecided - - 9,1% - - - - - - 9,1%
EFFECTIVENESS | Agree | 91% | - - [91% [ 91% | - - - - [273%
OF CLIMATE
CHANGE
ADAPTATION | =
PG STRATEGIES ;Ope%y 36,4%| - |91% | - - leaw | - - |9,1%| 63,6%
DEPENDS ON 9
ClTI ZEN
ENGAGEMENT
Total 455% | - [182%|91% | 9.1% | 91% | - - 19,1%100,0%
8. THE .
EFFECTIVENESS Undecided - - 3,7% - - - - - - 3,70/0
OF CLIMATE
& CHANGE Agree |25,9% | 3,7% |22,2% |11,1%| - |185%| 7,4% |3,7%| - | 33,3%
g ADAPTATION
3 MA STRATEGIES
— DEPENDS ON Strongly o o ® o o o o ) o o
E CI T1 ZEN| agree |333%| 37% [44,4%]11,1%| 7.4% | 74% | 22,2% 3,7% | 63,0%
< ENGAGEMENT
© Total 59,3% | 7,4% |70,4% (22,2%)| 7,4% |25,9% |29,6% | 3,7% | 3,7% | 100,0%
8. THE .
SK EEFECTIVENESS Disagree - - 2,6% - - - 5,3% | 2,6% - 10,5%
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OF CLIMATE .
CHANGE Undecided | 5,3% | 2,6% |132% | - - - 7,9% [2,6% |2,6% | 34,2%
ADAPTATION
STRATEGIES | Agree | 7.9% | - |158%| - - - | 2.6% |2,6%53%| 34,2%
DEPENDS ON

Cl Tl ZEN| Strongly

ENGAGEMENT agree 2,6% ) 7,.9% ) . ) R - ) 21.1%
Total 15,8% | 2,6% | 39,5% | - - - | 26,3%|7,9% | 7,9% | 100,0%
8. THE Strongly |5 40 | - ; - - - - - - | 2,4%
EFFECTIVENESS | disagree | <7 R
OF CLIMATE _
CHANGE Undecided | 14,6%| - | 7,3% | - - | 24% | 73% | - - | 22,0%
ADAPTATION
oL Séﬁé\;gglgﬁ Agree |17,0%| - | 73% | - |49% | - |24% | - - | 22,0%
(8)
= ClI Tl ZEN Strongly
@®
£ ENGAGEMENT agree. | 341%|14.6% | 26,8% | 7,3% | 9,8% | 7,3% | 24,4% | 2,4% | 7,3% | 53,7%
< Total 68,3% | 14,6% | 41,5% | 7,3% | 14,6% | 9,8% |34,1% | 2,4% | 7,3% | 100,0%
o 8. THE
g EFFECTIVENESS Disagree - - 7,7% | 7,7% - - - - - 15,4%
3 OF CLIMATE
CHANGE Undecided | 23,1% - 23,1%| - - - - - - 46,2%
NRD | ADAPTATION
STRATEGIES
DEPENDS ON ) ) ol i i . ) ) .
Cl T zEN| Adree [154% 15,4% 7.7% 38,5%
ENGAGEMENT
Total 385% | - |462%)]|7,7% | - - 7% | - - | 100,0%

7. Do public administrators, while taking responsibility for the fight against climate
change, promote the active involvement of

Public Authorities of all pilot areas that are positive about their ability to adapt to climate change
also consider important to involve citizens. In Veneto pilot area 16,7% of Public Authorities that
agree in the involvement of citizens in the definition of adaptation strategies do not believe in
their own ability to respond to the challenges posed by climate change.

TABLE 43.

7. PUBLIC INSTITUTIONS CAN EFFECTIVELY RESPOND
TO THE CHALLENGES POSED BY CLIMATE CHANGE
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RESPONS
Macro Pilot Strongly | n Strongly
area area disagree Disagree | Undecided | Agree agree Total
8. THE
EFFECTIVENESS
OF CLIMATE Agree - - - - 50,0% | 50,0%
CHANGE
Vi ADAPTATION
STRATEGIES
DEPENDS ON | Strongly - 16,7% - 16,7% | 16,7% | 50,0%
CI T1 ZEN| agree
ENGAGEMENT
Total - 16,7% - 16,7%| 66,7% |100,0%
8. THE
EFFECTIVENESS | Undecided - - 9,1% 13,6% - 22,7%
OF CLIMATE
CHANGE
ADAPTATION
R = Agree - - 9,1% |31,8% - 40,9%
'\A%f:i';‘t?irg‘ DEPENDS ON
Cl T1 ZEN| Strongly i i o o o o
ENGAGEMENT agree 45% |13,6% | 18,2% | 36,4%
Total - - 22,7% |59,1%| 18,2% |100,0%
8. THE Disagree - - 9,5% - - 9,5%
EFFECTIVENESS
OF CLIMATE
CHANGE Undecided | 4,8% - 95% | 4,8% ; 19,0%
ADAPTATION
PG STRATEGIES
D'(E:PIE%SZOEN Agree : 48% | 190% | 95% | - 33,3%
ENGAGEMENT
Sggr“ege'y : : 95% | 9,5% | 19,0% | 38.1%
Total 4,8% 4,8% 47,6% |23,8%| 19,0% |100,0%
8. THE .
EFFECTIVENESS | Undecided - - 3,1% 3,1% [ 3,1% | 9,4%
OF CLIMATE
CHANGE Agree - 3,1% 3,1% |15,6%| 9,4% | 31,3%
ADAPTATION
MA | STRATEGIES < |
DEPENDS ON eIy - 6,3% 6,3% |28,1%)| 18,8% | 59,4%
Cl T1 zEN| @agree
Central ENGAGEMENT
Adriatic Total - 9,4% 12,5% |46,9% | 31,3% |100,0%
Strongly 5 i ) ) i o
8. THE disagree 2,1% 2,1%
EFFECTIVENESS
OF CLIMATE Disagree - 4,3% 2,1% 2,1% - 8,5%
SK CHANGE
ADAPTATION | Undecided - 8,5% 14,9% | 43% | 2,1% | 29,8%
STRATEGIES
DEPENDS ON Agree - 6,4% 12,8% [12,8%| 4,3% | 36,2%
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Cl T1 ZEN| Strongly
ENGAGEMENT agree 4,3% 8,5% |I0,6% ) 23,4%
Total 2,1% 19,1% 34,0% |27,7%| 17,0% |100,0%
8. THE Strongly
EFFECTIVENESS | disagree | 2107 210 - 4,0%
OF CLIMATE _
CHANGE Undecided | 2,0% 4,0% 6,0% | 6,0% | 18,0%
ADAPTATION
PU STRATEGIES Agree 4,0% 8,0% | 6,0% | 18,0%
DEPENDS ON |
Cl TI ZEN]| Strongly 4,0% |24.0%| 32,0% | 60,0%
ENGAGEMENT agree
Southern Total 4,0% 14,0% 38,0% | 44,0% |100,0%
Adriatic 8. THE } . 0 o
EFFECTIVENESS Disagree 6,7% - 6,7% 13,3%
OF CLIMATE _
CHANGE Undecided 20,0% 20,0% 13,3% 53,3%
ADAPTATION
NRD | STRATEGIES
DEPENDS ON Agree - 26,7% 6,7% 33,3%
Cl TI ZEN
ENGAGEMENT
Total 26,7% 46,7% | 26,7% 100,0%

Public Authorities that recognize to have a role in adapting to climate change, consider important
to involve all levels of governance in such initiatives, while those not recognizing a role to the
public sector in defining strategies to adapt to climate change do not consider involving the
government (at all levels) in defining such strategies. More uncertainty and disagreement are
shown by Croatian Public Authorities of all Macro areas.

TABLE 44.
7. PUBLIC INSTITUTIONS CAN EFFECTIVELY RESPOND
TO THE CHALLENGES POSED BY CLIMATE CHANGE
Macro| Pilot Strongly Strongly
area | area ; Disagree | Undecided | Agree Total
disagree agree
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11. WHICH OF Municipality - 16,7% - 16,7% | 66,7% |100,0%
THE FOLLOWING
AGENCIES, Region - 16,7% - 16,7% | 66,7% |100,0%
ASSOCIATIONS
AND/OR
VE
ORGANIZATIONS
PARTICIPATED Corporation and ) ) ) ] R o
IN THESE industries
INITIATIVES?
Total - 16,7% - 16,7% | 66,7% |100,0%
Municipality 3 3 11,1% 55,6% | 16,7% | 83,3%
Associations of
neighboring - - - 5,6% 5,6% 11,1%
municipalities
2 Region B B 16,7% 27,8% | 16,7% 61,1%
g 11. WHICH OF
° Government
< THE FOLLOWING : ) - - 16,7% - 16,7%
c agencies
[ AGENCIES, j
£ Corporation and
S ASSOCIATIONS _ _ - - - 11,1% - 11,1%
p industries
AND/OR —
FVG Citizens B B 5,6% 16,7% - 22.2%
ORGANIZATIONS
Environmental
PARTICIPATED - - - 16,7% - 16,7%
groups
IN THESE
International
INITIATIVES? - - - 5,6% - 5,6%
groups
Non
Governmental
o - - - 5,6% - 5,6%
Organizations
(NGOs)
Total 3 ) 16,7% 61,1% | 22,2% |100,0%
11. WHICH OF Municipality - 9,1% - 9,1% 27,3% | 45,5%
PG THE FOLLOWING Region - - 9,1% 9,1% - 18,2%
AGENCIES, Government
i - - - 9,1% - 9,1%
ASSOCIATIONS agencies
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AND/OR Corporation and
) ) - 9,1% - - 9,1%
ORGANIZATIONS industries
PARTICIPATED Citizens - 9,1% - - 9,1%
IN THESE Non
Governmental
INITIATIVES? Organizations i i i 9.1% 9.1%
(NGONGOSs)
Total 9,1% 27,3% 27,3% | 36,4% |100,0%
Municipality 7,4% 3,7% 29,6% | 18,5% | 59,3%
Associations of
neighboring - - 3, 7% 3,7% 7,4%
municipalities
Region 7,4% 7,4% 40,7% | 14,8% | 70,4%
11. WHICH OF
Government
THE FOLLOWING . - 3,7% 11,1% 7,4% 22,2%
agencies
AGENCIES, ]
Corporation and
ASSOCIATIONS ) ) - - 7,4% - 7,4%
industries
AND/OR .
MA Citizens 3,7% - 11,1% | 11,1% | 25,9%
ORGANIZATIONS
Environmental
£ PARTICIPATED 3,7% - 18,5% | 7,4% 29,6%
© groups
= IN THESE
< International
= INITIATIVES? - - - 3,7% 3, 7%
= groups
c
8 Non
Governmental
o - - - 3, 7% 3, 7%
Organizations
(NGONGOs)
Total 11,1% 7,4% 51,9% | 29,6% |100,0%
11. WHICH OF Municipality 2,6% 10,5% 2,6% - 15,8%
THE FOLLOWING | Associations of
AGENCIES, neighboring - - - 2,6% 2,6%
SK | ASSOCIATIONS | municipalities
AND/OR Region 2,6% 13,2% 13,2% | 10,5% | 39,5%
ORGANIZATIONS | Environmental
5,3% 7,9% 7,9% 5,3% 26,3%

PARTICIPATED

groups
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IN THESE International
- 5,3% - 2,6% - 7,9%
INITIATIVES? groups
Non
Governmental
o - 2,6% 5,3% - - 7,9%
Organizations
(NGONGOs)
Total - 18,4% 36,8% 26,3% | 18,4% |100,0%
Municipality - - 12,2% 17,1% | 39,0% | 68,3%
Associations of
neighboring - - - 4,9% 9,8% 14,6%
municipalities
Region - - 9,8% 17,1% | 14,6% | 41,5%
11. WHICH OF
Government
THE FOLLOWING . - - - - 7,3% 7,3%
agencies
AGENCIES, )
Corporation and
ASSOCIATIONS ) ) - - 2,4% 7,3% 4,9% 14,6%
industries
© AND/OR —
= PU Citizens - - - 4,9% 4,9% 9,8%
= ORGANIZATIONS
o Environmental
< PARTICIPATED - - - 17,1% | 14,6% | 34,1%
= groups
_0:-’ IN THESE
= International
3 INITIATIVES? - - - - 2,4% 2,4%
0 groups
Non
Governmental
o - - - 4,9% 2,4% 7,3%
Organizations
(NGOs)
Total 2,4% - 17,1% 39,0% | 41,5% |100,0%
11. WHICH OF Municipality B 7,7% 30,8% - - 38,5%
NRD THE FOLLOWING Region i} 23,1% 7,7% 15,4% - 46,2%
AGENCIES, Government
i } - - 7,7% - 7,7%
ASSOCIATIONS agencies
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AND/OR

ORGANIZATIONS .
Environmental

PARTICIPATED - - 7,7% - - 7,7%
groups
IN THESE
INITIATIVES?
Total B 30,8% 46,2% 23,1% - 100,0%

Public Authorities that are positive about their ability to mitigate climate change also consider
important to involve citizens. Public Authorities of Croatian pilot areas show a higher degree of
uncertainty or disagreement compared to Italian Public Authorities.

TABLE 45.
7. PUBLIC INSTITUTIONS CAN EFFECTIVELY RESPOND
TO THE CHALLENGES POSED BY CLIMATE CHANGE
Macro Pilot Strongly | . 8 Strongly
area area disagree Disagree | Undecided | Agree agree Total
14. THE
Northern EFFECTIVENESS
Adriatic | VE OF CLIMATE IS - - - - [ 33.3%
CHANGE
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MITIGATION
STRATEGIES
DEPENDS ON Sggr”e%'y - 16,7% ; 16,7%| 33,3% | 66,7%
CITI ZEN
ENGAGEMENT
Total : 16,7% : 16,7% | 66,7% |100,0%
14. THE Disagree - - - 4,5% - 4,5%
EFFECTIVENESS
OF CLIMATE
CHANGE Undecided ; ; 91% | 9,1% ; 18,2%
MITIGATION
FVG | STRATEGIES
DEPENDS ON Agree - ; 45% |22,7% - 27,3%
CITI ZEN
ENEREENISNY Sggr“ege'y : - 91% |22,7%| 18.2% | 50,0%
Total ; - 22,7% |59,1%| 18,2% |100,0%
14. THE
EFFECTIVENESS | Undecided | 4,8% ; 143% | 4,.8% - 23,8%
OF CLIMATE
CHANGE
MITIGATION
PG | ernaoh Agree ; 4,8% 19,0% |14,3%| 95% | 47,6%
DEPENDS ON
Cl T1 ZEN| Strongly ) ) 5 o o o
ENGAGEMENT | agree S 48% | 9,5% | 28,6%
Total 4,8% 4,8% 47,6% |23,8%| 19,0% |100,0%
14. THE )
EFFECTIVENESS | Disagree - - - - 3,1% | 3,1%
OF CLIMATE
CHANGE Undecided - - - 6,3% - 6,3%
MITIGATION
MA STRATEGIES Agree - 3,1% 9,4% |18,8% | 9,4% | 40,6%
DEPENDS ON
CI T ZEN( Strongly - 6.3% 31% |21.9%| 18,8% | 50,0%
ENGAGEMENT | agree
Total 9,4% 125% | 46,9% | 31,3% |100,0%
Central Stronal
Adriatic 14. THE disag?e)é - - 2,1% 2,1% - 4,3%
EFFECTIVENESS
OF CLIMATE Disagree 2,1% 4,3% 2,1% - 2,1% 10,6%
CHANGE
MITIGATION | Undecided - 4,3% 85% | 21% | 2,1% | 17,0%
SK | STRATEGIES
DEPENDS ON Agree - 8,5% 8,5% 12,8% | 6,4% | 36,2%
CITI ZEN
ENGAGEMENT | SUongly | . 21% | 128% |106%| 64% |319%
Total 21% | 191% 34,0% |27.7%]| 17.0% |100,0%
Southern 14. THE Strongly ) ) B ) ) o
Adriatic | Y |EFFECTIVENESS| disagree 210 2,0%
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OE;S,&W(?EE Disagree 2,0% - 4,0% - 2,0% 8,0%
MITIGATION .
STRATEGIES Undecided 2,0% - 2,0% 4,0% 6,0% 14,0%
DEPENDS ON
Cl Tl ZEN| Agree - - 4,0% 22,0%| 4,0% 30,0%
ENGAGEMENT Strongly
- - 0 0 0 0
agree 2,0% 12,0% | 32,0% | 46,0%
Total 4,0% - 14,0% 38,0% | 44,0% |100,0%
14. THE
EFFECTIVENESS )
OE CLIMATE Disagree - 13,3% - 6,7% - 20,0%
CHANGE
NRD MITIGATION
STRATEGIES : ) 0 0 0 ) 0
DEPENDS ON Undecided 13,3% 20,0% 13,3% 46,7%
CI TI ZEN
ENGAGEMENT Agree - - 26,7% 6,7% - 33,3%
Total - 26,7% 46,7% 26,7% - 100,0%

Public Authorities that recognize to have a role in mitigating climate change, consider important
to involve all levels of governance in such initiatives, while those not recognizing a role to the
public sector in defining strategies to mitigate climate change do not consider involving the
government (at all levels) in defining such strategies. Croatian Public Authorities of all Macro
areas show uncertainty compared to Italian Public Authorities. In Puglia pilot area 2,6% of
respondents strongly disagree about the necessity to involve municipalities, regions, citizens
and environmental agencies in mitigation initiatives.

TABLE 46.

7. PUBLIC INSTITUTIONS CAN EFFECTIVELY RESPOND
TO THE CHALLENGES POSED BY CLIMATE CHANGE
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Macro | Pilot Strongly Strongly
area | area _ Disagree | Undecided | Agree Total
disagree agree
17. WHICH OF | Municipality - 16,7% - 16,7% | 66,7% |100,0%
THE FOLLOWING | Associations
AGENCIES, of
_ _ - 16,7% - - 33,3% | 50,0%
ASSOCIATIONS | neighboring
AND/OR municipalities
s - 16,7%
ORGANIZATIONS Region 3 (70 B - 50,0% | 66,7%
PARTICIPATED Citizens B 3 B 16,7% - 16,7%
IN THESE Environmental
) . - 16,7% - 16,7%
INITIATIVES? groups
Total - 16,7% - 16,7%| 66,7% |100,0%
Municipality B - - 64,3% | 14,3% 78,6%
Associations
of
o _ _ - - - 14,3% - 14,3%
= neighboring
§ municipalities
< 17. WHICH OF Region ) - - 429%| 7,1% | 50,0%
()
= THE FOLLOWING | Government
S _ - - - 21,4% - 21,4%
4 AGENCIES, agencies
ASSOCIATIONS Corporation
. . ) B - 21,4% - 21,4%
VG AND/OR and industries
ORGANIZATIONS Citizens 3 } 7,1% 28,6% | 7,1% 42,9%
PARTICIPATED | Environmental
- - 7,1% 28,6% - 35,7%
IN THESE groups
INITIATIVES? International
B - - 14,3% - 14,3%
groups
Non
Governmental
. ) B - 14,3% - 14,3%
Organizations
(NGOs)
Total B - 7,1% 71,4%| 21,4% |100,0%
PG Municipality - 8,3% 33,3% 25,0% | 25,0% | 91,7%
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Region - 25,0% 8,3% 8,3% 41, 7%
Government
) - 8,3% 8,3% 8,3% 25,0%
17. WHICH OF agencies
THE FOLLOWING | Corporation
) ) - 8,3% 8,3% 8,3% 25,0%
AGENCIES, and industries
Citizens
ASSOCIATIONS - 25,0% 16,7%| 16,7% | 58,3%
AND/OR Environmental
groups R . 0 0, 0
ORGANIZATIONS 8.3% N 250%
PARTICIPATED International
groups - 8,3% 8,3% - 16,7%
IN THESE
Non
INITIATIVES? EavErTrEr e
Organizations - 25,0% 8,3% | 16,7% | 50,0%
(NGOs)
Total 8,3% 33,3% 25,0% | 33,3% |100,0%
Municipality 12,5% 8,3% 29,2% | 12,5% | 62,5%
Associations
of
) ) - - 8,3% 4.2% 12,5%
neighboring
17. WHICH OF | municipalities
THE FOLLOWING Region 8,3% 12,5% 33,3% | 8,3% 62,5%
AGENCIES, Government
) - - 8,3% 4.2% 12,5%
= ASSOCIATIONS agencies
©
E AND/OR Corporation
< MA i i - - 12,5% | 4,2% 16,7%
= ORGANIZATIONS | and industries
g PARTICIPATED Citizens - 8,3% 20,8% | 12,5% | 41,7%
© IN THESE Environmental
4,2% - 20,8% | 16,7% | 41,7%
INITIATIVES? groups
Non
Governmental
o - - - 8,3% 8,3%
Organizations
(NGOs)
Total 12,5% 12,5% 41,7% | 33,3% |100,0%
SK Municipality 2,6% 15,4% 15,4% | 5,1% 38,5%

European Regional Development Fund

73




( iiterrey
( Italy - Croatia

RESPONSe EUROPEAN UNION
Associations
of
) ) - - 10,3% 2,6% 5,1% 17,9%
neighboring
municipalities
Region - 7,7% 20,5% 7,7% | 12,8% | 48,7%
Government
17. WHICH OF . - - 7,7% - - 7,7%
agencies
THE FOLLOWING ]
Corporation
AGENCIES, ) ) - - - 2,6% - 2,6%
and industries
ASSOCIATIONS .
Citizens - 2,6% 5,1% - 10,3% | 17,9%
AND/OR
Environmental
ORGANIZATIONS - 7,7% 10,3% 10,3% | 15,4% | 43,6%
roups
PARTICIPATED group
International
IN THESE - 7,7% - 2,6% - 10,3%
groups
INITIATIVES?
Non
Governmental
o - 2,6% 2,6% - 2,6% 7,7%
Organizations
(NGOs)
Public
o - - - 2,6% - 2,6%
Institutions
Total - 15,4% 38,5% 25,6% | 20,5% |100,0%
Municipality 2,6% - 10,3% 17,9% | 38,5% | 69,2%
17. WHICH OF Associations
THE FOLLOWING of
® ) ) - - - 7,7% 5,1% 12,8%
= AGENCIES, neighboring
§( ASSOCIATIONS | municipalities
g PU AND/OR Region 2,6% - 5,1% 17,9%| 12,8% | 38,5%
= ORGANIZATIONS | Government
o . - - 2,6% 2,6% 2,6% 7,7%
n PARTICIPATED agencies
IN THESE Corporation
) ) - - - 10,3% | 5,1% 15,4%
INITIATIVES? and industries
Citizens 2,6% - - 17,9% | 10,3% | 30,8%
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Environmental
15,4% | 33,3%
roups
International
groups
Non
Governmental
Organizations
(NGOs)
Public
Institutions
Total 2,6% - 15,4% 38,5% | 43,6% |100,0%
Municipality ] 18,2% 9,1% - 63,6%
17. WHICH OF Region - 18,2% 9,1% - 72, 7%
THE FOLLOWING | Government
. - 9,1% 9,1% - 36,4%
AGENCIES, agencies
ASSOCIATIONS Citizens ) - - 9,1%
AND/OR Environmental
NRD - - - 27,3%
ORGANIZATIONS groups
PARTICIPATED Non
IN THESE Governmental
o - - - 36,4%
INITIATIVES? | Organizations
(NGOs)
Total ) 18,2% - 100,0%
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QUESTIONNAIRE ADDRESSED TO OTHER STAKEHOLDERS

1. | am worried about the current climate crisis

Stakeholders of all pilot areas declare to be seriously worried about the current climate crisis.
However, there is a small portion of respondents that does not believe that there is a climate
crisis. The majority of them live in the pilot areas of Northern Adriatic, but also stakeholders of
Gi b e nKsaifkska County and Puglia pilot areas are not worried about the climate crisis.

TABLE 47.
Macro area | Pilot area | Strongly disagree | Disagree | Undecided | Agree | Strongly agree Total
Northern VE 0,5% 1,1% 2,5% 12,9% 38,5% 55,4%
Adriatic FVG 0,2% 0,7% 0,7% 3,7% 7,7% 13,2%
PG 0,1% 0,1% 0,2% 0,7% 1,2% 2,5%

Central MA 0,0% 0,0% 1,5% 3,9% 5,6% 11,0%

Adriatic .

GK 0,4% 0,0% 0,6% 0,9% 1,4% 3,2%

Sout_he_rn PU 0,1% 0,4% 1,6% 2,6% 8,2% 13,0%
AR NRD 0,0% 0,1% 0,1% 0,5% 0,9% 1,6%

Total 1,4% 2,5% 7,4% 25,2% 63,5% 100,0%

2. The speed of current climate change is a direct consequence of human activities

The majority of stakeholders believe and strongly believe that the current climate change is
caused by anthropic activities.

TABLE 48.
Macro area | Pilot area| Strongly disagree | Disagree | Undecided | Agree | Strongly Agree | Total
VE 0,9% 1,6% 2,9% 16,0% 32,9% 54,3%

'\A%rrtigfirg FVG 0,4% 0,5% 1,5% 4,2% 6,5% 13,0%
PG 0,0% 0,1% 0,6% 1,0% 1,2% 2,9%

Central MA 0,0% 0,2% 1,1% 3,4% 6,1% 10,9%
Adriatic GK 0,4% 0,2% 0,7% 1,3% 1,8% 4,5%

e En PU 0,0% 0,1% 0,9% 3,9% 7,8% 12,7%
Adriatic NRD 0,0% 0,0% 0,5% 0,5% 0,6% 1,6%

Total 1,6% 2,8% 8,2% 30,4% 57,0% 100,0%
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3. Seaand coasts of the Adriatic region are affected by climate change

Stakeholders of all pilot areas affirm that climate change strongly affect the sea and costs of the
Adriatic. However, there is a very small percentage of respondents, especially in Veneto pilot
area, that think that the Adriatic coasts and sea will not be affected by climate change.

TABLE 49.
Macro area Pilot area Not at all Little Neutral Quite Very much Total
VE 0,5% 1,0% 2,2% 14,1% 36,6% 54,3%

'\/Lc(’jrrtigfiré‘ FVG 0,0% 0,4% 1,5% 4,8% 6,4% 13,0%
PG 0,0% 0,0% 0,5% 1,0% 1,5% 2,9%
0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,

Central Adriatic MA 0,0% 0,0% 1,0% 3,3% 6,6% 10,9%
GK 0,0% 0,2% 0,9% 2,6% 0,9% 4,5%

Southern PU 0,0% 0,4% 1,1% 4,5% 6,7% 12,7%
Adriatic NRD 0,0% 0,0% 0,2% 0,6% 0,7% 1,6%

Total 0,5% 2,0% 7,3% 30,8% 59,4% 100,0%

4. Specifically, the territory where you live is affected by climate change

Stakeholders of all pilot areas agree that climate change affects the territory where they live.
However, there is a small percentage of stakeholders of the Veneto and Friuli-Venezia Giulia pilot
areas that affirm that their territory is not affected by climate change, along with a small
percentage of stakeholders of all pilot areas that affirm that climate change is little affecting the
territory where they live.

TABLE 50.
Macro area Pilot area Not at all Little Neutral Quite Very much Total
VE 0,6% 1,2% 5,3% 21,7% 25,6% 54,3%

Nojhern FVG 0,2% 10% | 2.7% 4,9% 4,2% 13,0%
PG 0,0% 0,2% 0,4% 1,1% 1,2% 2,9%
0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,

Central Adriatic MA 0,0% 0,1% 1,1% 3,9% 5,8% 10,9%
GK 0,0% 0,4% 1,3% 2,3% 0,5% 4,5%

SeuilhaE PU 0,0% 0,5% 1,8% 4,9% 5,5% 12,7%
Adriatic NRD 0,0% 0,1% 0,4% 0,1% 1,0% 1,6%

Total 0,9% 3,5% 13,0% 38,9% 43,7% 100,0%

5. Which of the following sectors are impacted the most?
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Stakeholders from all pilot areas declare that biodiversity and ecosystem conservation is the
sector most impacted by climate change, followed by agriculture and breeding, human health,
water resource management, use and management of the territory, and coastal management.

TABLE 51.
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"R 12,0% | 1,2% | 0.9% | 0,4% | 0,2% | 0.9% | 0,6% | 0,9% | 05% | 0,5% | 0,4% | 0.79% | 90 | 1,6%
ot | 674 | 716 [ 563 | 20,2 | 123 | 611 | 567 | 28,7 | 164 | 582 | 14,0 | 11,9 | 0.2 | 1000
% | % | % | % | % | % | % | % | % | % | % | % | % | %

6. Inthelong-term (over 5 years), what changes do you expect in your territory?

Stakeholders from all pilot areas consider changes in temperature, extreme weather and changes
in rainfall patterns the most likely changes that their territories are going to have in the long-term.

TABLE 52.
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7. Inyour territory, which groups is more vulnerable to the impacts of climate change?

In all pilot areas elderly are considered the most vulnerable group that will be impacted by climate
change, followed by poor, children, and people with special needs.
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TABLE 53.
< oy L g
] = =9 o 8
5 < o 2 = & 56 | o 9 5 |S8| =
= © = o S c o = c o = 2 0o S
5 5 = = T s | e8| 2 | 2| 5 |25| #
s T O w = R S £ | a2
2 o o o (o =]
%) > g_-’
VE | 31,2% | 39,7% | 36,7% | 8.8% | 24,9% | 2,6% | 0,1% | 0,2% | 0,2% | 54,5%
"A%rrtigf{c” FVG | 6,6% | 82% | 6,9% | 22% | 50% | 1,1% | 1,1% | 1,1% | 1,2% | 13,0%
PG | 1,1% | 26% | 1,4% | 0,1% | 0,4% | 0,1% | 0,1% | 0,1% | 0,1% | 3,0%
Central MA | 7,1% | 86% | 6,1% | 1,4% | 47% | 02% | 0,7% | 0,6% | 0,6% | 10,8%
Adriatic GK | 1,9% | 33% | 24% | 05% | 1,1% | 0,7% | 0,4% | 0,4% | 0,4% | 4,3%
SeuiTiET PU | 81% | 97% | 7,9% | 2,7% | 55% | 0,2% | 1,0% | 1,0% | 1,0% | 12,8%
Adriatic NRD | 0,9% | 14% | 06% | 05% | 0,7% | 0,2% | 0,2% | 0,2% | 0,2% | 1,6%
Total 56,8% | 73,4% | 62,0% | 16,2% | 42,3% | 5,3% | 3,7% | 3,7% | 3,8% | 100,0%

8. Climate change will impact your lifestyle

Stakeholders of all pilot areas strongly agree and agree that climate change will impact their
lifestyle.

TABLE 54.
Macro area| Pilot area | Strongly disagree | Disagree | Undecided | Agree | Strongly Agree Total
VE 1,1% 1,7% 9,5% 19,3% 22,6% 54,3%

“/L%rrti';firg‘ FVG 0,2% 1,2% 2,8% 4,5% 4,2% 13,0%
PG 0,0% 0,1% 0,4% 1,2% 1,2% 2,9%

Central MA 0,4% 0,4% 2,1% 3,9% 4,2% 10,9%
Adriatic GK 0,2% 0,6% 1,1% 1,3% 1,2% 4,5%
Southern PU 0,1% 0,2% 3,2% 4,8% 4,4% 12,7%
Adriatic NRD 0,1% 0,0% 0,5% 0,4% 0,6% 1,6%

Total 2,2% 4,3% 19,6% 35,5% 38,4% 100,0%

9. What do you think will have to change in your lifestyle?

Stakeholders of all pilot areas agree that the change in lifestyle should be at individual and
community level. A small percentage of respondents from Veneto and Friuli-Venezia Giulia pilot
areas believe that the change should also interest the political level.
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TABLE 55.
Macro area Pilot area Nothing Politics Community Individual Total
VE 2,1% 0,7% 25,4% 27,2% 55,4%
Northern FVG 0,8% 0,1% 4,2% 7,0% 12,2%
Adriatic
PG 0,0% 0,0% 0,7% 1,9% 2,5%
Central MA 1,2% 0,0% 3,6% 6,7% 11,5%
Adriatic GK 0,0% 0,0% 0,7% 2,9% 3,6%
Southern PU 0,8% 0,0% 4,4% 7,9% 13,1%
Adriatic NRD 0,0% 0,0% 0,8% 0,9% 1,7%
Total 4,9% 0,8% 39,7% 54,6% 100,0%

10. Do you think that reliable information on climate change are easily accessible?

There is confusion about the accessibility of reliable information about climate change.
Stakeholders from all pilot areas do not have a clear opinion about the possibility to easily access
information, and a high percentage believe that information is not so easy to access.

TABLE 56.
Macro area| Pilot area | Strongly disagree | Disagree | Undecided | Agree | Strongly Agree Total
VE 3,2% 8,6% 17,1% 12,4% 13,1% 54,3%

'\A%rrti';firg‘ FVG 0,7% 2,3% 4,8% 3,2% 2,0% 13,0%
PG 0,2% 0,5% 1,3% 0,7% 0,1% 2,9%

Central MA 1,1% 2,1% 5,1% 1,8% 0,7% 10,9%
Adriatic GK 0,2% 1,6% 1,7% 0,4% 0,6% 4,5%
Southern PU 0,7% 2,9% 5,4% 2,7% 1,0% 12, 7%
Adriatic NRD 0,2% 0,5% 0,2% 0,2% 0,4% 1,6%

Total 6,5% 18,5% 35,7% 21,4% 17,9% 100,0%

11. Where do you search for this information?

When searching for information, internet is the most consulted source, followed by academic
journals and special publications, and television, while family and friends are the less trusted
source. A very small percentage of stakeholders of the Veneto pilot area refers to search
information in art, while a small percentage of stakeholders of the Friuli-Venezia Giulia and Puglia
pilot areas refer to trust information from experts.
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TABLE 57.
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VE | 189 | 9.206 | 17 | 423 1 2351 166 1 12,0 | 181 | 10,1 110,21 4 906 | G OO0 | 5450
Norther == 10,8 0,0 04
n o | 5.7% | 2,0% | 3.4% | 108 | 419 | 3.9% | 319 | 2,3% | 3.8% | 2.5% | 1,7% | §O | & 13.0%
Adriatic
PG | 1,4% | 0,6% | 0,9% | 2,5% | 1,5% | 1,6% | 1,2% | 0,6% | 0.7% | 1,0% | 0,5% %}S %}S 2.9%
MA | 4,.9% | 1,1% | 3,1% | 8,8% | 3,7% | 3,3% | 2,8% | 2,1% | 3,4% | 2,8% | 1,4% | 20 | 90 | 10,99
Central % %
Adriatic | ¢ | 1,00 | 0,5% | 0,7% | 2.0% | 3.4% | 2.1% | 1,19% | 0.5% | 1,2% | 0,79 | 0.6% | 50 | 90 | 4,296
Souther | PU | 6.4% | 2.7% | 3,7% | 107 | 429 | 4.9% | 2,8% | 2,8% | 3.3% | 3,19 | 1,79% | 00 | X1 128%
n
Adriatic NDR 0,7% | 0,2% | 0,5% | 1,4% | 0,7% | 0.7% | 0,6% | 0,2% | 0,6% | 0,9% | 0,6% %f %f 1,6%
Total 380 | 163 | 28,0 [ 814 | 41,0 | 33.2 | 23.7 | 24,7 | 302 | 21.1 | 11,4 | 0.1 | 0,5 | 100,0

% % % % % % % % % % % % | % %

12. Did you attend any educational or informative event about climate change?

More than half of the stakeholders of all pilot areas declared not having participated to
educational and informative events about climate change.

TABLE 58.

Pilot o
Macro area - | donot rem Yes No Total

European Regional Development Fund

82



( iiterrey
( Italy - Croatia
RESPONSe EUROPEAN UNION

VE 5,8% 18,8% 29,7% 54,3%
Northern [y, 2,0% 4,8% 6,2% 13,0%
Adriatic

PG 0,7% 0,5% 1,7% 2,9%
Central MA 1,5% 4,8% 4.7% 10,9%
Adriatic GK 0,9% 1,0% 2,7% 4,5%
Southern |_PU 1,2% 4,8% 6,7% 12,7%
Adriatic | NRD 0,4% 0,4% 0,9% 1,6%

Total 12,4% 35,0% 52,6% 100,0%

13. If yes, which one? To whom were they addressed?

When attended, the stakeholders declare they participated in events mainly addressed to the
entire community. None of the respondents from Primorsko-Goranska County pilot area indicated

the audience of the events they attended.

TABLE 59.
Macro area Pilot area Experts Students Community Total
VE 8,4% 10,3% 32, 7% 51,3%

Northern Adriatic FVG 0,8% 57% 8,4% 14,8%
PG 0,0% 0,0% 0,0% 0,0%
0, 0, 0, 0,

Central Adriatic ek 1.9% 5.3% 8,0% 15.2%
GK 0,4% 0,8% 1,5% 2, 7%

h Adriati PU 3,0% 3,4% 8,7% 15,2%
SRS NG IS NRD 0,4% 0,4% 0,0% 0,8%

Total 14,8% 25,9% 59,3% 100,0%

14. Who organized them?

Stakeholders that participated to events on climate change declared they do not remember who
organized such events. When specified, the events were organized by associations,
municipalities and regions.
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TABLE 60.
= —
@ > o %) S o
Q @ = - 42‘ = c C ,CT)
= [} = c Q = . 9 o 9 = - _
S 5 | & S £ | 2 | s |EE| 8 | tF g
o o S o o o S o = 45 < =T} o
S o = o a = 6o °3 o = F
8 o S & = = 2 | Sa @ -5
= s = 8 | 58 =
VE 5,4% 5,4% 2,0% | 59% 8,9% 6,0% | 0,7% | 28,0% 53,7%

Northern Adriatic | FVG 1,8% 2,0% 0,8% | 1,3% 1,8% 1,0% | 0,5% 6,0% 12,9%

PG | 05% | 00% | 00% | 0,0% | 0.0% | 00% | 0,0% | 25% 2.9%
I MA| 30% | 20% | 08% | 1,0% | 1,8% | 05% | 03% | 55% | 12,4%

Central Adriatic
GK| 03% | 02% | 00% | 03% | 03% | 02% | 03% | 1.3% 2.5%
couthern Adriatie | PO L:2% | 13% | 1.0% | 0.7% | 3.0% | 15% | 00% | 7.2% | 138%
outhern Adriatic Fyon T 0.0% | 00% | 00% | 05% | 00% | 00% | 0,0% | 1,3% 1,8%
Total 12.0% | 10,9% | 4.7% | 9.7% [ 45,9% | 9.2% | 1.8% | 52,0% | 100.0%

15. Scientists can effectively assess the causes and effects of climate change

All pilot areas agree that scientists can effectively assess the causes and effects of climate
change. For Veneto and Puglia pilot areas the level of agreement is higher. On the contrary,
Neretva River Delta pilot area is undecided about the ability of scientists.

TABLE 61.
Macro area| Pilot area | Strongly disagree | Disagree | Undecided | Agree | Strongly Agree Total
VE 0,4% 1,8% 8,3% 21,5% 22,3% 54,3%
'\ijrrti';‘;rg FVG 0,0% 0,2% 2,4% 6,6% 3,7% 13,0%
PG 0,0% 0,1% 0,7% 1,7% 0,4% 2,9%
Central MA 0,2% 0,5% 1,6% 4,5% 4,0% 10,9%
Adriatic GK 0,0% 0,5% 1,2% 2,0% 0,9% 45%
Southern PU 0,0% 0,4% 1,6% 6,1% 4,7% 12,7%
Adriatic NRD 0,0% 0,1% 1,0% 0,0% 0,5% 1,6%
Total 0,6% 3, 7% 16,9% 42,5% 36,4% 100,0%

16. Public institutions can effectively respond to the challenges posed by climate change

There is a strong difference among pilot areas about the ability of public institutions to respond
to the challenges posed by climate change. Veneto, Puglia and Neretva River Delta pilot areas
strongly believe in the capacity of public institutions; Primorsko-Goranska County and Marche
pilot areas believe in the effectiveness of public institutions; Friuli-Venezia Giulia and Neretva
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River Delta pilot areas are undecided. The only pilot area that does not believe in the

effectivenessof publ i ¢ i nst iKninskaiCoumtg pilotsreaGi bens k o

TABLE 62.

Macro area| Pilot area | Strongly disagree | Disagree | Undecided | Agree | Strongly Agree Total

VE 3,7% 8,1% 13,7% 13,6% 15,3% 54,3%

'\L‘ertigfircn FVG 0,6% 1,6% 3,3% 5,1% 2,3% 13,0%

PG 0,4% 0,5% 0,6% 1,3% 0,1% 2,9%

Central MA 0,6% 1,3% 3,1% 3,3% 2,6% 10,9%

Adriatic GK 0,7% 1,6% 1,1% 0,7% 0,4% 4,5%

SarilhEr PU 0,4% 1,6% 3,2% 3,1% 4,5% 12,7%

Adriatic NRD 0,0% 0,2% 0,5% 0,4% 0,5% 1,6%

Total 6,4% 14,9% 25,5% 27,5% 25,7% 100,0%

17. Which institutions should be involved?

State, regions and international organizations are the institutions that should have a primary
role in taking actions to contrast climate change. Municipalities should also be involved
according to the Central Adriatic pilot areas, Primorsko-Goranska County, and Puglia pilot
areas.

TABLE 63.
-O - —
S _ 9 - < = 2
> = 2 (] [%)]
Sl « | 2 |2283 £S5|S50|Su|wg| 2 = 5| »
5 o 8 oc=o § o o5 | g | 20| c.2 @ 0 o v=| B ) =
ol o | £ 1288 2 | 5 |E§S8|c2|E2|Ls5| 5| Q |ce|g8| & || B
5 2| 2189 & | ¢ |csc|66|56 (83| 2| 2 |g=s|fg/ S| 8| R
| T S |29 o8| >0 =o| 5T c = 2l & m
o S D S So|oad|>Sc| 3¢ S ) 7
= = |gcg €50 c 2 o 2
< 3 X
o 32,0 | 23,6 | 41,8 | 48,8 | 403 o | 376 | 369 [ 36,7 | 234 | 338 | 1,7 | 1,6 | 1,5 .
g VEL "0l o | % | % | % |V o | % | % | % | w | o | % | o |24O%
©
<[ Fv 10,9 | 12,2 090707
el G 9,7% | 6,8% | i | op |98% | 0.7% | 9,7% | 81% [ 9,1% | 6,1% | 97% | . | 5. | oy |13.:2%
e
| PG | 0.7% | 0.4% | 0,4% | 0,6% | 0,5% | 0,5% | 0.9% | 0,2% | 0,5% | 0,2% | 0,5% | %2 | 9% | 02 | 5 50
Z % % %
0 2121121
=| MA | 8,8% | 6,6% | 9,1% | 9,6% | 6,5% | 4,6% | 7,2% | 5,7% | 6,7% | 3,9% | 6,7% | *’ ' L 111,1%
= % | % | %
2
= 111411
£l 6K [2,0% | 1,5% [ 2.4% | 2,7% | 1,7% | 1,6% | 1,7% | 1,2% | 2,2% | 1,2% | 1,7% | * ' 1| 399
g % | % | %
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(8]

R 10,2 10,3 | 10,8 0,1]00]|00

= PU [ T5° | 6,7% | Top op | 77% | 0.7% | 8,8% | 7,7% | 7,2% | 4,9% | 7.8% | 4 | g | op | 12.9%

<

S

2| NR

S| o [0:4% |0.2% [0,4% | 1,0% | 0,4% | 0,2% | 0,2% | 0,1% | 0,1% | 0,1% | 0,2% ?,}0 ?;0 ?;0 1,6%

o () % %

(7]

Total | 638459 [ 752 | 857 [ 669 | 10,2 | 66,2 [ 60,1 [ 62,6 | 398 | 60,6 | 62 | 6,2 | 57 | 100,0
% | % | % | % | % | % | % | % | % | % | % | % | % | % | %

18. To be effective, mitigation strategies (e.g. to reduce pollution levels in the atmosphere) should
be carried out at the following scale (MAKE A RANKING)

There is considerable difference among pilot areas about at what level of governance mitigation
strategies should be carried out. In Northern Adriatic, pilot areas consider that strategies should
be primarily applied at International level. Primorsko-Gor ans k a Co u nKninskaGintye n's k o
and Puglia pilot areas consider that strategies should be primarily applied at the International level
but supported by the European level. Only in Neretva River Delta pilot Area the international level
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is considered less important for the application of mitigation strategies, and strategies should be

firstly applied at Municipal and Regional level.

TABLE 64.
Municipality Regional National European International
@®©
8 g 10 20 30 40 50 10 20 30 40 50 10 20 30 40 50 10 20 30 40 50 10 20 30 40 50 |2
(&) =
(U —_—
s o
Vv | 20, %’ 14, 99' 35,(13, |17, | 12,34, ] 13, |13, | 11, |83,| 10, | 18, | 16, [27, | b |15, |21, |38, 5 | & | 5 |32 | 55,
E [ 2% g | 9% | o, | 0% | 19 | 5% | 99 | 3% | 49% | 3% | 99% [ 19| 1% | 39% | 8% | 3% | > | 0% | 8% |6% | o | o | of | 2% | 8%
Nort
hern \F/ 4,9 26' 25 z' 79|12|65]|22|10, |1,4|35|22|95]|28|23][40]74 }3' 492898 g 22 21 58| 14,
Adri % % % | % | % | % |8%| % | % | % | % | % | % | % | % % | % | % % | 3%
G % % % % | % | %
atic
Plog é 0.9 % 12]07|17]07 02| 14|17]07|05]02|14]1,7|04 %‘ 091217 (4)1 %’ % 16| 2.4
G| % [op| % | o | % | % [% | % |% | % | % % |% | % |%|%|%|g|%|%]|%|o|ch|on|%| %
Cent | M [44|5 |47]5 [37|1o]58]33]47|21|30(32]65(21(23(40(48]|% [31]21(63| |0 |5 [30]98
a [ A% | &% |o| % | % | % % | 9% % |%|% [%|%|%|%|%|g|%]|%|%|o|a|o|%|%
Adri 1 23| % 15[ |19]16[09|13]16|16[26|07|07]|009]21]30[04]% |14|21]|32]2[%|%]|28]40
t 0 4 4 2|45
a'CK%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%
2 2 2 122
Plet|2|47|2|39|33|58]|40[42]23[49]32]73|26|28|56[43|2 |42]28]|82 : 53| 12,
ﬁgf;U%&%;%%%%%%%%%%%%%;’%%%%;’;}%7%
Adri g 05 %’ 0,9 % 07]03|02/09|07|05[05|00[09]|05[09|05]0,2 (;' 070907 % % % 09|09
athD%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%
Total 39,3% 22.2% 29,5% 35,6% 68,4% 100

19. What are the main hazards (not only climate related) in your territory?

The main concern for respondents are not climate related hazards. However, there is a difference
between the Croatian side that considers not natural hazards as the main hazards in their territory,
and the lItalian side that consider not climatic hazards as the main hazards in their territory.
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TABLE 65.
Macro Pilot Climate Not Climate Not natural Total
area area
VE 19,7% 24.,4% 10,9% 54,9%
Northern |, 5,0% 7.2% 1,0% 13,2%
Adriatic
PG 0,7% 0,8% 1,0% 2,5%
Centra | MA 1,8% 7.5% 2,2% 11,5%
Adriatic 5 1,3% 0,9% 1,7% 3,9%
Southern |__PU 4,5% 4,8% 3,0% 12,3%
Adriatic | NRD 0,3% 0,7% 0,7% 1,6%
Total 33,2% 46,3% 20,6% 100,0%

20. Climate risks are becoming more important than others in your territory

Respondents from all pilot areas declare to be mostly undecided when asked whether climatic
risks are becoming more important than others in their territory. Venetoa nd Gi bKeimskak o
County pilot areas are more concerned about climate risks compared to the other pilot areas.

TABLE 66.
Macro area| Pilot area | Strongly disagree | Disagree | Undecided | Agree | Strongly Agree Total
VE 1,6% 4,5% 14,6% 19,6% 14,1% 54,3%

'\Lod’rtig‘t*ircn FVG 0,6% 1,8% 5,5% 3,5% 1,5% 13,0%
PG 0,1% 0,5% 1,1% 0,7% 0,5% 2,9%

Centra MA 0,2% 0,5% 5,0% 2,3% 2,8% 10,9%
Adriatic GK 0,4% 0,7% 1,1% 2,2% 0,1% 4,5%
Southern PU 0,2% 0,4% 5,8% 4,2% 2,2% 12,7%
Adriatic NRD 0,1% 0,5% 0,9% 0,0% 0,1% 1,6%

Total 3,3% 8,9% 33,9% 32,6% 21,3% 100,0%

21. The current climate crisis can be reverted

Respondents of al pilot areas declare to be undecided or have doubts about the possibility to
revert climate change. In general, Croatian respondents seem to be more confident than Italian
respondents.
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TABLE 67.
Macro area |Pilot area| Strongly disagree | Disagree | Undecided | Agree | Strongly Agree Total
VE 5,4% 11,8% 20,8% 11,5% 4,9% 54,3%
'\/L%’:ig‘firg FVG 2,0% 3,2% 4,9% 2,1% 0,9% 13,0%
PG 0,1% 0,4% 1,3% 1,0% 0,1% 2,9%
Centra MA 1,1% 2,1% 4,0% 2,8% 0,9% 10,9%
Adriatic GK 0,5% 0,6% 2,1% 0,9% 0,5% 4,5%
Southern PU 1,2% 3,3% 5,0% 2,4% 0,7% 12,7%
Adriatic NRD 0,0% 0,0% 0,6% 0,6% 0,4% 1,6%
Total 10,3% 21,3% 38,8% 21,3% 8,3% 100,0%

22. The current climate crisis can be resolved with technological development

Respondents from all pilot areas declare to be undecided about the possibility to use technology
to resolve the climatic crisis. Veneto, Primorsko-Goranska and Gi b e rKsikska County pilot
areas are more confident about the potential of technology.

TABLE 68.
Macro area |Pilot area| Strongly disagree | Disagree | Undecided | Agree | Strongly Agree | Total
VE 3,3% 6,9% 15,7% 19,7% 8,8% 54,3%
'\A%r:i';‘firg FVG 1,0% 1,0% 5,4% 4,0% 1,6% 13,0%
PG 0,1% 0,4% 0,9% 1,1% 0,5% 2,9%
Centra MA 0,7% 1,3% 4,2% 3,1% 1,6% 10,9%
Adriatic GK 0,5% 0,7% 1,1% 2,0% 0,2% 4,5%
Seuilha PU 0,4% 1,6% 5,4% 3,1% 2,3% 12,7%
Adriatic NRD 0,0% 0,1% 0,9% 0,1% 0,5% 1,6%
Total 6,0% 12,0% 33,4% 33,0% 15,5% 100,0%

23. The impacts of climate change can be reduced

Respondents of all pilot areas are strongly confident that the impacts of climate change can be
reduced.

TABLE 69.

[Macro area] Pilot area | Strongly disagree | Disagree | Undecided | Agree | Strongly Agree | Total |
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VE 1,0% 3,7% 8,8% 17,4% 23,5% 54,3%
“/L%r:i';fircr‘ FVG 0,1% 0,6% 3,1% 4,4% 4,8% 13,0%
PG 0,0% 0,0% 1,2% 1,0% 0,7% 2,9%
Centra MA 0,1% 0,4% 2,0% 2,9% 5,5% 10,9%
Adriatic GK 0,1% 0,2% 0,9% 1,2% 2,1% 4,5%
Southern PU 0,0% 0,9% 2,3% 2,6% 7,0% 12,7%
Adriatic NRD 0,0% 0,0% 0,1% 0,4% 1,1% 1,6%
Total 1,3% 5,8% 18,4% | 29,9% 44,7% 100,0%

24. My lifestyle contributes to climate change

There is a certain level of indecision about the contribute of personal lifestyle to climate change.
Only respondents from Veneto and Primorsko-Goranska County pilot areas mostly agree that
their lifestyle contributes to climate change.

TABLE 70.
Macro area | Pilot area| Strongly disagree | Disagree | Undecided | Agree | Strongly Agree Total
VE 1,6% 6,0% 14,8% | 18,7% 13,2% 54,3%
'\A%rrtigfirg FVG 0,5% 1,1% 4,5% 4,2% 2,7% 13,0%
PG 0,1% 0,5% 0,5% 0,9% 1,0% 2,9%
Centra MA 0,1% 1,7% 3,3% 2,1% 3,7% 10,9%
Adriatic GK 0,6% 0,6% 1,8% 1,3% 0,1% 4,5%
Southern PU 0,4% 1,1% 4,3% 3,9% 3,1% 12,7%
Adriatic NRD 0,2% 0,4% 0,5% 0,2% 0,2% 1,6%
Total 3,5% 11,4% 29.7% | 31,3% 24,0% 100,0%

25. The cost of mitigation (to reduce pollution levels in the atmosphere) of, and adaptation
(to implement strategies to limit the effects) to climate change should be exclusively
paid by the government

The majority of respondents from all pilot areas declare to be undecided about who should pay
the costs of mitigation and adaptation. Among those expressing a position, respondents from
Veneto, Friuli-Venezi a Giul i a, M&nirska€ountyapilotdare@s dbctare thit the
costs should not be paid only by the government. Respondents from Primorsko-Goranska County
and Puglia declare that the costs should be paid only by the government, while respondents from
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Neretva River Delta have the same percentage of respondents that think that only the government
has to pay to mitigate and adapt to climate change and respondents thinking that the costs should
be divided.

TABLE 71.
Macro area Pilot area S_trongly Disagree Undecided |Agree el Total
disagree Agree

VE 8,7% 11,3% 20,7% 9,7% 4,0% 54,3%

Northern Adriatic FVG 2,0% 2,7% 4,9% 2,0% 1,5% 13,0%
PG 0,0% 0,5% 1,3% 0,7% 0,4% 2,9%

Caiie AdlEe MA 1,7% 2,3% 3,3% 2,2% 1,3% 10,9%
GK 0,2% 1,1% 1,6% 0,6% 1,0% 4,5%

N B PU 1,0% 2,4% 3,7% 4,2% 1,5% 12,7%
outhern Adriatic NRD 0,2% 0,1% 07% | 01% | 04% | 1,6%

Total 13,8% 20,4% 36,2% 19,5% 10,0% 100,0%

26. The effectiveness of mitigation (to reduce pollution levels in the atmosphere) and
adaptation (to implement strategies to limit the effects) strategies also depend on
citizens®é engagement

Respondents from all pilot areas strongly believe in the importance to involve citizens in the
implementation of efficient mitigation and adaptation strategies.

TABLE 72.
Macro area Pilot area S_trongly Disagree Undecided |Agree Sy Total
disagree Agree

VE 0,2% 0,6% 3,4% 9,5% 40,5% 54,3%
Northern Adriatic FVG 0,1% 0,2% 0,2% 2,2% 10,2% 13,0%
PG 0,0% 0,0% 0,4% 0,9% 1,7% 2,9%
I MA 0,0% 0,0% 0,5% 2,1% 8,3% 10,9%

Centra Adriatic
GK 0,2% 0,1% 1,1% 1,3% 1,7% 4,5%
it AT PU 0,0% 0,0% 0,6% 2,2% 9,9% 12,7%
outhern Adriatic NRD 0,0% 0,0% 0,0% 02% | 1,3% | 1,6%
Total 0,6% 1,0% 6,2% 185% | 73,7% 100,0%

27. What habits do you consider useful to mitigate (to reduce pollution levels in the
atmosphere) climate change?

Respondents from all pilot areas consider recycle, reduce consumptions and the use of fuel and
electricity, and equip their houses with alternative energy systems useful to mitigate climate
change.
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TABLE 73.
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= D o |x 20 0 14
VE 0,6 | 28,0 38,1 44,6 | 45,1 40,7 35,6 38,5 1,7 0,1 0,4 | 0,7 54.4%
% % % % % % % % % % % % !
Northern 0,5 0 o 11,1 | 10,9 o 0 o 1,0 | 0,0 | 0,2 | 0,0 o
Adriatic FVG % 71% | 9,1% % % 8,8% | 8,0% | 9,2% % % % % 13,0%
0,0 0 0 0 0 0 0, 0 00| 00| 01| 0,0 0
PG % 1,0% | 2,0% | 2,1% | 2,0% | 2,1% | 2,0% | 2,2% % % % % 2,9%
0,0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 00|00/ 02| 0,0 0
Centra MA % 6,8% | 6,5% | 9,3% | 9.5% | 6,3% | 7,6% | 8,2% % % % % 10,9%
Adriatic . 0,2 0,1 0,0 0,1 | 0,0
GK % 2,2% | 3,1% | 3,4% | 2,9% | 4,3% | 2,7% | 3,7% % % % % 4,5%
0,0 10,8 | 11,1 021|01]| 06|01
Sour:her PU % 7,5% | 8,6% % % 8,4% | 8,5% | 8,7% % % % % 12,7%
! [ NR| 01 ) : 5 . ) ) 5| 00 [ 00| 00 | 00 )
Adriatic D % 0,7% | 1,0% | 1,2% | 1,1% | 1,1% | 0,9% | 1,2% % % % % 1,5%
Total 15| 533 | 683 | 826 | 826 | 716 | 652 | 71,7 | 31 | 0,2 | 1,7 | 0,9 | 100,0
% % % % % % % % % % % % %

28. What can you do, at the individual level, to prepare for climate related hazards?

Respondents from all pilot areas declared that they could lower the energy consumption in their
houses, and they can attend educational events to personally prepare to climate related hazards.
Only a very small percentage of respondents are not willing to change their habits.
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TABLE 74.
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VE 1,4% 10,5% 45,6% 27,9% 7,0% | 3,1% | 54,2%
'\lgrti';fir: FVG 1,0% 2,1% 10,6% 7,0% 1,7% | 0,9% | 13,1%
PG 0,0% 0,5% 2,2% 2,1% 04% | 02% | 3,0%
Centra MA 0,2% 2,2% 8,6% 7,0% 15% | 0,2% | 11,0%
Adriatic GK 0,4% 0,5% 3,5% 3,9% 0,2% | 0,1% | 4,6%
Southern PU 0,0% 0,7% 11,6% 8,5% 0,6% | 0,7% | 12,6%
Adriatic NRD 0,2% 0,2% 0,9% 0,7% 02% | 0,1% | 1,6%
Total 3,2% 16,8% 82,9% 57,0% 11,7% | 5,5% | 100,0%

29. Canyou list concrete steps that you and your family have taken to face climate change?

Respondents from all pilot areas affirm that they took actions to face climate change.

TABLE 75.
Macro area Pilot area Yes No Total
VE 51,3% 4,1% 55,4%
'\gfigfirg FVG 12,0% 1,1% 13,1%
PG 2,0% 0,4% 2,4%
Centra MA 10,2% 0,8% 11,0%
Adriatic GK 2.8% 0,8% 3,5%
Southern PU 12,1% 0,8% 12,9%
Adriatic NRD 1,4% 0,3% 1,6%
Total 91,7% 7.5% 100,0%

Personal profile of respondents

30. Gender

Respondents are mainly male. Female respondents are prevalent in Friuli-Venezia Giulia,

Primorsko-Gor ans k a
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TABLE 76.
Macro area | Pilot area Male Female | prefer not to answer Total
VE 41,3% 12,9% 0,2% 54,4%
Northern
Adriatic FVG 5,3% 7,1% 0,6% 13,0%
PG 1,1% 1,6% 0,1% 2,8%
Centra MA 5,5% 5,4% 0,0% 10,9%
Adriatic GK 2,2% 2,3% 0,0% 4,5%
Southern PU 6,5% 6,3% 0,0% 12,7%
Adriatic NRD 0,6% 0,7% 0,2% 1,6%
Total 62,5% 36,6% 1,2% 100,0%
31. Age

The majority of respondents from all pilot areas are aged between 55 and 64 years, 45 and 54
years, and 35 and 44 years.

TABLE 77.
Macro |.. <18 18-24 2534 35-44 4554 55-64 > 64
e | llErE years years years years years years years etz
orth VE 0,1% 3.2% 7.6% 11,0% 11,8% 13,2% 75% | 54,4%
A%rrti afir: FVG 0,4% 1,3% 3,6% 2,2% 2,8% 2.1% 05% | 12,9%
PG 0,0% 0,5% 0,5% 1,1% 0,6% 0.2% 0.0% | 2.9%
Centra MA 0,0% 1,0% 1,7% 2.5% 2.3% 1,6% 1,8% | 10,9%
Adriatic [ GK 0,0% 0,1% 0,6% 0,4% 1,0% 2.2% 0.2% | 4.5%
Southern |__PU 0,4% 1,1% 2,5% 2,.9% 2,6% 2.7% 0,6% | 12,7%
Adriatic | NRD 0,0% 0,5% 0,7% 0,4% 0,0% 0,0% 0,0% | 1,6%
Total 0,9% 7.7% 17.2% 20,5% 21,1% 221% | 10,7% |100,0%

33. How long have you lived there?

The majority of the respondents declare they lived in their municipality for more than 20 years.

TABLE 78.

Macro area

Pilot area

<5years

5-10 years

11-15 years

16-20 years

> 20 years Total

VE

0,7%

1,4%

0,5%

1,4%

50,4% 54,4%
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Northern FVG 0,7% 0,7% 1,2% 0,7% 9,5% 12,9%
Adriatic PG 0,2% 0,4% 0,0% 0,6% 1,7% 3,0%
Centra MA 0,4% 1,2% 0,4% 1,0% 7,9% 10,9%
Adriatic GK 0,1% 0,0% 0,0% 0,4% 4,1% 4,6%
Southern PU 0,6% 0,4% 0,5% 1,0% 10,2% 12,7%
Adriatic NRD 0,0% 0,0% 0,0% 0,1% 1,5% 1,6%
Total 2,8% 4,1% 2,6% 5,2% 85,3% 100,0%

34. Do you feel integrated in your community?

Respondents from all pilot areas declare to feel integrated in the community which they belong
to.

TABLE 79.

Macro area | Pilot area Yes No | donot Iprg;irv\?;t 2 Total
o VE 43,3% 4,5% 3,1% 3,6% 54,4%
A%rrtiafircn FVG 9,6% 1,5% 1,1% 0,9% 13,0%

PG 2,0% 0,4% 0,4% 0,2% 2,9%
Centra MA 8,7% 1,2% 1,0% 0,0% 10,9%
Adriatic GK 3,9% 0,1% 0,4% 0,0% 4,4%
Southern PU 10,0% 0,6% 1,1% 1,0% 12,7%
Adriatic NRD 1,3% 0,0% 0,1% 0,1% 1,6%
Total 78,8% 8,3% 7.1% 5,8% 100,0%

35. How far from the coast do you live?

Most of the respondents from the Croatian side of the Adriatic declare to live close to the coast
(less than 200 m), while most of the respondents from the Italian side of the Adriatic declare they
live far from the coast (more than 1000 m), although in a coastal Muniipality
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TABLE 80.

Macro area| Pilotarea | <200 m | 200-1000 m | >1000m | | donot I prg;irv\?eort e Total
North VE 4,3% 1,6% 45,9% 1,6% 1,0% 54,3%
A‘:jrria‘t*irc” FVG 1,5% 3,5% 7,0% 1,0% 0,0% 13,0%

PG 2,2% 0,2% 0,5% 0,0% 0,0% 2,9%
Centra MA 1,5% 4,0% 5,3% 0,1% 0,0% 10,9%
Adriatic GK 2,1% 2,2% 0,2% 0,0% 0,0% 4,5%
Southern PU 2,0% 4,0% 6,5% 0,2% 0,0% 12,7%
Adriatic NRD 0,9% 0,6% 0,1% 0,0% 0,0% 1,6%
Total 14,3% 16,3% 65,5% 2,9% 1,0% 100,0%

36. What is the highest level of education you have completed?

The majority of the respondents of all pilot areas declare they have a University degree or a
diploma of Secondary Education.

TABLE 81.
Macro area| Pilot area| Primary | Middle | Secondary | University degree | | prefer not to answer | Total
Northern VE 4,3% 1,6% 45,9% 1,6% 1,0% 54,3%
Adriatic FVG 0,0% 0,9% 3,8% 8,0% 0,4% 13,0%
PG 0,5% 0,9% 0,1% 1,5% 0,0% 2,9%

o, MA 0,0% | 0,4% 4,8% 5,8% 0,0% 10,9%
Adriatic GK 0,0% 0,0% 1,5% 3,1% 0,0% 4,5%
Southern PU 0,0% 1,1% 4,0% 7,6% 0,0% 12,7%
Adriatic NRD 04% | 0,1% 0,0% 1,0% 0,1% 1,6%

Total 0,9% 6,4% 37,2% 54,6% 1,0% 100,0%

37. What is your profession?

The majority of respondents of all pilot areas declare to be scientist or expert, technician and
administrative worker.
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TABLE 82.
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c VE |2,3%(12,4% | 8,2% | 6,5% |5,9% |[4,1% |0,4% | 1,0% | 1,0% | 3,1% | 3,0% | 5,4% | 0,5% | 53,8%
= £
QO =
§_§ FVG [0,3% | 3,5% | 1,3% | 1,6% [1,8% |0,5% |0,0% | 0,4% |[0,1% | 1,9% | 1,3% | 0,5% | 0,0% | 13,0%
o
=z <
PG |0,0%| 1,3% | 0,3% | 0,3% |0,4%|0,3%|0,1% | 0,1% | 0,1% | 0,1% | 0,0% | 0,0% | 0,0% | 2,9%
S% MA [0,0%| 2,9% | 1,8% | 1,6% [0,8% |0,4%|0,1% |0,3% |0,3% |[0,4% |1,1%|1,5%|0,1% | 11,2%
(= o=
5 [
O< GK [0,0%| 3,6% | 0,1% | 0,3% |0,0% |0,0% |0,1% | 0,0% | 0,1% | 0,0% | 0,1% | 0,0% | 0,0% | 4,4%
q%% PU [0,8% | 4,0% | 1,4% | 1,9% |0,5%|1,1%|0,1% | 0,8% | 0,3% | 0,8% | 1,0% | 0,4% | 0,1% | 13,0%
-C —
55
((/3)< NRD | 0,5% | 0,4% | 0,1% | 0,1% |0,0% | 0,0% | 0,1% | 0,0% | 0,0% | 0,4% | 0,0% | 0,0% | 0,0% | 1,6%
Total 3,8% | 28,1% | 13,0% | 12,3% | 9,3% [ 6,4% | 1,0% | 2,5% | 1,9% | 6,6% | 6,5% | 7,8% | 0,8% | 100,0%

38. Will climate change impact your job?

The majority of respondents from all pilot areas agree that climate change will impact their job.
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TABLE 83.
Macro area |Pilot area] Yes No | donét | prefer not to answer Total
VE 28,6% 11,4% 13,2% 1,2% 54,4%
“/L%r:i';firc'r‘ FVG 7.2% 3.1% 2,6% 0,1% 13,0%
PG 1,3% 0,4% 1,2% 0,0% 2,9%
Centra MA 6,0% 1,7% 2,7% 0,5% 10,9%
Adriatic GK 2,5% 0,9% 1,1% 0,0% 4,4%
Southern PU 6,1% 2,5% 4,0% 0,1% 12,7%
Adriatic NRD 0,7% 0,2% 0,5% 0,1% 1,6%
Total 52,3% 20,1% 25,4% 2,1% 100,0%

39. What is your nationality?

All respondents from the Italian pilot areas declare to be Italian or prefer not to answer. All the
respondents from the Croatian pilot areas declare to be Croatian or prefer not to answer, with
the exception of the Primorsko-Goranska County pilot area, where a small percentage of

respondents is Italian.

TABLE 84.
Macro area | Pilot area Croatian Italian | prefer not to answer Total
VE 0,0% 54,6% 0,1% 54,7%
Northern
Adriatic FVG 0,0% 12,8% 0,2% 13,1%
PG 2,6% 0,1% 0,1% 2,8%
Centra MA 0,0% 11,0% 0,0% 11,0%
Adriatic GK 4,1% 0,0% 0,0% 4,1%
Southern PU 0,0% 12,6% 0,2% 12,8%
Adriatic NRD 1,5% 0,0% 0,1% 1,6%
Total 8,1% 91,0% 0,9% 100,0%

40. Are you the owner of the house where you live?

There is a difference between Croatian and Italian respondents when asking if they own the house
where they live. Italian respondents declare that they are mostly owners of the house where they
live, while Croatian respondents declare they mostly do not own the house where they live.
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TABLE 85.
Macro area | Pilot area Yes No | prefer not to answer Total
VE 38,9% 14,0% 1,6% 54,5%
Northern
Adriatic FVG 7.1% 5,3% 0,6% 13,0%
PG 1,0% 1,8% 0,1% 2,9%
Centra MA 7,4% 3,6% 0,0% 10,9%
Adriatic GK 3,4% 0,9% 0,0% 4,3%
Southern PU 9,1% 3,7% 0,0% 12,8%
Adriatic NRD 0,6% 0,9% 0,1% 1,6%
Total 67,5% 30,1% 2,5% 100,0%

41. Total family income bracket

Respondents from almost all pilot areas declare they have an income bracket mostly between

1500140

and 3000u. Onl y r &sraneka Goaimtytpdot afea deatareRhey mo r s k |

have an income bracket mostly between 0 and 150000.

TABLE 86.

Macro area|Pilot area| 0-1 5 0 0| 15001-3 0 0 0| 30001-4 0 0 O[> 4 0 0| | prefer not to answer | Total
N_— VE 3,7% 17,0% 13,1% 10,9% 9,8% 54,5%
A%rrtia‘t*irg FVG 1,4% 3,7% 2,1% 2,6% 3.3% 13,0%

PG 1,2% 1,0% 0,2% 0,0% 0,5% 2,9%
Centra MA 1,6% 4,1% 2,2% 1,8% 1,2% 10,9%
Adriatic GK 1,5% 2,1% 0,6% 0,0% 0,0% 4,2%

Southern PU 2,0% 4,3% 2,5% 1,0% 3,1% 12,8%

Adriatic NRD 0,4% 0,6% 0,0% 0,0% 0,6% 1,6%
Total 11,7% 32,7% 20,8% 16,3% 18,6% 100,0%

42. Do you have children?

The majority of respondents from all pilot areas declare they do not have children.
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TABLE 87.
Macro Pilot areal No Yes, 0-6 Yes, 7-17 Yes, over 18 | prefer not to Total
area years years years answer
North VE 26,0% 4,7% 6,8% 16,0% 1,5% 55,0%
A%rria(:irg FVG | 6,6% 1,5% 1,9% 2,6% 0,6% 13,1%
PG 1,5% 0,7% 0,6% 0,0% 0,1% 3,0%
S MA | 42% 1,4% 2,0% 2,5% 0,1% 10,1%
Adriatic GK 1,9% 0,1% 0,6% 1,7% 0,0% 4,3%
Southern| PU 6,9% 1,5% 1,6% 2,5% 0,4% 12,9%
Adriatic | NRD | 0,7% 0,6% 0,0% 0,0% 0,2% 1,6%
Total 47,8% 10,5% 13,5% 25,2% 3,0% 100,0%

Intercultural analysis

43. 1. In choosing an ideal job (disregarding your present job), how important would it be
to you to have sufficient time for your personal or home life

Croatian respondents declare it is very important to have free time when choosing an ideal job,

while Italian respondents declare it is of utmost importance.

TABLE 88.
. " of utmost very of moderate of little of very little or no
hatenzl gy importance important importance importance importance Ueial
Croatian 2,4% 2,7% 1,3% 0,8% 1,3% 8,5%
Italian 31,0% 21,1% 15,4% 11,5% 12,5% 91,5%
Total 33,5% 23,8% 16,7% 12,2% 13,8% 100,0%

43. 2. In choosing an ideal job (disregarding your present job), how important would it be
to you to have a boss (direct superior) you can respect

Croatian and Italian respondents declare it is very important to have a boss they respect when
choosing their ideal job.

TABLE 89.
Nationality _of utmost ~very (_)f moderate _ of little of very little or no Total
importance important importance importance importance
Croatian 2,3% 2,7% 1,2% 0,9% 1,3% 8,5%
Italian 22, 7% 27,7% 18,5% 12,0% 10,6% 91,5%
Total 25,1% 30,4% 19,7% 12,9% 11,9% 100,0%

43. 3. In choosing an ideal job (disregarding your present job), how important would it be

to you to get recognition for good performance
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Croatian respondents declare it is very important to get recognition for good performance when
choosing their ideal job, while Italian respondents declare it is of utmost importance.

TABLE 90.
: g of utmost very of moderate of little of very little or no
Rl sy importance important importance importance importance oicl
Croatian 2,2% 2,3% 2,1% 0,8% 1,0% 8,4%
Italian 27,1% 23,7% 16,3% 12,8% 11,7% 91,6%
Total 29,3% 26,0% 18,4% 13,6% 12,7% 100,0%

43. 4. In choosing an ideal job (disregarding your present job), how important would it be
to you to have security of employment

Both Croatian and Italian respondents declare that it is of utmost importance to have security of
employment when choosing their ideal job.

TABLE 91.
. . of utmost very of moderate of little of very little or no
Rt emEl gy importance important importance importance importance et
Croatian 3,9% 1,4% 0,8% 1,0% 1,4% 8,5%
Italian 35,5% 19,0% 11,5% 10,0% 15,4% 91,5%
Total 39,4% 20,5% 12,3% 11,0% 16,8% 100,0%

43.5. In choosing an ideal job (disregarding your present job), how important would it be
to you to have pleasant people to work with

Croatian respondents declare it is very important to have pleasant cowoekers when choosing

their ideal job, while Italian respondents declare is utmost important.

TABLE 92.
. . of utmost very of moderate of little of very little or no
Rt emEl gy importance important importance importance importance et
Croatian 2,6% 2, 7% 0,9% 1,0% 1,0% 8,3%
Italian 27,5% 23,6% 16,0% 12,6% 11,9% 91,7%
Total 30,1% 26,4% 16,9% 13,6% 13,0% 100,0%

43.6. In choosing an ideal job (disregarding your present job), how important would it be
to you to do ajob that is interesting

Croatian respondents declare it is utmost important to do a job that is interesting when choosing

their ideal job, while Italian respondents declare it is very important.
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TABLE 93.
Nationality _of utmost ~very c_)f moderate _ of little of very little or no Total
importance important importance importance importance
Croatian 2,9% 1,8% 1,0% 1,3% 1,3% 8,4%
Italian 19,7% 27,2% 22,5% 12,9% 9,3% 91,6%
Total 22,6% 29,0% 23,5% 14,2% 10,6% 100,0%

43.7.In choosing an ideal job (disregarding your present job), how important would it be
to you to be consulted by your boss in decisions involving your work

Croatian respondents declare it is utmost important to be consulted by their boss in decisions
involving their work when choosing their ideal job, while Italian respondents declare it is very

important.
TABLE 94.
Nationalit of utmost very of moderate of little of very little or no Total
y importance important importance importance importance
Croatian 2,9% 1,8% 1,0% 1,3% 1,3% 8,4%
Italian 19,7% 27,2% 22,5% 12,9% 9,3% 91,6%
Total 22,6% 29,0% 23,5% 14,2% 10,6% 100,0%

43.8. In choosing an ideal job (disregarding your present job), how important would it be

to you to live in a desirable area

Croatian and Italian respondents declare that it is of utmost importance to live in desirable area
when choosing their ideal job.

TABLE 95.
Nationality| of utmost ~very (_)f moderate _ of little of very little or no Total
importance important importance importance importance
Croatian 4,4% 1,0% 0,7% 1,0% 1,3% 8,5%
Italian 25,1% 22,6% 20,9% 12,6% 10,3% 91,5%
Total 29,5% 23,7% 21,6% 13,7% 11,6% 100,0%

43.9. In choosing an ideal job (disregarding your present job), how important would it be
to you to have a job respected by your family and friends

Croatian and ltalian respondents declare that it is of moderate importance to choose a job
respected by family and friends.
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TABLE 96.
Nationality _of utmost ~very c_)f moderate _ of little of v_eryllttle or no Total
importance important importance importance importance
Croatian 1,2% 2,2% 2,5% 1,7% 0,9% 8,4%
Italian 16,8% 25,8% 27,4% 14,5% 7,0% 91,6%
Total 17,9% 28,1% 29,9% 16,2% 7,9% 100,0%

43.10. In choosing an ideal job (disregarding your present job), how important would it be
to you to have chances for promotion

Croatian respondents declare that in choosing an ideal job is very important to have the possibility
to be promoted, while Italian respondents declare that such chance is of moderate importance.

TABLE 97.
Nationality| of utmost ~very (_)f moderate _ of little of very little or no Total
importance important importance importance importance
Croatian 2,2% 2,3% 1,3% 0,8% 1,8% 8,5%
Italian 17,4% 25,1% 27,6% 13,4% 7,9% 91,5%
Total 19,7% 27,5% 28,9% 14,2% 9,8% 100,0%

44. 1. In your private life, how important is to you keeping time free for fun

Croatian respondents declare that having time for fun is very important, while Italian respondents

declare that having free time is of utmost importance.

TABLE 98.
. n of utmost very of moderate of little of very little or no
el importance important importance importance importance Vil
Croatian 2,4% 2,7% 1,3% 0,8% 1,3% 8,5%
Italian 31,0% 21,1% 15,4% 11,5% 12,5% 91,5%
Total 33,5% 23,8% 16,7% 12,2% 13,8% 100,0%

44.2. In your private life, how important is to you moderation (having few desires)

Croatian respondents declare that moderation is very important, while Italian respondents declare
that moderation is of moderate importance.
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TABLE 99.
Nationality _of utmost ~very c_)f moderate _ of little of very little or no Total
importance important importance importance importance
Croatian 1,8% 3,0% 1,7% 1,4% 0,5% 8,4%
Italian 14,7% 26,3% 29,1% 15,0% 6,5% 91,6%
Total 16,6% 29,2% 30,8% 16,4% 7,0% 100,0%

44. 3. In your private life, how important is to you doing a service to a friend

Both Croatian and Italian

respondents declare that doing a service to a friend is of utmost

importance.
TABLE 100.
. . of utmost very of moderate of little of very little or no
Nl importance important importance importance importance e
Croatian 4,4% 1,5% 0,3% 0,9% 1,4% 8,5%
Italian 32,6% 21,7% 14,9% 10,0% 12,2% 91,5%
Total 37,0% 23,3% 15,2% 10,9% 13,6% 100,0%

44. 4. In your private life, how important is to you thrift (not spending more than needed)

Croatian and Italian respondents consider very important not spending more than needed.

TABLE 101.
: g of utmost very of moderate of little of very little or no
NETer ey importance important importance importance importance Vil
Croatian 0,8% 3,1% 2,3% 1,5% 0,8% 8,5%
Italian 21,2% 30,7% 20,7% 11,0% 8,0% 91,5%
Total 22,0% 33,8% 23,0% 12,6% 8,7% 100,0%
45, How often do you feel nervous?
Croatian and Italian respondents declare that they sometimes feel nervous.
TABLE 102.
Nationality Never Rarely Sometimes Often Always Total
Croatian 0,1% 1,1% 5,2% 1,7% 0,3% 8,4%
Italian 2,4% 18,8% 41,3% 24,5% 4,6% 91,6%
Total 2,6% 19,9% 46,5% 26,2% 4,9% 100,0%
46. Are you a happy person?
Croatians and lItalian respondents declare that they often feel happy.
TABLE 103.
[ Nationality | Never | Rarely | Sometimes | Often Always | Total |
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Croatian 0,0% 0,3% 1,8% 5,0% 1,4% 8,4%
Italian 0,6% 7,8% 29,8% 44 1% 9,3% 91,6%
Total 0,6% 8,0% 31,5% 49,0% 10,7% 100,0%

47. Do other people or circumstances ever prevent you from doing what you really want

to?

Croatian and Italian respondents agree that sometimes other people or circumstances prevent
them from doing what they really want.

TABLE 104.
Nationality Never Rarely Sometimes Often Always Total
Croatian 0,5% 1,5% 3,8% 2,3% 0,3% 8,5%
Italian 3,7% 12,9% 38,4% 32,8% 3,7% 91,5%
Total 4,2% 14,5% 42,3% 35,1% 4,0% 100,0%
48. All in all, how would you describe your state of health these days?
Croatian and Italian respondents declare to have a good state of health.
TABLE 105.
Nationality Very poor Poor Normal Good Very good Total
Croatian 0,0% 0,1% 1,8% 4,4% 2,2% 8,5%
Italian 0,1% 2,9% 21,4% 41,8% 25,3% 91,5%
Total 0,1% 3,1% 23,2% 46,2% 27,4% 100,0%

49. How proud are you to be a citizen of your country?

Croatian respondents declare to be very proud of being part of their country, while Italian
respondents declare to be neutral.

TABLE 106.
Nationality Not proud at all Little proud Neutral Quite proud Very proud Total
Croatian 0,4% 0,6% 2,2% 2,3% 2,8% 8,4%
Italian 5,9% 12,0% 28,1% 27,2% 18,4% 91,6%
Total 6,3% 12,6% 30,3% 29,6% 21,2% 100,0%

50. How often, in your experience, are subordinates afraid to contradict their boss (or
students their teacher)?

Croatian and Italian respondents agree that subordinates are often afraid to contradict their boss.

TABLE 107.

[ Nationality |

Never |

Rarely |

Sometimes

Often

| Always

Total
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Croatian 0,1% 0,5% 2,3% 4,2% 1,3% 8,5%
Italian 0,4% 4,8% 23,0% 48,8% 14,5% 91,5%
Total 0,5% 5,3% 25,3% 53,1% 15,8% 100,0%

51. One can be a good manager without having a precise answer to every question that a
subordinate may raise about his or her work

Croatian and Italian respondents agree that one can be a good manager even without knowing
all the answers for questions that subordinates may raise.

TABLE 108.
Nationality Strongly agree Disagree Undecided Agree Strongly agree Total
Croatian 0,0% 1,0% 1,7% 3,6% 2,2% 8,5%
Italian 4,7% 10,8% 24,7% 33,8% 17,5% 91,5%
Total 4,7% 11,8% 26,4% 37,4% 19,7% 100,0%
52. Persistent efforts are the surest way to results
Croatian and Italian respondents agree that persistent efforts lead to results.
TABLE 109.
Nationality (‘j’lt;gg?g Disagree Undecided Agree |Strongly agree Total
Croatian 0,1% 0,4% 1,9% 3,2% 2,8% 8,5%
Italian 2,8% 6,1% 22,7% 37,7% 22,1% 91,5%
Total 3,0% 6,5% 24,7% 41,0% 24,9% 100,0%

53. An organization structure in which certain subordinates have two bosses should be
avoided at all cost

Croatian and Italian respondents declare they are undecided when asked whether in
organizations subordinates should have two bosses.
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TABLE 110.
: g Strongly . .
Nationality disagree Disagree Undecided Agree Strongly agree Total
Croatian 0,5% 0,5% 2,9% 2,5% 2,2% 8,6%
Italian 5,6% 10,5% 28,7% 23,5% 23,1% 91,4%
Total 6,1% 11,0% 31,6% 26,0% 25,3% 100,0%

54 A companyds or organizati onosnotrevehwelseenthdhoul d not
employee thinks breaking the rule would be in the organization's best interest

Croatian and Italian respondents declare to be undecided when asked whether organization rules
should ever be broken.

TABLE 111.
Nationality 3223?&; Disagree Undecided Agree Strongly agree Total
Croatian 0,4% 1,8% 3,5% 2,2% 0,6% 8,6%
Italian 12,7% 17,9% 34,0% 16,9% 10,0% 91,4%

Total 13,1% 19,7% 37,5% 19,1% 10,6% 100,0%

Comparative analysis

1. Arepeople living closer to the coast more concerned about the effects and
management of climate change in their own territory than people living further away?

The perception about the effects in the territory is high for stakeholders of all pilot areas,
neutrality and less concern are shown by stakeholders living farther form the coast.

European Regional Development Fund

107



( iiterrey
Italy - Croatia

( RESPONSe

EUROPEAN UNION

TABLE 112.
4. SPECIFICALLY, THE TERRITORY WHERE
YOU LIVE IS AFFECTED BY CLIMATE CHANGE
. Not g g Very
Macro area| Pilot area at all Little | Neutral | Quite " Total
<200 m 0,2% | 0,2% - 2,0% | 54% | 7,9%
35. HOW 200-1000 m - 102% | 02% | 05% | 2,0% | 2,9%
FAR FROM
THE COAST > 1000 m 0,9% | 1,6% | 8,6% |35,8% | 37,6% | 84,5%
VE DO YOU
LIVE? I donot - - 0,9% | 1,1% | 0,9% | 2,9%
| prefer not to ) o ) o o o
answer 0,2% 0,5% | 1,1% | 1,8%
Total 1,1% | 2,3% | 9,7% |39,9% | 47,1% | 100,0%
<200 m - 109% | 1,9% | 57% | 2,8% | 11,3%
35. HOW
’\/'&rrtigfiré‘ FAR FROM 200-1000 m - |2,8% | 3,8% |10,4% | 10,4% | 27,4%
THE COAST
FVG DO YOU > 1000 m 1,9% | 3,8% | 15,1% |18,9% | 14,2% | 53,8%
LIVE?
| donot - - - 2,8% 4.7% 7,5%
Total 1,9% | 7,5% | 20,8% |37,7% | 32,1% | 100,0%
35. HOW <200 m ) - 4,2% | 33,3% | 37,5% | 75,0%
FAR FROM -
THE COAST 200-1000 m 8,3% - - - 8,3%
PG DO YOU
LIVE? > 1000 m - 83% | 4,2% | 42% | 16,7%
Total - i 12,5% | 37,5% | 41,7% | 100,0%
<200 m i - 22% | 45% | 6,7% | 13,5%
35. HOW -
EFAR FROM 200-1000 m 1,1% | 45% |12,4% | 19,1% | 37,1%
THE COAST -
MA DO YOU > 1000 m - 83% | 42% | 42% | 16,7%
Central LIVE?
Adriatic R -
| donot - 1,1% - - 1,1%
Total i 10,1% | 36,0% | 52,8% | 100,0%
SK Fif’é ';gé’)vM <200 m T 1 27% | 135% |243%| 54% | 459%
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THE COAST -
DO YOU 200-1000 m 54% | 10,8% |[27,0% | 54% | 48,6%
LIVE? -
> 1000 m - 5,4% - - 5,4%
Total - i 29,7% |51,4% | 10,8% | 100,0%
<200m i - 38% | 6,7% | 4,8% | 15,4%
35. HOW -
FAR FROM 200-1000 m 1,0 | 29% |13,5% | 14,4% | 31,7%
THE COAST -
PU DO YOU >1000 m 2,9% | 7,7% |16,3% | 24,0% | 51,0%
LIVE?
I dondt i - - 1,9% - 1,9%
Southern Total - © | 14.4% | 38,5% | 43,3% | 100,0%
Adriatic
35. HOW <200 m S| 7T% | 7,7% - | 385% | 53,8%
FAR FROM -
THE COAST 200-1000 m - 15,4% | 7,7% | 15,4% | 38,5%
NRD DO YOU
LIVE? > 1000 m - - - 77% | 7,7%
Total - i 23,1% | 7,7% | 61,5% | 100,0%

In all pilot areas, residents that live closer to the coast perceive as potentially impacted by
climate change the sectors more related to the environmental sphere, whereas the concern of
the residents that live farther from the coast is more distributed between the environmental and
the human sphere.

TABLE 113.

5. WHICH OF THE FOLLOWING SECTORS ARE IMPACTED THE MOST?
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) 1 L - - - - - - - - - - 0
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2 % | % | % | % | % | % | % | % | % | % | % | % %
=
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Dl m [ % | % | % | % |%|%|%|%]|%]|%]|%]|% %
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12886 30,8 (231|154 |154 | 7,7 (154|154 | 7,7 [154| 7,7 | 154 [23,1| _ | 385
0L % | % | % || % | % | % | % | %% | % | % %
> 77 | 7.7 77 | 7.7
1000 | - | G 5| - S G RO ; ; - ; - 7.7%
m
Total | 615 | 76,9 | 538 [23,1[ 154 53,8 [ 385 [ 53,8 [ 30,8 | 30,8 | 23,1 [462 | _ | 1000
% | % | % | % | % | % | % | % | % | % | % | % %

In all pilot areas, for residents that live closer to the coast sea level rise is the most important
effect expected in the territory, while residents that live farther from the coast consider sea level
rise less or consider it as important as other possible effects.

TABLE 114.

6. IN THE LONG-TERM (OVER 5 YEARS), WHAT CHANGES DO YOU EXPECT IN
YOUR TERRITORY?
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Total 50,5|80,6(30,1|359(64,1|70,9|61,2|43,7|69,9|466]252]|262]|602]| | 100,
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2. Are peopleliving near the coast more concerned about the effects that climate change
has on their territory than those of other natural phenomena?

It does not seem that respondents living closer to the coast in all pilot areas feel that climatic
hazards are more relevant than other natural hazards or not natural hazards in their territory.
The only pilot areas where climatic hazards are considered relevant for people that live closer
to the coast are Primorsko-Go r an s k a Co u nkninska @Gaunty ilotsreas.
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TABLE 115.
19. WHAT ARE THE MAIN HAZARDS (NOT
ONLY CLIMATE RELATED) IN YOUR
TERRITORY?
. . Not Not
Macro area | Pilot area Climate Sliaie natural Total
<200m 2,9% 4,8% 0,5% 8,1%
25, HOW FAR 200-1000 m 1,0% 1,7% 0,5% 3,1%
Egﬁ'\é'Tng > 1000 m 30,5% 36,0% | 17.4% | 84,0%
Vs YOU LIVE? X
| donot 0,5% 1,7% 0,7% 2,9%
' prg;irv\;‘eort © 1,0% 0,.2% 0.7% 1,9%
Total 35,8% 44.4% | 19,8% | 100,0%
<200m 4,0% 7,9% ; 11,9%
'\A%rrtigfirg 3'5:-R"é)OMWTFH’ER 200-1000 m 6.9% 188% | 1.0% | 26.7%
COAST DO
> m ,070 , (70 , 970 ,070
FVG o UV 1000 19,8% 26,7% 6,9% 53,5%
| donot 6,9% 1,0% ; 7,.9%
Total 37,6% 54,5% 7,.9% | 100,0%
s HOW FAR <200m 26,3% 21,1% | 31,6% | 78,9%
EFc{)g'\sATng 200-1000 m - - 105% | 10,5%
PG YOU LIVE?
> 1000 m - 10,5% ; 10,5%
Total 26,3% 31,6% | 42,1% | 100,0%
<200m - 12,5% 1,1% 13,6%
35F-RHOOMWTFHAER 200-1000 m 5,7% 205% | 102% | 36,4%
COAST DO
central MA YOU LIVE? >1000 m 102% | 31,8% | 68% | 489%
| dondt - ; 1,1% 1,1%
Total 15,9% 64,8% | 19,3% | 100,0%
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5 HOW FAR <200 m 23,3% 6,7% 13,3% | 43,3%
(F:Féi'\s"TTE'g 200-1000 m 10,0% 10,0% | 30,0% | 50,0%
SK YOU LIVE?
> 1000 m - 6,7% ; 6,7%
Total 33,3% 233% | 43,3% | 100,0%
<200 m 4,3% 7,4% 5,3% 17,0%
35;R'?)OMWTFHAER 200-1000 m 11,7% 10,6% 7,4% 29,8%
COAST DO
PU kol > 1000 m 19,1% 213% | 10,6% | 51,1%
| donot 1,1% ; 1,1% 2,1%
Southern Total 36,2% 39,4% 245% | 100,0%
Adriatic otal 2% 4% 5% ,0%
s HOW FAR <200 m 16,7% 25,0% 8,3% 50,0%
Egi'\s”'Tng 200-1000 m ; 16,7% | 250% | 41.7%
NRD YOU LIVE?
> 1000 m - ; 8,3% 8,3%
Total 16,7% 41,7% | 41,7% | 100,0%

It seems that people living closer to the coast in all pilot areas are not concerned for climate
related risks more than for other risks in their territory. The only pilot areas in which people that
live closer to the coast are more concerned for climatic risks are Veneto Friuli-Venezia Giulia
and Marche pilot areas.
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TABLE 116.
20. CLIMATE RISKS ARE BECOMING MORE IMPORTANT
THAN OTHERS IN YOUR TERRITORY
Macro area Z;Ieoat gggg?el)e/ Disagree | Undecided | Agree Sggrr;%ly Total
<200 m 0,2% 0,9% 0,7% 27% | 34% | 7,9%
35. HOW
FAR 200-1000 m 0,2% 0,2% 0,5% 11% | 0,9% | 2,9%
FROM
THE > 1000 m 2,5% 7,2% 23,4% |31,1% | 20,3% | 84,5%
VE COAST
DSJE%U I donét - - 1,6% 0,7% | 0,7% | 2,9%
' prg;‘?srwneort fo ; . 07% | 05%| 07% | 1,8%
Total 2,9% 8,3% 26,8% |36,0% | 25,9% |100,0%
35 HOW <200 m 0,9% 0,9% 3,8% 38% | 1,9% | 11,3%
FAR
’\A%frti';firg FROM 200-1000 m 1,9% 3,8% 123% | 3,8% | 57% | 27,4%
THE
FVG | COAST > 1000 m 1,9% 8,5% 255% | 14,2%| 3,8% | 53,8%
DO YOU
LIVE? | donot - 0,9% 09% | 57% - 7,5%
Total 4,7% 14,2% 425% |27,4%| 11,3% |100,0%
_HOW
35,: Ag <200 m 4,2% 4,2% 25,0% |25,0%| 16,7% | 75,0%
FROM
THE 200-1000 m - 4,2% 4,2% - - 8,3%
PG COAST
DSJEQ)U > 1000 m - 8,3% 8,3% - - 16,7%
Total 4,2% 16,7% 375% |25,0%| 16,7% |100,0%
35. HOW <200 m 1,1% - 3,4% - 9,0% | 13,5%
FAR
FROM 200-1000 m - - 19,1% |11,2%| 6,7% | 37,1%
THE
A MA COAST > 1000 m 1,1% 4,5% 225% |10,1% | 10,1% | 48,3%
DO YOU
it
driatic LIVE? | donot - ; 1,1% ; ; 1,1%
Total 2,2% 4,5% 46,1% |21,3%| 25,8% |100,0%
SK 35#22‘” <200 m 2,7% 5,4% 16,2% | 18,9% | 2,7% | 45,9%
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FROM
THE 200-1000 m 5,4% 10,8% 54% |27,0% - 48,6%
COAST
DO YOU > 1000 m - - 2,7% 2,7% - 5,4%
LIVE?
Total 8,1% 16,2% 243% |48,6%| 2,7% |100,0%
B M <200 m - 1,0% 6,7% 48% | 2,9% | 15,4%
FAR
FROM 200-1000 m 1,0% - 11,5% |12,5%| 6,7% | 31,7%
THE
PU COAST > 1000 m 1,0% 1,9% 26,0% |14,4%| 7,7% | 51,0%
DO YOU
LIVE? | donot - ; 1,0% | 1,0% - 1,9%
?&’é’rtigfi::“ Total 1,9% 2,9% 452% |32,7%| 17,3% |100,0%
35. HOW
FAR <200 m 7, 7% 7,7% 30,8% - 7,7% | 53,8%
FROM
THE 200-1000 m - 23,1% 15,4% - - 38,5%
NRD COAST
DS\;(EQ)U > 1000 m - - 7,7% - - 7,7%
Total 7.7% 30,8% 53,8% - 7,7% |100,0%

3. Do people feel that climate changes have effects

lifestyle?

on their territory and on their

In all pilot areas stakeholders that strongly believe that the Adriatic basin is affected by climate
change also strongly believe that their territory is affected by climate change. Only in Veneto
pilot area 0,9% of respondents declare that both the Adriatic basin and the territory where they
live is not affected by climate change.
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TABLE 117.
3. SEA AND COASTS OF THE ADRIATIC REGION ARE
AFFECTED BY CLIMATE CHANGE
Pilot - 3 Very
Macro area| S Not at all Little | Neutral | Quite " Total
4 Not at all 0,9% 0,2% - - - 1,1%
SPECIFICALLY, .
THE Little - 0,7% | 05% | 0,9% | 0,2% 2,3%
TERRITORY
WHERE YOU Neutral - 0,7% 2,5% 3,4% 3,2% 9,7%
VE LIVE IS
AFFECTED BY Quite - - 11% | 16,4% | 22,3% | 39,9%
CLIMATE
S Very much - 0,2% - 5,2% 41, 7% 47,1%
Total 0,9% 1,8% 4,1% 25,9% | 67,3% 100,0%
4 Not at all - 0,9% 0,9% - - 1,9%
SPECIFICALLY, ]
THE Little - 1,9% | 47% | 0,9% - 7,5%
TERRITORY
'\L%rrtig‘fircn WHERE YOU Neutral - - 57% | 10,4% | 4,7% | 20,8%
EVG LIVE IS
AFFECTED BY Quite - - - 245% | 132% | 37,7%
CLIMATE
Cres Very much - - - 0,9% 31,1% 32,1%
Total - 2,8% | 11,3% | 36,8% | 49,1% 100,0%
4 Little - - 8,3% - - 8,3%
SPECIFICALLY, ' 270
THE
TERRITORY Neutral - - 4,2% 4,2% 4,2% 12,5%
WHERE YOU
PG LIVE IS Quite - - 4,2% 29,2% 4,2% 37,5%
AFFECTED BY
CLIMATE i i i i o 0
CHANGE Very much 41, 7% 41,7%
Total - - 16,7% | 33,3% | 50,0% | 100,0%
& Little - - 1,1% - - 1,1%
SPECIFICALLY, 170 '
THE
TERRITORY Neutral - - 5,6% 4,5% - 10,1%
Central
Aliferie MA WHERE YOU
LIVE IS Quite - - 2,2% 20,2% | 13,5% 36,0%
AFFECTED BY
CLIMATE ) } } 0 0 0
CHANGE Very much 5,6% 47,2% 52,8%
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Total - 9,0% | 30,3% | 60,7% | 100,0%
4. .
SPECIFICALLY, Little 54% | 2,7% - - 8,1%
THE
TERRITORY Neutral - 13,5% | 10,8% 5,4% 29,7%
WHERE YOU
SK LIVE IS Quite - 2,7% | 45,9% | 2, 7% 51,4%
AFFECTED BY
g'-H'X',ﬁgE Very much - - - 10,8% | 10,8%
Total 54% | 18,9% | 56,8% | 18,9% | 100,0%
4. .
SPECIFICALLY, Little 2,9% - 1,0% - 3,8%
THE
TERRITORY Neutral - 4,8% 5,8% 3,8% 14,4%
WHERE YOU
PU LIVE IS Quite - 38% | 22,1% | 12,5% | 38,5%
AFFECTED BY
%LHIXIQA—E Very much - - 6,7% | 36,5% | 43,3%
Soutla Total 29% | 8,7% | 356% | 52,9% | 100,0%
Adriatic 4, .
SPECIFICALLY, Little - 7,7% - - 7,7%
THE
TERRITORY Neutral - 7,7% 15,4% - 23,1%
WHERE YOU
NRD LIVE IS Quite - - 7,7% - 7,7%
AFFECTED BY
(C:)LHIAMI\'?(;E Very much - - 15,4% | 46,2% | 61,5%
Total - 15,4% | 38,5% | 46,2% | 100,0%

In all pilot areas, stakeholders that strongly believe that their territory is affected by climate
change are in general more concerned for the effects on nature than possible effects on
economy and health. Also stakeholders that do not believe that climate change is affecting their
territory believe that there will be changes in nature-related sectors as well as in human-related

sectors.
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TABLE 118.
5. WHICH OF THE FOLLOWING SECTORS ARE IMPACTED THE MOST?
S =
S S |° = o | € £
E = |5 2| c = an 3]
[@)) - —_ o o Q
sl s|&] 3|35 2lslz2]¢ 2
2l §1s|2 | s |S|e|B]|c¢g 7
8| o ol e| o282 = [S|ls|&8|c| |25
s = | 2| S| 8|ss & |s|l2|E|E|[E|8|=]| =
< = 17 c o 'O.: = ) = 17 c 5] S
ol = o = © R =] c c = - &2 > = © 1)
| © > %2} IS 2 c o © o c c st © 2] c -
gl = = o — % c o e o @© > c > =
= sl el & =l =[]l g| " |2]|E
sl 8|&l2 | T|&8|2|¢g]|¢e £
> = Q o | © IS > 7 = o
< 0 O o | 3 (e} - [} 3}
> 2| & 3 £ o
= 1S o = ; =
o 2L 5
m D
4. Notat[0,20[ 02 | _ _fo2 _ fo2foz2| _[erfoz2] . [,
SPECIFIC all % | % % % | % % | % '
ALLY, : 16[o9fo5[07 ] _ o l09]05 (022002 _ | . .
THE Little { o' | o0 | o0 | o4 0.7% oo | 90 | o0 | 56 | ot 2,3%
TERRITOR [ Neutr [ 6,8 [ 7.2 54 [ 16 [ 05 [ o, [65[ 25 [ 16 [47 [ L4 [L11] _[g,
Y WHERE | _al % | % | % | % | %[> % | % | % | % | % | % '
VE YoulsL'VE Quite [284[ 29| 19, | 95 | 54 | 251 2;" 10, | 7,4 | 24, | 54 | 43 0,2] 39,7
AFFECTE % | 6% | 9% | % | % [ % |, |8%| % |8%| % [% %[ %
DBY 32
CLIMATE Very 33,0 37, 27, 14, 6,5 31,2 1' 13, 8,6 31, 7,4 4.7 _ 47,2
% CHANGE | much [9% 2% | 5% | 0% [ % [ % |g |5% | % [2%| % | % %
2 Total 700| 75, | 53, | 25, | 12, | 621 |%"| 27, | 17, | 63, | 14, | 10, [ 0.2 | 100,
c % [2% [3% [ 7% | 6% | % [, | 5% | 8% | 4% [ 7% | 2% | % | 0%
(]
< Notat| ] ] ] ] ool ] o9 o9 o
: SPE%IFIC all % %1% -
zZ
. 2828009 . 2,8 1,9 .
Ahh_g, Little % | % | % - - 1,9% | - % - % - - - 1 7,5%
TERRITOR | Neutr (12,3} 16, | 9.4 | 28 | 38 | , o 1§' 47099428 _ | 20,8
FV| YWHERE | al % [0% | % | % | % [ | | % |%|% %
G | YOU LIVE 1;
IS Quite [208[ 28, | 15, | 75 |38 | 179 | 79" 12, | 47 | 14, | 57 | 75| | 377
AFFECTE % 8% | 1% | % | % [ % |q |3%| % |[2%]| % [ % %
DBY 220
CLIMATE | very [22,6] 23, | 18, | 12, | 2,8 | 22,6 6|13 [75]20 | 28|66 [321
CHANGE |much | % [ 6% | 9% [ 3% | % | % o | 2% | N |8%| % [ % %

European Regional Development Fund

122



( iiterrey

( Italy - Croatia
F\’ESPONS@ EUROPEAN UNION

_— 58,5| 70, | 44, | 22, | 10, | 47,2 5§" 33, |13, |46 |12, | 15 | | 100,
% [8% [3% [6% [4% [ 9% |, |0%[2% |2% |3%|1% 0%
4. ; 43143 . 43|43 0
speciFic | Little NS - - - | 43% | - |9 | v | - - - - 8,7%
ALLY, [Neutr [180[ 43 [43 [ 43 [43 [ g, [43[87[ _ [43| _ [43] _ [0
THE al % | % | % | % | % |2 w]| % % % %
TERRITOR uite [348[ 26. [ 13| _ [43[ 180 [ [13 ] ~[43143[43] [348
XS/\CJHESE % | 1% | 0% % % 0% % | % | % %
PG IS
AFFECTE | very |30,4| 34, | 34, [ 43 | 43 [ 304 [87|87| |21, |43]|13 | |435
DBY |much| % |8% [8% | % | % | % |% | % 7% | % | 0% %
CLIMATE
CHANGE
_— 82,6 69, | 52, | 8,7 | 13, | 56,5 13' 34,4330 |87 21| | 100,
% [6% [2% | % [0% | % |, [8%| % [4%| % [7% 0%
a. . 1,1 11 1,1 R
speciFic | e [ | e | 7 | - | | | | o | |
ALLY, [Neutr |34 [B6[56 | _ [L11 |5, [67[22[22[79 2222 _[101
THE al % | % | % % |27l | % | % | % | % | % %
TERRITOR 10,
Y WHERE | Quite [25:8] 18 |29, [ 34 | 11| 236 |7 (12 | 67 |19 (34| 11| |360
YOU LIVE % (0% [2% | % [ % [ % [o [4%| % [1%| % | % %
M
IS
A | AFFECTE 18,
DBY Very |30,3| 34, | 48, | 6,7 | 45 | 404 |""| 14,1 9,0 | 28, | 45|34 | _|528
. CHANGE
g Total 60758, |84, |10, [ 67 | 67.4 [%| 29, | 18, | 55 | 10, | 6.7 | _ | 100,
?; % [4% [3% [1% [ % [ % [ [2% 0% |1% 1% | % 0%
- a. . 56 83|28 _ ) . 156]|28]28[56|  |56] )
5| [speciFic [ HMe | o | o | % 56% oo | o6 | 9% | % % 8,3%
3 ALLY, [Neutr[16,7[22, [ 13, |28 [ 194 [83|16 | |16 | _ |83 _ | 306
THE al % | 2% | 9% % | % | % | 7% 7% % %
TERRITOR 22,
Y WHERE | Quite [ 27,8 44 | 25, [ 83|83 | 333 || 16, | 11, | 27, | 56 | 11, | 28 50,0
YOU LIVE % [4%| 0% | % | % | % |g [7%[1%|8%| % [1%|% | %
SK IS
AFFECTE
DBY very | 56|56 83| _ _ leaw (56|56 | . |24 | _ |56 . [1L1
CLIMATE | much | % | % [ % % | % 1% % %
CHANGE
Total 55,6 80, | 50, | 8,3 | 11, | 66,7 471' 41, | 13, | 61, | 5,6 | 30, | 2,8 100,
% [6% [0% | % [1% | % |4 [7%[9% 1% | % | 6% | % | 0%
4. . 29[ 10| _ 10 150 _ |10 _ [zo|zo]| _ R
£l | seciFic [ | o | 9% 9% [ 10% |0 % % | % 3.9%
3 ALLY, [Neutr [97 [B7[58 | _ [L10 [ g [39[ L0 [LO[78[ 1O _ | 136
THE al % | % | % % | T | % | % | % | % %
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TYEVF\QIEII-:_I—ISS Quite 30,1| 27, | 22, | 49 | 7,8 | 23,3 Zj" 6,8 139120, 10, |29 | 388
YOU LIVE % | 2% | 3% | % % % % % % | 4% | 7% | % %
IS
AFIID:EB%TE Very |30,1] 28, | 33, | 39| 7,8 | 32,0 227' 11,178 |31, ]| 68 | 3,9 _ | 43,7
CLIMATE much | % | 2% | 0% | % % % % % | % [ 1% | % % %
CHANGE
Total 72,8| 65, | 61, | 87| 17, | 66, | 53,4 19, | 13, | 59, | 19, | 7,8 _ | 100,
% | 0% | 2% | % | 5% | 0% | % [ 4% | 6% | 2% | 4% | % 0%
4. . 7,7
S2s 1ol Rk M T R e O e O 7 T T e e I R
ALLY, [Neutr [I84[35 (7.7 [7.7 | _ 77|77 |77 . | . | . 3] _ |231
THE al % | 4% | % % % % % 4% %
TERRITOR . 77| 7.7 7.7
Y WHERE | Quite % % - - - - - - - - - % - | 7,7%
NR | YOU LIVE
D IS
AFFECTE | very |385| 583, | 46, | 15, | 15, | 46, [ 30,8 | 38, [ 30, | 30, | 23, | 23, | | 615
DBY much | % | 8% | 2% | 4% | 4% | 2% | % 5% | 8% | 8% | 1% | 1% %
CLIMATE
CHANGE
Total 61,5| 76, | 53, | 23, | 15, | 53, [ 38,5 53, | 30, | 30, | 23, | 46, _ | 100,
% | 9% | 8% | 1% | 4% | 8% | % [ 8% | 8% [ 8% | 1% | 2% 0%

In all pilot areas stakeholders that strongly believe that their territory is affected by climate
change are more concerned for sea level rise, changes in temperature and flooding.
Stakeholders that declare to not be concerned for climate change effects in their territory are
less concerned for sea and temperatures than for economy. In Southern Adriatic the concern
for sea level rise and changes in temperatures is higher also for stakeholders not concerned for
the effects of climate change in their territory.
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TABLE 1109.
6. IN THE LONG-TERM (OVER 5 YEARS), WHAT CHANGES DO YOU EXPECT IN YOUR
TERRITORY?
[} e
(O] = =
= 0 | 2 S
o v | .S = ‘§ c = 2
5| 2|9 ® 2 |o Sl ol El=c]se
ol Sl |Zal S| El8|2E |5|S|s|s|E|E
g = 2 = c |09 & © = | = ‘® o @ %) 2| =
qd 2 =l el 8|eg 9] o| 8|lc=f o 2| | 6 g _
g s | 2| o|sgl o] 2|<c|e® 5| 3 8l sl =] =
d = > = c | ox| © P s || =2 © L o o I 5
d o i c 5 | =2 = | 2| 8 £ S = c it
9 =2 = o 2] © 1= = 3| = ° |3} o
== sleg|S|8=l&|c|2|2°&|2|2|&|8]c¢
N | =22 = = 0 o 2| o < = c
= o % = L % 8 o 0 & — — e
< =g o L o =
= o |=s > c e ) = = >
o = |© o < [ 3 i =1 = | g
o a) O |&c S
(8] c ©
= - <
4. No
02|02 f05]0,2 02|05 |05 .
IS:’IF::iCL' taﬁt ol el w e % | %l |w| | |99
LY, [Litt| 02 [Ta] o505 |09 [Ta]se[07 (02|07 [07[09[07[ _ [,30
THE |le| % | % | % [ % | v | % | % | % | % | % | % | % | % '
TERRI [Ne
TORY |4t 30,2 70,0 3;,8 20,5 20,7 (1,3 (?),8 %,2 20,0 30,4 10,6 20,0 4:;,1 - |o7%
WHER [ o1 | | % | % | % | % | % | % | % | % | % | % | %|%
v | EYOU I'Qu 22,4348 22,2] 9.7 [222|81,0(29,2[19.0[17,0 20,8 7.2 [11,5[23,1] 0,2 | 40,0
E 'A';/EE'S ite [ % | % | % [ % | % | % | % | % | % ]| % | % |%]|%|%| %
9 TED
ks By |[Ver
= cLMA | v |31,4]400]34,2|16,1|27,6|39,1|38,0]27,4|24,7|278|152|165(319| |471
i TE [mu|l % | % | % | % | % | % | % | % | % | % |%|%]| % %
<
d | cHan |ch
= GE
= - 57,2 83,3[60,6 28,7536 |78,1|76,0|50,5|43,952,9|251|31,4|59,7] 0,2 | 100,
% | % | % | % | % | % | % | % | % | %] %] wn| || ow
4. No
spect [tat] - | - | -l el e e e 0L OO - | - 1w
FICAL | a
e| Ly, [t Lo oo oo ~[oo[Lolosooo|Leo 2800 [28] 09| |,
v| THE [le | % | % | % % | % | % | % | % | % ]| % | % | % 270
G ?EO'EF\{(' l':'ﬁ 85 |16,0] 9.4 | 38 | 47 |123|132| 66 | 6,6 [123]| 28 | 75|85 | = |208
WHER | at | 2 | @ | % | % | % | % | % | % | % | % | % | %|% %
EYOU [Qu[21,7]29,2| 21,7 57 | 9.4 |264|255]11,3] 85 [17.0| 85 | 85 |142| [37.7
LIVEIS|ite| % | % | % | % | % | % | % | % | % | % | % | % | % %
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BY [mu| % | % | % | % | % | % | % | | % | % | % | % | % %
CLIMA | ¢h
TE
9 CHAN
q | _GE
= S— 50,5(80,6[30,1]35,9(64,1]70,9]61,2[43,7[69,9[46,6]25,2]26,2[60,2 100,
g % | % | % | % | % | | % | | | w]| % | n | n 0%
= 4. Litt [ 7,7 77 | 7,7
q Ispeci|iefw | | | || | |1 | |%]|%]| 7,7%
3
& F'ch'" D'ter 1541231 |77 |  |154| 77 |154] |14l 77|77 23,1
THE | a1 | 2 | % % % | % | % % | % | % %
TERRI [Qu [ 7,7 | 7.7 7,7
TORY ge % | % i i ) i i i i % i i i 7,7%
WHER
N | E YOU
R | LIVE IS
D | AFFEC | ver
TED | y |53,8]53,8 23,1(30,8|61,5|46,2|538]( 15,4 [53,8]30,8]30,8[53,8 61,5
BY Imul % | % | "~ | % | % | % | % | % ]| % | % | % | % | % %
CLIMA | ¢ch
TE
CHAN
GE
Total 84,6846  [308][308][769[538(69,2(154(61,5(53,8(46,2]61,5 100,
% | % % | % | % | % | % | % | %n| % | % | % 0%
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In all pilot areas, stakeholders that strongly believe that their territory is affected by climate
change also strongly believe that climate change will impact their life. There seems to be no
differences among Northern, Central and Southern Adriatic.

TABLE 120.
8. CLIMATE CHANGE WILL IMPACT YOUR LIFESTYLE
Macro | Pilot S_trongly Disagree | Undecided | Agree STy Total
area area disagree Agree
Zos-+ VE Not at all 0,9% 0,2% - - - 1,1%
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4. Little 0,5% 0,7% 0,7% 0,5% - 2,3%
SPECIFICALLY,
THE Neutral | 0,5% 0,9% 3,8% 3,4% 1,1% 9,7%
VTVEHFEE';?,EE Quite 0,2% 1,1% 8,1% 18,5% | 11,9% | 39,9%
LIVE IS
AFCF:EI(I:VIT,E'IPEBY %’5% . 0.2% 5.0% 133% | 28.6% | 47.1%
CHANGE
Total 2,0% 3,2% 17,6% 356% | 41,7% | 100,0%
4. Not at all - 0,9% 0,9% - - 1,9%
SPECIFICALLY,
THE Little 0,9% 4.7% 1,9% - - 7,5%
\I,EH'ERRE?(FSL Neutral - 1,9% 6,6% 7,5% 4,7% 20,8%
FVG AFFLEI\C/EEIE oy Quite - 1,9% 9,4% 17.0% | 9.4% | 37,7%
CLIMATE heiny 0,9% ; 2,8% 104% | 17,9% | 32,1%
CHANGE much
Total 1,9% 9,4% 21,7% 34,9% | 32,1% | 100,0%
4. Little - - 4,2% - 4,2% 8,3%
SPECIFICALLY,
THE Neutral - 4,2% 4,2% 4,2% - 12,5%
vTvEHIERRg(\)/%E Quite - - 4,2% 250% | 8,3% 37,5%
PG LIVE IS
AFFECTEDBY | Very ) ) ) . ) .
A 4 125% | 29,2% | 41,7%
CHANGE
Total - 4,2% 12,5% 41,7% | 41,7% | 100,0%
4. Little - 1,1% - - - 1,1%
SPECIFICALLY,
THE Neutral | 1,1% 1,1% 6,7% 1,1% - 10,1%
VTVEHFEF;';?{%E Quite 1,1% 1,1% 6,7% 191% | 7,9% 36,0%
MA LIVE IS
AFFECTEDBY | Very . ) . . ) .
o S much 1,1% 5,6% 15,7% | 30,3% | 52,8%
ki CHANGE
g Total 3,4% 3,4% 19,1% 36,0% | 38,2% | 100,0%
® 4. Little 2,7% 5,4% - - - 8,1%
= SPECIFICALLY,
8 THE Neutral | 2,7% 5,4% 5,4% 54% | 10,8% | 29,7%
VTVEHFéFég?,gB Quite - 2,7% 13,5% 216% | 13,5% | 51,4%
SK LIVE IS
AFFECTEDBY | Very ) ) o ) . .
R mch 5,4% 2,7% 2,7% 10,8%
CHANGE
Total 5,4% 13,5% 24,3% 29.7% | 27,0% | 100,0%
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4. Little - 1,0% 1,9% 1,0% - 3,8%
SPECIFICALLY,
THE Neutral | 1,0% - 4,8% 6.7% | 1.9% | 14,4%
TERRITORY .
WHERE?,OU Quite - 1,0% 7.7% 202% | 9.6% | 385%
PU LIVE IS
° e : . 106% | 96% | 281% | 433%
8 CHANGE
2 Total 1,0% 1,0% 250% | 37.5% | 34,6% | 100,0%
C
5 4. Little 7,7% - - - - 7,7%
2 SPECIFICALLY,
2 THE Neutral - - 23,1% - - 23,1%
n
TERRITORY [~ a7,
NRD LIVE IS
AFEEICJAETDEBY %’52{1 ; - 7.7% 154% | 385% | 61,5%
CHANGE
Total 7.7% - 30,8% | 23.1% | 385% | 100,0%

In all pilot areas, stakeholders that strongly believe that their territory is affected by climate
change also strongly believe that climate change will impact their job. A higher level of
uncertainty is shown by stakeholders from pilot areas of Northern and Southern Adriatic.

TABLE 121.
38. WILL CLIMATE CHANGE IMPACT YOUR JOB?
bAEIEE i Yes No | Inpor;ezgr Total
area area know answer
4. Not at all - 0,9% 0,2% - 1,1%
'\/'\%”.h‘f.r” VE |SPECIFICALLY, —
nEwE THE Little 0,5% 1,4% 0,5% - 2,3%
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vTviFfEFFiE?(Fce)TJ Neutral 2,5% 3,4% 3,6% 0,2% 9,7%
LIVE IS Quite | 21,6% | 59% | 11,0% | 14% | 399%
AFFECTED BY
ghl/lmgg %’3% 27.9% | 9.5% 9,0% 07% | 47.1%
Total 525% | 20,9% | 243% | 23% | 100,0%
4. Not at all - - 1,9% - 1,9%
SPECIFICALLY,
THE Little - 6,6% 0,9% - 7,5%
VTVE'RERRE?(';L Neutral | 7,5% 4,7% 7,5% 0,9% | 20,8%
FVG AFFLElé:/'IE'Elg oy |_Quite | 236% | 75% 6,6% - 37,7%
(C:h'%NAgE %’E% 245% | 4,7% 2,8% - 32,1%
Total 557% | 23.6% | 19.8% | 09% | 100,0%
4. Little 4,3% - 4,3% - 8,7%
SPECIFICALLY,
THE Neutral | 4,3% ; 8,7% - 13,0%
TERRITORY :
WHERE You | Quite | 174% | 87% | 13,0% ; 39,1%
PG LIVE IS
AFFECTEDBY | Very . . . ] .
CLIMATE moon | 174% | 43% | 17.4% 39,1%
CHANGE
Total 435% | 13,0% | 43,5% ; 100,0%
4. Little 1,1% - - - 1,1%
SPECIFICALLY,
THE Neutral | 2,2% 2,2% 4,5% 1,1% | 10,1%
TERRITORY
WHERE You | Quite | 21,3% | 9,0% 5,6% ; 36,0%
MA LIVE IS
AFFECTEDBY | Very . . . . .
CLIMATE oo [ 808% | 45% | 146% | 34% | 52,8%
CHANGE
Central Total 551% | 15,7% | 24,7% | 45% | 100,0%
Adriatic 4. Little ; 5,6% 2,8% ; 8,3%
SPECIFICALLY,
THE Neutral | 16,7% | 56% 8,3% - 30,6%
TERRITORY
WHERE You | Quite | 333% | 28% | 13,9% - 50,0%
SK LIVE IS
AFFECTEDBY | Very . . ) ) .
CLIMATE much S =:6% 11.1%
CHANGE
Total 556% | 19,4% | 25,0% - 100,0%
4. Little - 1,9% 1,9% - 3,8%
S/fd“t.h‘fm PU | SPECIFICALLY,
riatic THE Neutral | 7,7% 1,9% 4,8% ; 14,4%
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TERRITORY Quite 16,3% 6,7% 15,4% - 38,5%
WHERE YOU
LIVE IS
AF(IEE&;II—AI\E'IPEBY r:]’ﬁrc{] 240% | 87% 9,6% 1,0% | 43,3%
CHANGE
Total 48,1% | 192% | 31,7% | 1,0% | 100,0%
4. Little - 7.7% - - 7,7%
SPECIFICALLY,
THE Neutral | 7,7% ; 15,4% ; 23,1%
TERRITORY :
WHERE YOU QUIte - - 7,7% - 7,7%
NRD LIVE IS
AFEEIC;ATAETDEBY %/3?;1 385% | 7.7% 7.7% 77% | 61,5%
CHANGE
Total 462% | 154% | 308% | 7,7% | 100,0%

4. Do people believe that the impacts of climate change have a greater effect on specific
(more vulnerable) groups in the community than on others?

In all pilot areas stakeholders that believe that climate change will impact their life also believe
that climate change will affect vulnerable groups, elderly more than other groups. Little concern
is shown specifically for people with special needs and people living by the coast from
stakeholders of all pilot areas.

TABLE 122.

7. IN YOUR TERRITORY, WHICH GROUPS IS MORE VULNERABLE
TO THE IMPACTS OF CLIMATE CHANGE?
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k< 2
(&) [0)) <~
®© (] = >
o) (4] o Q o
5| 2 S| 2|l s| &8 |2al | 8| 5 |22] 3
o| £ Sl 2| e | §|5¢|s| =] CE 28| e
gl e 6 | m s |a=| | 5| & |5 "
§ S &
& &
Strongly 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, - - - 0,
8 disagres 0,9% | 1,1% | 0,7% | 0,5% | 0,7% | 0,9% 2,0%
CLIMATE , 5 5 ) ) 5 3 - - - S
CHANGE Disagree 0,9% 1,;1/0 1,1% | 0,2% | 0,5% | 1,4% 3,2%
WILL Undecided | 8,4% | 22 | 0.8% | 1,4% | 6,1% |05% | - | - | - |17.3%
vE | IMPACT %
YOUR 20,2 | 255 | 25,7 | 175 R ) - ) ;
L iEESTL Agree v | e | o [50% ]| "o |07% [0,2% 0,2% | 35,7%
E Strongly Agree 2((;’)8 302/(’)3 3&’)0 9,1% 2&9 1,4% - 0,5% | 0,2% | 41,8%
Total SISO 1o | o7 | a8 [ 029 | 0.5% | 0.5% | 1900
strongly g 905 | - |1,0%]| - - |1o%| - ; -] 1,9%
© 8. disagree
= CLIMATE : ) S 5 - - 3 - - - 5
% CHANGE Disagree 1,9% | 2,9% | 4,8% 2,9% 9,5%
< v lMVg'k('-:T Undecided | 7,6% 13/(;4 7,6% | 1,9% | 7,6% | 2,9% | 1,9% | 1,9% | 1,9% | 21,0%
@
2]l 6 | YOurR 171 | 24,8 | 21,0 124 ) - - - -
= L iresrL Agree v | o | o6 |67% | "o | 1.9% | 4,8% | 4,8% | 5,7% | 35,2%
=2
E Strongly Agree 23/;9 23/!;9 10 1 e [ 190 | - [19% | 1.99% | 1,9% | 324%
Total 5(?/(;5 63/;9 55}(‘)3 13/(')1 33;1 8,6% | 8,6% | 8,6% | 9,5% 1?,2'0
8. Disagree 42% | 42% | 42% | - - - - - - | 42%
CLIMATE e
CHANGE Undecided - o |42%| - |42%]| - - - - | 12,5%
e 12,5 3303 16,7
IMPACT , , , ] ) o ] ] ] 9
PG T Agree % % % 4,2% 41,7%
LIFESTYL | Strongly Agree 28(;8 3;;5 2858 42% | 83% | - |4.2%|4.2%]| 420 |41,7%
Total 3;;5 8;;5 4;')8 4,2% 1@;5 4,2% | 4,2% | 4,2% | 4,2% 1%2'0
Strongly
(&) 0, 0, o) - - - - - - 0,
g 5 e 2,3% | 3,4% | 1,1% 3,4%
5 CLIMATE [ picagree | 1,1% | 1,1% | 1,1% | - |11% |1, - - - | 34%
2| ya | CHANGE T
IS WILL Undecided [ 8,0% | 5" | "% | 1,1% | 6,9% | - - - - | 18,4%
= IMPACT % %
8 YOUR Agree 2&4 2&;9 23;7 5,7% 104/(;9 - | 3.4% | 3.4% | 3,.4% | 36.8%
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L”:EETYL Strongly Agree 2;”6 2;;9 2&"7 57% 28(”7 1,1% | 3,4% | 2,3% | 2,3% | 37,9%
Total 6525 7:;23 5&3 102/;6 43(;7 2,3% | 6,9% | 5,7% | 5,7% 1%2'0
Strongly 2 o
8. disagree i i i i - [ST% - i i 5.7%
g'—H'/'l"NAgE Disagree | 2,9% [5,7% | 2.9% | - - |29% | - - - | 11,4%
AL ] Undecided 104/(')3 2&)0 T4 1 2,99 | 8,69 | 2,99 | 2.9% | 2.9% | 2.9% | 25,7%
SK
LII\:(ISSUTRYL Agree 8,6% 23/&9 104/(')3 2,9% | 8,6% | 2,9% | 2,9% | 2,9% | 2,9% | 28,6%
E strongly Agree | 171 Z?A')G 2;;7 5.7% | 8,6% | 2,9% | 2,9% | 2,9% | 2,9% | 28.6%
229 | 771 | 543 | 11,4 | 25,7 | 17.1 100,0
Total o | o 10 | o L S | e [86% [ 8.6% | 8.6% | T,
Strongly ) ) ) ) ) o ) ) ) o
8. disagree 1,0% 1,0%
CLIMATE , " . e - - - - - "
CHANGE Disagree 1,0% | 1,9% | 1,0% 1,9%
IMVgIkéT Undecided 1;"6 1Z/$5 1;;"5 2,9% | 8,7% [ 1,0% | 1,9% [ 1,9% | 1,9% | 25,2%
PU
) LNOUR Agree 2&2 2&2 1:;24 7.8% 104/(')6 - | 2.9% | 2,9% | 2.9% | 36.9%
.“é E Strongly Agree 202/(‘)3 33{’,1 2((,‘:'/(‘)2 18(’)7 1&‘)4 - 2,9% | 2,9% | 2,9% | 35,0%
o
< 63,1 | 75,7 | 62,1 | 214 | 42,7 100,0
- Total o | o O S L | rew | 7.8% [ 7.8% | 7.8% | T,
()
= 8. ST - 7w - - - - - - - | 77%
3 CLIMATE disagree
@ CHANGE | Undecided | 7,7% o - ; - = ; - |308%
NR | IMPACT 154 | 23,1 15,4
! Agree vl el RACTE AL ; ; ; - | 23.1%
LIFESTYL 30,8 | 38,5 | 30,8 | 23,1 | 30,8 154 | 154 | 154
E Strongly Agree % % % % % - % % % 38,5%
Total 53,8 | 84,6 | 385 | 30,8 | 46,2 | 15,4 | 154 | 154 | 15,4 | 100,0
% | % | % | % | % | w | % | % | % | %

5. Do people understand the importance of lifestyle choices and are they willing to
change it to counteract climate change?

In all pilot areas, stakeholders that believe that climate change will impact their life also believe
that they will have to make personal changes in the future, while people less concerned think
they do not make changes, or the change should be shared with the community. Emblematic is
the result of Gi b e rKsikska County where even if stakeholders believe that climate change
will impact their lifestyle, they believe that they cannot adjust their lifestyle.
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TABLE 123.
9. WHAT DO YOU THINK WILL HAVE TO CHANGE IN
YOUR LIFESTYLE?
W EElE S Nothing | Politics [ Community | Individual Total
area area
Strongly disagree 1,4% - 0,2% 0,2% 1,9%
8. CLIMATE -
CHANGE Disagree 1,0% - 1,4% 1,0% 3,3%
WILL i 0, 0, 0, 0 0,
VE IMPACT Undecided 0,5% 0,5% 9,5% 5,7% 16,2%
YOUR Agree 0,7% 0,2% 17,2% 17,4% 35,6%
LIFESTYLE
Strongly Agree 0,2% 0,5% 17,4% 24,8% 43,0%
Total 3,8% 1,2% 45,8% 49,2% 100,0%
Strongly disagree - - 2,2% - 2,2%
8. CLIMATE :
CHANGE Disagree 2,2% 1,1% - 4,3% 7,6%
Northern WILL . o o - o
Adriatic VG IMPACT Undecided 4,3% - 6,5% 12,0% 22.8%
YOUR Agree - - 16,3% 17,4% 33,7%
LIFESTYLE
Strongly Agree - - 9,8% 23,9% 33,7%
Total 6,5% 1,1% 34,8% 57,6% 100,0%
8. CLIMATE Disagree - - 5,3% 5,3% 10,5%
CHANGE
WILL Undecided - - 15,8% 31,6% 47,4%
PG ”\\’}gﬁg Agree - - 5,3% 36,8% 42,1%
LIFESTYLE | Strongly Agree - - 26,3% 73, 7% 100,0%
Total 2,3% - - - 2,3%
Strongly disagree - - 1,1% 2,3% 3,4%
8. CLIMATE :
CHANGE Disagree 3,4% - 5,7% 10,3% 19,5%
WILL - o _ o 9 o
MA IMPACT Undecided 2,3% 9,2% 25,3% 36,8%
YOUR Agree 2,3% - 14,9% 20,7% 37,9%
LIFESTYLE
Strongly Agree 10,3% - 31,0% 58,6% 100,0%
Central o o o
Al e Total - - 3,7% 14,8% 18,5%
Strongly disagree - - 3, 7% 11,1% 14,8%
8. CLIMATE :
CHANGE Disagree - - - 33,3% 33,3%
WILL ; i ] o 9 o
SK IMPACT Undecided 11,1% 22,2% 33,3%
YOUR Agree - - 18,5% 81,5% 100,0%
LIFESTYLE
Strongly Agree 1,0% - - - 1,0%
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Total 1,0% - 1,0% - 2,0%
Strongly disagree | 2,0% - 11,1% 12,1% 25,3%
Sb%ﬂmEE Disagree 2,0% - 14,1% 21,2% 37,4%
U |MVgIAL(IET Undecided - - 7,1% 27,3% 34,3%
YOUR Agree 6,1% - 33,3% 60,6% 100,0%
HIFESTYLE Strongly Agree - - 7,7% - 7,7%
SAO d“rtig'fircn Total - - 15,4% 154% | 30,8%
8. CLIMATE | Strongly disagree - - 7,7% 15,4% 23,1%
C':',GE'LGE Undecided - - 15,4% 23,1% 38,5%
NRD ”\\/}Poﬁg Agree - - 46,2% 53,8% 100,0%
LIFESTYLE | Strongly Agree | 30,8% | 38,5% 30,8% 23,1% 30,8%
Total 53,8% | 84,6% 38,5% 30,8% 46,2%

Stakeholders of all pilot areas that believe that climate change will impact their life are undecided
or not confident that the current climatic crisis can be reverted. Less agreement is shown by
stakeholders of Friuli-Venezia Giulia, Gi b e nKsifiska County and Puglia pilot areas.

TABLE 124.
21. THE CURRENT CLIMATE CRISIS CAN BE REVERTED
Macro | Pilot Strongly | ~. . Strongly
area | area disagree Disagree | Undecided | Agree agree Total
Z o ~| VE Strongly disagree | 0,9% - - 0,5% 0,7% 2,0%

European Regional Development Fund

136



( iiterrey
Italy - Croatia

‘ RESPONS@ EUROPEAN UNION
8. Disagree 0,2% 0,2% 0,9% 1,4% | 05% 3,2%
CLIMATE
CHANGE Undecided 1,6% 3,8% 6,5% 45% | 1.1% | 17,6%
WILL
e Agree 1,6% 7.9% 151% | 86% | 25% | 356%
LIFYE%l'IJ'l\?(LE Strongly Agree | 56% | 9.7% 158% | 63% | 43% | 41,7%
Total 9,9% | 21,6% 38,3% |21,2% | 9,0% [ 100,0%
3. Strongly disagree - - 0,9% 0,9% - 1,9%
((::LHI/ng Disagree 1,9% - 2,8% 4,7% - 9,4%
. WILL Undecided 2,8% 7,5% 4,7% 47% | 1,9% | 21,7%
Y IMPACT
YOUR Agree 09% | 11,3% 17,9% | 3.8% | 09% | 34,9%
LIFESTYLE| strongly Agree | 9,4% 5,7% 113% | 1,9% | 38% | 32,1%
Total 151% | 24,5% 37,7% | 16,0% | 6,6% | 100,0%
8. Disagree - - 4,2% - - 4,2%
CLIMATE
CHANGE Undecided - - 8,3% 4,2% - 12,5%
WILL
LIFYE%L'IJ'\R(LE Strongly Agree | 4.2% | 12,5% 83% |125% | 42% | 41,7%
Total 42% | 12,5% 458% | 33,3% | 4,2% | 100,0%
s. Strongly disagree 1,1% - 1,1% - 1,1% 3,4%
CLIMATE Disagree - 1,1% 2,2% - - 3,4%
CHANGE
WILL Undecided 1,1% 4,5% 9,0% 4,5% - 19,1%
MA | IMPACT
YOUR Agree 1,1% 6,7% 112% |[112% | 56% | 36,0%
% LIFESTYLE [ strongly Agree | 6,7% 6,7% 135% | 10,1% | 1,1% | 38,2%
E Total 10,1% | 19,1% 371% | 258% | 7,.9% | 100,0%
'S 8. Strongly disagree | 5,4% - - - - 5,4%
§ %'—H'X'@gg Disagree 2,7% 2,7% 2,7% 5,4% - 13,5%
WILL Undecided - 2,7% 16,2% - 54% | 24,3%
SK | IMPACT
YOUR Agree 2,7% 2,7% 162% | 54% | 2,7% | 29,7%
LIFESTYLE| strongly Agree - 5,4% 108% | 81% | 2,7% | 27,0%
Total 10,8% | 13,5% 459% | 18,9% | 10,8% | 100,0%
8 Strongly disagree - - - - 1,0% 1,0%
c .
@ % CLIMATE Disagree - 1,0% 1,0% - - 1,9%
£ 8 | pUu | CHANGE -
33 WILL Undecided 1,0% | 10,6% 9,6% 2,9% | 1,0% | 250%
(7))
LAlAET Agree 1,9% | 87% 16,3% | 10,6% - 37,5%

European Regional Development Fund

137




( iiterrey

( Italy - Croatia
QESPONSQ EUROPEAN UNION

YOUR 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
LIFESTYLE Strongly Agree 6,7% 5,8% 12,5% 5,8% 3,8% 34,6%
Total 9,6% 26,0% 39,4% 19,2% 5,8% 100,0%
8. Strongly disagree - - 7,7% - - 7,7%
CLIMATE
CHANGE Undecided - - - 23,1% 7,7% 30,8%
WILL
NRD IMPACT Agl’ee - - 15,4% - 7,7% 23,1%
YOUR ) ) o 9 o 0
LIFESTYLE Strongly Agree 15,4% 15,4% 7,7% 38,5%
Total - - 38,5% 38,5% | 23,1% | 100,0%

Stakeholders in all pilot areas that believe that climate change will impact their life believe that
climate change can be reduced. A higher level of indecision is shown by stakeholders of the
Northern Adriatic, specifically from Friuli-Venezia Giulia and Primorsko-Goranska County pilot
areas.

TABLE 125.
23. THE IMPACTS OF CLIMATE CHANGE CAN BE
REDUCED
Macro | Pilot Strongly | - Strongly
area | area disagree Disagree | Undecided | Agree agree Total
Zo-| VE Strongly disagree | 0,9% 0,5% 0,2% 02% | 0,2% 2,0%
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oL S-ATE Disagree 0,2% - 0,7% 1,4% | 0,9% 3,2%
CHANGE Undecided - 1,6% 3,4% 47% | 7.9% | 17.6%
WILL
e Agree - 1,6% 4,3% 15,1% | 14,6% | 35,6%
LIFYE%l'IJ'sLE Strongly Agree | 07% | 3.2% 77% | 10.6% | 19,6% | 41,7%
Total 1,8% 6,8% 16,2% | 32,0% | 43,2% | 100,0%
3. Strongly disagree - - - 1,9% - 1,9%
ELH'/';"QCT;E Disagree - 1,9% 4,7% 1,9% | 0,9% | 9,4%
Ve WILL Undecided - 1,9% 6,6% 6,6% | 66% | 21,7%
IMPACT
YOUR Agree 0,9% 0,9% 9,4% 11,3% | 12,3% | 34,9%
LIFESTYLE | strongly Agree - - 2,8% |123% | 17,0% | 32,1%
Total 0,9% 4,7% 23,6% | 34,0% | 36,8% | 100,0%
oL SI-ATE Disagree - - - 4,2% - 4,2%
CHANGE Undecided - - 8,3% 4,2% - 12,5%
WILL
PG | IMPACT Agree - - 20,8% | 16,7% | 42% | 41,7%
LIFYE%l'IJ'\R(LE Strongly Agree - - 12,5% 8,3% 20,8% 41,7%
Total - - 41,7% | 33,3% | 25,0% | 100,0%
s. Strongly disagree - 1,1% 1,1% - 1,1% 3,4%
g'—H'/'ng Disagree - - - 1,1% | 2,2% | 3,4%
WILL Undecided 1,1% 1,1% 5,6% 6,7% | 45% | 19.1%
MA | IMPACT
YOUR Agree - - 6,7% 14,6% | 14,6% | 36,0%
§ LIFESTYLE | strongly Agree - 1,1% 4,5% 45% | 28,1% | 382%
E Total 1,1% 3,4% 18,0% | 27,0% | 50,6% | 100,0%
I 8. Strongly disagree - 2,7% - - 2,7% 5,4%
3 (C:LH'X@;E Disagree 2.7% - - 27% | 81% | 135%
WILL Undecided - - 5,4% 108% | 81% | 24,3%
SK | IMPACT
YOUR Agree - 2,7% 8,1% 135% | 5.4% | 29,7%
LIFESTYLE | strongly Agree - - 5,4% - 21,6% | 27,0%
Total 2,7% 5,4% 18,9% | 27,0% | 45,9% | 100,0%
8 Strongly disagree - - - - 1,0% 1,0%
- .
E % CLIMATE Disagree - 1,0% 1,0% - - 1,9%
S8 | PU | CHANGE
33 WILL Undecided - 1,9% 5,8% 6,7% | 10,6% | 25,0%
(7))
LAIAET Agree - 1,0% 77% | 9.6% | 19.2% | 37.5%

European Regional Development Fund

139




( iiterrey

( Italy - Croatia
F\)ESPONSQ EUROPEAN UNION
LIFYE%L'JI'FYQLE Strongly Agree - 2,9% 3,8% 3,8% 24,0% 34,6%
Total - 6,7% 18,3% 20,2% | 54,8% | 100,0%
8. Strongly disagree - - - 7,7% - 7,7%

CLIMATE

CHANGE Undecided - - 7,7% - 23,1% | 30,8%
WILL

NRD IMPACT Agl’ee - - - 15,4% 7,7% 23,1%
LIFYE%EJIBLE Strongly Agree - - - - 38,5% | 38,5%
Total - - 7,7% 23,1% | 69,2% | 100,0%

In all pilot areas stakeholders that believe that climate change will impact their life also believe
that their lifestyle contributes to the climatic crisis. Emblematic are the results of Neretva River
Delta pilot area, where the same percentage of stakeholders strongly believing that climate
change will impact their lifestyle (15,4%), strongly agrees and strongly disagrees with the
statement that their lifestyle contributes to climate change.

TABLE 126.

24. MY LIFESTYLE CONTRIBUTES TO CLIMATE CHANGE

Macro | Pilot S_trongly Disagree | Undecided | Agree Siraaly Total
area |area disagree agree

Z o -1 VE Strongly disagree 0,9% 0,7% - - 0,5% 2,0%
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CLIS-ATE Disagree 0,2% 1,1% 0,7% 0,9% | 0,2% 3,2%
CHANGE Undecided 0,2% 1,4% 5,4% 7.2% | 34% | 17.6%
WILL
e Agree 0,5% 3,4% 106% |149% | 63% | 356%
LIFYE%':IJ'sLE Strongly Agree | 1,1% | 4,5% 106% | 11,5% | 14,0% | 41,7%
Total 2,9% | 11,0% 27,3% | 345% | 24,3% | 100,0%
3. Strongly disagree | 0,9% - - - 0,9% 1,9%
ELH'/';"QCT;E Disagree - 2,8% 3,8% 1,9% | 0,9% 9,4%
. WILL Undecided 0,9% 3,8% 5,7% 75% | 38% | 21,7%
Y IMPACT
YOUR Agree 1,9% 0,9% 113% [151% | 57% | 34,9%
LIFESTYLE| strongly Agree - 0,9% 142% | 75% | 9.4% | 32,1%
Total 3,8% 8,5% 34,9% |32,1% | 20,8% | 100,0%
oL S-ATE Disagree - - 4,2% - - 4,2%
CHANGE Undecided 4,2% 4,2% - 4,2% - 12,5%
WILL
PG | MPACT Agree - 12,5% 42% | 125% | 125% | 41,7%
LIFYE%EIJ'I\Q(LE Strongly Agree - - 8,3% 12,5% | 20,8% 41, 7%
Total 42% | 16,7% 16,7% | 29,2% | 33,3% | 100,0%
s. Strongly disagree - 1,1% 2,2% - - 3,4%
g'—H'/'ng Disagree - 1,1% 1,1% - 1,1% 3,4%
WILL Undecided - 4,5% 7,9% 45% | 22% | 19,1%
MA | IMPACT
YOUR Agree 1,1% 3,4% 9,0% 9,0% | 13,5% | 36,0%
% LIFESTYLE [ strongly Agree - 5,6% 10,1% | 5,6% | 16,9% | 38,2%
g Total 1,1% | 157% 30,3% | 19,1% | 33,7% | 100,0%
'S 8. Strongly disagree | 5,4% - - - - 5,4%
3 %LHIXAI\?(;E Disagree 5,4% - 54% | 2,7% - 13,5%
WILL Undecided - - 13,5% 10,8% - 24.3%
SK ”\\/}PO?J%T Agree 2,7% | 13,5% 13,5% - - 29,7%
LIFESTYLE| strongly Agree - - 81% |162% | 27% | 27.0%
Total 135% | 13,5% 405% |29,7% | 2,7% | 100,0%
8 Strongly disagree - - - - 1,0% 1,0%
c .
E % CLIMATE Disagree - - 1,9% - - 1,9%
£.2 | PU | CHANGE
33 WILL Undecided 1,9% 4,8% 5,8% 6,7% | 5.8% | 250%
(7))
LAIAET Agree 1,0% | 1.9% 154% | 144% | 48% | 37.5%
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LIFYE%L'JI'FYQLE Strongly Agree - 1,9% 10,6% 9,6% 12,5% 34,6%

Total 2,9% 8,7% 33,7% 30,8% | 24,0% | 100,0%

8. Strongly disagree - - 7,7% - - 7,7%

CLIMATE
CHANGE Undecided - 15,4% 7,7% 7,7% - 30,8%
WILL

NRD IMPACT Agl’ee - 7,7% 7,7% 7,7% - 23,1%
LIF\(E%l'Jl'sLE Strongly Agree 15,4% - 7,7% - 15,4% 38,5%
Total 15,4% 23,1% 30,8% 15,4% | 15,4% | 100,0%

Stakeholders in all pilot areas that believe that climate change will impact their life, also believe
that the possibility to counteract climate change strongly depends on the contribute of citizens.
More uncertainty is shown by stakeholders from Primorsko-Goranska County and Gi be As k o

Kninska County pilot areas.

TABLE 127.

26. THE EFFECTIVENESS OF MITIGATION (TO REDUCE
POLLUTION LEVELS IN THE ATMOSPHERE) AND
ADAPTATION (TO IMPLEMENT STRATEGIES TO LIMIT
THE EFFECTS) STRATEGIES ALSO DEPEND ON

Cl TI ZENSO6 ENGAGEMENT

Strongly
agree

Pilo
Macro Strongly | . .
area t disagree Disagree | Undecided | Agree Total

area

|
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8. (?."O”Q'V 0,5% - 1,4% ; 02% | 2,0%
CLIMATE IS agiet
CHANGE Disagree - 0,2% 0,2% 0,7% | 2,0% 3,2%
WILL
Undecided - 0,5% 1,6% 41% | 11,5% | 17,6%
vE | IMPACT
ngggTRYL Agree - - 07% | 6,5% | 284% | 35,6%
E Strongly Agree - 0,5% 2,5% 6,3% 32,4% | 41,7%
Total 0,5% 1,1% 6,3% 17,6% | 74,5% |100,0%
Strongly
8. . 0,9% - - - 0,9% 1,9%
CLIMATE disagree - - ’
CHANGE Disagree - 1,9% - 3,8% 3,8% 9,4%
Northern LD decided 99 0 15.1% | 21.79
Adriatic VG IMPACT Undecide - - 1,9% 4,7% , 170 1,7%
LI\F(SSUTRYL Agree - - - 6,6% | 28,3% | 34,9%
E Strongly Agree - - - 1,9% | 30,2% | 32,1%
Total 0,9% 1,9% 1,9% 17,0% | 78,3% |100,0%
CLII\%ATE Disagree - - 4,2% - - 4,2%
CHANGE Undecided - - 4,2% 42% | 42% | 12,5%
e |MVgIkCL:T Agree - - - 8,3% 33,3% | 41,7%
YOUR
LIFESTYL Strongly Agree - - 4,2% 16,7% | 20,8% | 41,7%
E
Total - - 12,5% [29,2% | 58,3% |100,0%
8. = : i - - | 34% | 34%
CLIMATE disagree o o
CHANGE Disagree - - - - 3,4% 3,4%
WILL :
MA IMPACT Undecided - - 4,5% 6,7% 7,9% 19,1%
LI\F(SSUTRYL Agree - - - 7,9% | 28,1% | 36,0%
E Strongly Agree - - - 45% | 33,7% | 38,2%
Central Total - - 4,5% 19,1% | 76,4% |100,0%
Adriatic Strongly
8. : 2,7% - - - 2,7% 5,4%
CLIMATE AliERmEs - - ’
CHANGE Disagree 2,7% - 5,4% 2, 7% 2, 7% 13,5%
WILL
sk | IMPACT Undecided - - 8,1% 10,8% | 5.4% | 24,3%
LIIZI(E)SUTRYL Agree - 2,7% 81% |10,8%| 8.1% | 29,7%
E Strongly Agree - - 2, 7% 5,4% 18,9% 27,0%
Total 5,4% 2,7% 243% |29,7% | 37,8% |100,0%
8. Strongly ) ) ) ) 3 o
P CLIMATE disagree L 1,0%
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C%EEE Disagree - - - 1,9% - 1,9%
IMPACT Undecided - - 2,9% 58% | 16,3% | 25,0%
YOUR
LIFISSUTYL Agree - - 1,0% 48% | 31,7% | 37,5%
E Strongly Agree - - 1,0% 4,8% 28,8% 34,6%
Souther Total - - 4,8% 17,3% | 77,9% |100,0%
n 8. Strongly ) ) ) ) o o
Adriatic CLIMATE disagree Galltid 1.7%
CF\}GTEE Undecided - - - 15,4% | 15.4% | 30,8%
NDR IMPACT Agree - - - - 23,1% | 23,1%
YOUR
L":EETYL Strongly Agree - - - - 38,5% | 38,5%
Total - - - 15,4% | 84,6% |100,0%

In all pilot areas stakeholders that believe that climate change will impact their life believe that
they will have to adapt the way they live, especially recycling and reducing the use of non-
renewable energy. A minority of stakeholders from Veneto, Friuli-Venezia Giulia, and Neretva
River Delta pilot areas believe that they do not have to change habits to mitigate climate change
even if they believe that climate change will impact their life.
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TABLE 128.
27. WHAT HABITS DO YOU CONSIDER USEFUL TO MITIGATE (TO REDUCE
POLLUTION LEVELS IN THE ATMOSPHERE) CLIMATE CHANGE?
c g ) %)
2 2 |8 S8 5 |z
© ) =0 %) ©
= o g g o E o | € o
S| o s S E‘ = > 2 E ‘; o[ El&¢g 5
% g w & 2 < 5|95 £ [ed| ® E 23 o =
© Z ] o S 7] i 3| o n ol o o]
2l =5 @) = ) 7} S |38l 2|55 2 E 03 3 o
8 = zZ o = & o v D 'S o W 15 % < o g =
o = ) v | S T 2| < c gl =
S 3 S |o »w [as]| © 512 o
2 = 3| o - F S S
i € |3 0 g S |8
) & = x
8. Strongly [05[ 05 [05 [ 07 o7 @8] o7 ool [ [ [ . [ise
CLIMA [ disagree | % | % % % % % % % ’
TE . 14 [ 25 32| 27| 23[20]23][02 R
CHAN Disagree - % % % % % % % % - - - | 3,2%
GE [ decided | 02 | 79 [120 138144 108102 104 02| | [ _[176
WILL % | % | % | % | % | % | % ]| % | % %
VE | IMPAC I ree | 02 187248296 (296|284 233|248 09| _ [02[05][ 357
YOTUR 9 % | % | % | %) w|l%w| v % ]| % % | % | %
LIeesT | Strongly | 0,2 |23,0|30,2|348|354[323(29,3(323]| 180205009418
YLE Agree % | % | % | % | % | % | %[ %|%|%n]|%|»n]| %
— 11 | 515700819828 [747[655|707[32]02]|07]| 14 [100,0
% | % | % | % | % | % | % | % |w]|w]|w|wn]| %
8. Strongly |09 [ 09 [09 |09 [09[09[09 |09 | _ | R
o CLIMA | disagree % % % % % % % % 1,9%
= TE . 47 |57 85|66 | 38|38/ 66|009 .
g CHAN Disagree - % % % % % % % % - - - | 9,4%
GE . 75 [12,3]27,0[ 16,0142 9.4 [170] 0,9 0,9 21,7
< ] , , ; , , , 0] 0, _|o ] ,
c wiLL | Undecided % | % [ % | % | % | %[ %|% % %
S|FVGIMPAC I o |28 [17.9]226[292[302| 208|198 226 _ | _ [09] . [ 349
= YOTUR 9 w | w | %]l %]l % | % | % ]| % % %
= LieesT | Strongly |  |23,6283]29,2(302|283|27.4[236|57| | _ | 321
YLE Agree % % % % % % % % %
Total 38 [547(698]849(840(679[613]708][75[ _[19| _ [1000
% | % | % | % | % | % | % ]| %[ n % %
8. . 42 | 424242 a242| | | _ ] R
CLIMA | Disagree | - | gf % | % | % | % | % 4,2%
TE . 42 | 125 12,5| 125|125 | 125 | 12,5 125
CHAN Undecided - % % % % % % % - - - - %
GE . | 125250250 20,8208 [250[25.0| | [42]| [ 417
PG II\\$IVI|3LALC 9 % | % | % | % | % | % | % % %
*
YOur | Strongly _|125(292(29,2]292|833250(833| | | . | 47
LIFEST Agree % % % % % % % %
YLE
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Total _|333]|66,7|708]|667|708|667]|750] | |42 _ |1000
% | % | % | | % | % | % % %
8. Strongly ) 221221 34|34 34| 34| 34 ) ) ) - | 3.4%
CLIMA | disagree % | % | % | % | % | % | % 70
TE . 11 3422341122122 R
CHAN Disagree - % % % % % % % - - - - | 3,4%
GE . 135 12,4 [15,7 | 14,6 | 14,6 | 12,4 [ 16,9 19,1
WILL | Undecided - % % % % % % % - - - - %
WA | G e 2 ~ |213] 146270803 157202247 | _ |Li| _ | 360
YOTUR Y % | % | % | % | % | % [ % % %
LIFEST | Strongly 236270871348 | 225315281 | [11| _ | 382
2 YLE Agree % | % | % | % | % | % | % % %
£ Total 618596854 (865](57,3[697[753] [ _ [22] _ [1000
2 % | % | % | % | % | % | % % %
= 8. Strongly 2,7 ) ) 2,7 | 2,7 | 2,7 ) ) ) ) ) - | 5.4%
= CLIMA | disagree | % % | % [ % '
@ TE . 27|81 |81 108] 54 [108] 27 | 5.4 2.7 13,5
O ) ) ) v ) v ) y _ _ ) _ )
CHAN | Disagree | o | o | o |0 | o | % | % | % % %
GE . 135189 16,2 18,9 [ 24,3 ] 16,2 [ 24,3 24,3
WILL | Undecided - % % % % % % % - - - - %
= Rt =g ~ | 135[189| 216135297189 [243] | | . | _ [ 297
YOTUR 9 % | % | % | % | %] % | % %
LIeesT | Strongly |  |135|21,6|243|243 270|216 [270| 27| | _ | 270
YLE Agree % % % % % % % | % %
Total 54 (486|676 757[649]946(595([811[27] [27[ _ [z2000
% | % | % | | | %] | w|n % %
8. . 10 [19 [ 29| 10 10
CLIMA Disagree - - % % % % % - - - - - 1,9%
TE ' decided | - | ¥46[175[223][283[155(165[175[ 10| 10|19 |10 252
CHAN % | % | % | % | % | v | % | %] %] %n|w]| %
GE Aaree ~|214223]811(330] 214223262 [  [19]  [379
WILL 9 % | % | % | % | % | % [ » % %
PU | IMPAC
T
o YOUR | Strongly _|233|272[802]291]|282 27225210 [10]| | 350
= LIFEST| Agree % | % | % | % | % | % | % | % % %
= YLE
< Total ~|59,2[680(854|874(660([670][689]19|10]49]10]1000
5 % | % | % | v | % | % | | %] wn|n|w]| %
< 8. strongly |  [83[83[83[83[83[83[83] | = | 830
= CLIMA | disagree % | % | v | % | % | % | % 270
2 TE | Undecided | - | 83 [167[280] 167 250167 [250] [ [ _ [ _[333
CHAN % | % | % | v | % | % | % %
GE 8,3 [16,7]25,0[ 25,0 16,7 | 16,7 [ 25,0 25,0
NR - 1 ’ 1 ’ Ll 1 ’ - - - - l
D | wiLL | Agdree % | % | % | % | % | % | % %
IMPAC
T
YOURr | Strongly |83 |250(250|250|250(250(167|250| | _ | _ | _ |333
YLE
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it 8,3 150,0]66,7]|833]|750]|750]|58,3]|83,3 ) } 100,0
% % % % % % % % %

In all pilot areas, stakeholders that believe that climate change will impact their life also believe
that what they can do at the individual level is mainly to lower energy consumptions and increase
their knowledge about climate change. A small percentage of respondents of Veneto, Friuli-
Venezia Giulia, Gi b e rKsifiska County and Neretva River Delta declare to not be willing to

change their habits.

TABLE 129.

28. WHAT CAN YOU DO, AT THE INDIVIDUAL LEVEL, TO
PREPARE FOR CLIMATE RELATED HAZARDS?
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=
>
1S % 'g >
oE | £ g 2 E
g5, 3 > S22 | g
g2 ) = c = 9
g | o 558 24| 5S¢ £S | 5 2
D o oo o & o 3 E =l iy a _
s © S E 88 > 2 g2 [ 23| = 8
2| s 2289 »5 | 2> | 32 | 8| o | &
S 1) =95 E£o DE 5 @ o X =)
S a =S5 S s o c = £ o 3
2odl g o~ To o <
599 B = CE 2 &
= fus — = @©
o O
53 = | |°
- -
8. Strongly disagree | 1,4% - 0,2% 0,2% - 0,2% | 2,1%
(C:';:X'NA;E Disagree 02% | 0,7% 2,3% 09% | 05% | - 3,0%
WILL Undecided 02% | 4,8% | 13,1% 8,0% | 1,1% |0,9% | 17,2%
VE | IMPACT
YOUR Agree 02% | 7,6% | 31,3% | 17.5% | 3,4% |1,4% | 359%
LIFESTYLE [ strongly Agree | 0,5% | 6,2% | 37,2% | 24,8% | 7,8% |3,2% | 41,8%
Total 2,5% | 19,3% | 84,1% | 51,5% | 12,9% | 5,7% |100,0%
© 8. Strongly disagree | 1,0% - 1,0% 1,0% - - 1,9%
§ ?:II_—:XNA(-BFE Disagree 1,0% | 1,9% 7,6% 1,0% - 11,0%| 95%
< WILL Undecided 38% | 29% | 181% | 86% - - | 21.9%
E FVG IMPACT 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
g YOUR Agree 1,0% | 6,7% | 27.6% | 21,9% | 3.8% |1,9% | 34,3%
= LIFESTYLE| strongly Agree | 1,0% | 48% | 26,7% | 21,0% | 95% |3,8% | 32,4%
Total 7,6% | 162% | 81,0% | 53,3% | 13,3% | 6,7% | 100,0%
CLIS-ATE Disagree - - 4,2% 4.2% - - 4.2%
CHANGE Undecided - - 125% | 12,5% - - | 12,5%
WILL
PG | MPACT Agree - | 42% | 292% | 20.8% | 8,3% |83%| 41,7%
Lireaas £ | strongly Agree - | 125% | 292% | 333% | 42% | - | 41,7%
Total - | 16,7% | 750% | 70,8% | 12,5% |8,3% |100,0%
8. Strongly disagree - 2,3% 1,1% - - - 2,3%
£ (éh'/'mgg Disagree - - 2,3% 2,3% ] - | 34%
3’<3 A WILL Undecided 23% | 34% | 159% | 102% | 23% | - | 19.3%
= IMPACT
< YOUR Agree - 3.4% | 284% | 239% | 45% |23% | 36,4%
§ LIFESTYLE| strongly Agree - | 114% | 30,7% | 273% | 68% | - | 386%
Total 2,3% | 205% | 78,4% | 63,6% | 13,6% |2,3% |100,0%
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8. Strongly disagree | 2,7% - 2, 7% 2, 7% - - 5,4%
EHXAKTQE Disagree 2,7% - 8,1% 8,1% - - | 135%
WILL Undecided 2,7% | 2,7% | 18,9% | 18,9% - - | 24,3%
SK 'ﬁgﬁ‘? Agree - 81% | 189% | 27,0% | 54% | - | 29,7%
LIFESTYLE | strongly Agree - - 27,0% | 27,0% - 2,7% | 27,0%
Total 8,1% | 10,8% | 757% | 83,8% | 54% |2,7% |100,0%
CLII\%—\TE Disagree - - 2,0% 1,0% - - 2,0%
CHANGE Undecided - 2,0% | 228% | 14.9% | 2,0% |2,0% | 257%
PU ,MV,!'ALET Agree - 30% | 366% | 238% | 1,0% |2,0% | 386%
(8]
e YOUR | strongly Agree - | 10w | 307% | 27.7% | 2.0% |2.0% | 33.7%
LIFESTYLE
P Total - 59% | 921% | 67,3% | 50% |5,9% |100,0%
C
E CLII\%ATE Strongly disagree - - 7,7% - - - 7,7%
3 CHANGE Undecided - | 154% | 7,7% 23,1% | 154% | - | 30,8%
» WILL
LIFYE%L'IJSLE Strongly Agree | 15,4% - 15,4% 7,7% - 7,7% | 38,5%
Total 15,4% | 15,4% | 53,8% | 46,2% | 15,4% | 7,7% | 100,0%

In all pilot areas, stakeholders already started to adapt to climate change, even if they do not
think that climate change will impact their life. The percentage of stakeholders declaring that did
act to adapt to climate change is higher as the belief that climate change will impact people 6 s
life increases. Emblematic is the case of Puglia pilot area, where all respondents declared they
already started to act to face climate change.

TABLE 130.

29. CAN YOU LIST
CONCRETE STEPS THAT
YOU AND YOUR FAMILY
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HAVE TAKEN TO FACE
CLIMATE CHANGE?
Macro Pilot
SR area Yes No Total
(?.”O”Q'V 11% | 09% | 2,0%
isagree
8. CLIMATE Disagree 2,3% 0,9% 3,2%
CHANGE WILL - 5 S 5
VE IMPACT YOUR Undecided 15,8% 1,8% 17,6%
LIFESTYLE Agree 339% | 1.8% | 357%
Strongly Agree 39,5% 2,0% 41,5%
Total 92,6% 7,4% 100,0%
Strongly B ) o
disagree 1,9% 1,9%
Northern 8. CLIMATE Disagree 9,5% - 9,5%
Adriatic CHANGE WILL - 5
FVG IMPACT YOUR Undecided 19,0% 2,9% 21,9%
LIFESTYLE Agree 30,5% | 3.8% | 34,3%
Strongly Agree 30,5% 1,9% 32,4%
Total 91,4% 8,6% 100,0%
8. CLIMATE Undecided 5,3% - 5,3%
CHANGE WILL 5 5 5
IMPACT YOUR Agree 36,8% 10,5% 47,4%
LIFESTYLE Strongly Agree | 42,1% 5,3% 47,4%
Total 84,2% 15,8% 100,0%
g.”ong'y 3,4% ; 3,4%
isagree
8. CLIMATE Disagree 3,4% - 3,4%
CHANGE WILL - 5 5 5
MA IMPACT YOUR Undecided 17,2A) 1,1% 18,4%
LIFESTYLE Agree 35,6% - 35,6%
Strongly Agree 33,3% 57% 39,1%
Central Total 93,1% | 6,9% | 100,0%
Adriatic Strongly 0 0
disagree 3,6% ) 3.6%
8. CLIMATE Disagree 7,1% 7,1% 14,3%
CHANGE WILL - 5 . S
SK IMPACT YOUR Undecided 14,3% 3,6% 17,9%
LIFESTYLE Agree 21,4% | 10,7% | 32,1%
Strongly Agree 32,1% - 32,1%
Total 78,6% 21,4% 100,0%
PU Disagree 2,1% - 2,1%
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8. CLIMATE Undecided 23, 7% - 23, 7%
CHANGE WILL 5 )
IMPACT YOUR Agree 38,1% - 38,1%
LIFESTYLE Strongly Agree | 36,1% - 36,1%
Total 100,0% - 100,0%
Southern Strongly
s ; 7,7% - 7,7%
Adriatic 8. CLIMATE disagree
CHANGE WILL Undecided 23,1% 7,7% 30,8%
NRD | IMPACT YOUR i
LIFESTYLE Agree 23,1% 23,1%
Strongly Agree 30,8% 7,7% 38,5%
Total 84,6% 15,4% 100,0%

6. Do people recognize the weight of anthropogenic activities in defining climate
change?

In all pilot areas, stakeholders that are highly worried about the current climate change strongly
believe that human activities have a role in determining the effects. In Primorsko-Goranska
County, Marche, Puglia, and Neretva River Delta pilot areas none of the stakeholders doubts
about the role of human activities in contributing to climate change.

TABLE 131.

2. THE SPEED OF CURRENT CLIMATE CHANGE IS A
DIRECT CONSEQUENCE OF HUMAN ACTIVITIES
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Iv:rlg;o Z'rf; iggg?g} Disagree | Undecided | Agree Sggrne%ly Total
1. 1AM Strongly disagree 0,7% 0,2% - - - 0,9%
WAOBFEDRJED Disagree 0,7% 0,7% 0,7% - - 2,0%
THE Undecided 0,2% 1,8% 0,7% 0,7% | 1,1% 4,5%
VE | CURRENT
CLIMATE Agree - 0,2% 2,5% 11,5% 9,0% 23,2%
CRISIS | strongly Agree - - 1,6% |17,3% | 50,5% | 69,4%
Total 1,6% 2,9% 5,4% 29,5% | 60,6% |100,0%
1. 1AM |Strongly disagree | 1,9% - - - - 1,9%
WAOB%RJED Disagree 0,9% 0,9% 1,9% - 1,9% | 5,7%
Northern THE Undecided - 0,9% 0,9% 2,8% | 0,9% 5,7%
Adriatic | FYC [ CURRENT
natic CLIMATE Agree - 1,9% 1,9% [142%| 10,4% | 28,3%
CRISIS | strongly Agree - - 6,6% |[151% | 36,8% | 58,5%
Total 2,8% 3,8% 11,3% |32,1% | 50,0% |100,0%
1. 1AM |Strongly disagree - 5,0% - - - 5,0%
WAOB%RJED Disagree - - - - 5,0% 5,0%
THE Undecided - - 5,0% - 5,0% | 10,0%
PG | CURRENT
CLIMATE Agree - - 10,0% 15,0% 5,0% 30,0%
CRISIS | strongly Agree - - 50% |[150% | 30,0% | 50,0%
Total - 5,0% 20,0% |30,0% | 45,0% |100,0%
W%jll?éI'\IAED Undecided - 2,3% 3,4% 45% | 34% | 13,6%
ABOUT Agree - - 2,3% 17,0% | 15,9% | 35,2%
THE
MA | CURRENT
CLIMATE Strongly Agree - - 3,4% 10,2% | 37,5% 51,1%
CRISIS
Central Total - 2,3% 9,1% 31,8% | 56,8% |100,0%
Adriatic 1L.IAM |strongly disagree | 3,8% 3,8% 3,8% - - 11,5%
WORRIED
ABOUT Undecided - - 7,7% 38% | 7,7% | 19,2%
THE
C(IE:?ZIQ-IS-E Strongly Agree 3,8% - 3,8% 19,2% | 15,4% | 42,3%
Total 7,7% 3,8% 154% |38,5% | 34,6% |100,0%
Southern | | W%)Il?éll\l/:_lD Strongly disagree - - - - 1,0% 1,0%
Adriatic i
ABOUT Disagree - 1,0% 1,0% - 1,0% 2,9%
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THE Undecided - - 1,9% 6,7% | 3.8% | 12,5%
CURRENT
CLIMATE Agree - - 2,9% 8,7% 8,7% 20,2%
CRISIS Strongly Agree - - 1,0% 154% ( 47,1% | 63,5%
Total - 1,0% 6,7% 30,8% | 61,5% |100,0%
1.1AM Disagree - - - - 7.7% | 7,7%
WORRIED
ABOUT Undecided - - - 7,7% - 7,7%
CLIMATE
CRISIS Strongly Agree - - 15,4% 15,4% | 23,1% | 53,8%
Total - - 30,8% 30,8% | 38,5% |100,0%

In all pilot areas stakeholders that are highly worried about the current climate crisis have doubts
about the possibility to revert it, while stakeholders having a lower concern about the
seriousness of the climate crisis, believe it can be reverted. In all pilot areas except for Neretva
River Delta pilot area, a small percentage of respondents strongly disagree that the climate
change can be reverted.

TABLE 132.
21. THE CURRENT CLIMATE CRISIS CAN BE REVERTED

l\/:r\g;o 2:?; ?ggg?gg Disagree | Undecided | Agree Sggrnegely Total
ariatis | VE | worRiep| aisagree | 2% | - : - [ oms | oo
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AESET Disagree - 0,2% 0,2% 1,1% 0,5% 2,0%
CURRENT Undecided 0,7% 0,7% 1,6% 1,1% 0,5% 4,5%
CLIMATE
CRISIS Agree 1,1% 3,8% 11,5% 5,4% 1,4% 23,2%
Strongly Agree 7,9% 16,9% 25,0% 13,5% 6,1% 69,4%
Total 9,9% 21,6% 38,3% 21,2% 9,0% 100,0%
A ggggf’g . : . 09% | 09% | 19%
Wi :
A%FE)RLIJI.EI.D Disagree 1,9% - 0,9% 2,8% - 5,7%
THE Undecided - 2,8% 0,9% 1,9% - 5,7%
FVG | CURRENT ’ : : ,
CLIMATE Agree 1,9% 8,5% 11,3% 6,6% - 28,3%
CRUE Strongly Agree 11,3% 13,2% 24,5% 3,8% 5,7% 58,5%
Total 15,1% 24,5% 37,7% 16,0% 6,6% 100,0%
Strongly
1.1AM disagree ) - - 5,0% - 5,0%
WORRIED ,
ABOUT Disagree - - - 5,0% - 5,0%
THE Undecided - - 10,0% - - 10,0%
PG | CURRENT : i
CLIMATE Agree - - 15,0% 10,0% 5,0% 30,0%
RIS Strongly Agree 5,0% 15,0% 15,0% 15,0% - 50,0%
Total 5,0% 15,0% 40,0% 35,0% 5,0% 100,0%
W%)- Flzéll\l/le Undecided 4,5% - 4,5% 4,5% - 13,6%
ABOUT Agree - 6,8% 17,0% 8,0% 3,4% 35,2%
THE
MA CURRENT
CLIMATE | Strongly Agree 5,7% 12,5% 14,8% 13,6% 4,5% 51,1%
CRISIS
Central Total 10,2% 19,3% 36,4% 26,1% 8,0% 100,0%
Adriatic 1.1AM Strongly
WORRIED disagree LSO ) ) ) ) 11,5%
A?SLEJT Undecided . 3,8% 7,7% 3,8% 3,8% 19,2%
SK | CURRENT Agree - - 23,1% 3,8% - 26,9%
CLIMATE
CRISIS Strongly Agree - 11,5% 23,1% 7,7% - 42,3%
Total 11,5% 15,4% 53,8% 15,4% 3,8% 100,0%
Strongly
1.1AM disagree ] ] ) ) L 1,0%
Southern [ | V"’A%RORJED Disagree ; 1,0% 1,9% ] ] 2.9%
Al THE Undecided 1,0% 2,9% 3,8% 3,8% 1,0% 12,5%
CURRENT
Agree 1,0% 5,8% 7,7% 4,8% 1,0% 20,2%
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C(IS:?l\flSAITSE Strongly Agree 7, 7% 16,3% 26,0% 10,6% 2,9% 63,5%
Total 9,6% 26,0% 39,4% 19,2% 5,8% 100,0%
1.1AM Disagree - - - 7,7% - 7,7%
WORRIED
ABOUT Undecided - - 7, 7% - - 7,7%
THE
NRD CURRENT Agl’ee - - 7,7% 15,4% 7,7% 30,8%
CLIMATE
CRISIS Strongly Agree - - 23,1% 15,4% 15,4% 53,8%
Total - - 38,5% 38,5% 23,1% 100,0%

In all pilot areas, stakeholders that are highly worried about the current climate change also
believe that its effects can be reduced. In all pilot areas, with the exception of Primorsko-
Goranska County and Neretva River Delta pilot areas, there is a small percentage of

respondents that disagrees with the possibility of reducing the effects of climate change.

TABLE 133.
23. THE IMPACTS OF CLIMATE CHANGE CAN BE
REDUCED

Macro | Pilot Strongly | . . Strongly
area area disagree Disagree [ Undecided | Agree agree Total
1.1AM | Strongly disagree| 0,7% - - - 0,2% 0,9%

Northern WORRIED -

AdlTeie VE ABOUT Disagree 0,2% 0,5% 0,7% 0,7% - 2,0%
THE Undecided 0,2% 0,5% 1,1% 1,4% | 1,4% 4,5%
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%ETZMR/ET’\‘ET Agree - 0,9% 34% [10,6%| 83% | 23,2%
CRISIS | Strongly Agree | 0,7% 5,0% 11,0% |19,4% | 33,3% | 69,4%
Total 1,8% 6,8% 16,2% |32,0% | 43,2% |100,0%
1. 1AM Strongly disagree - - - 0,9% 0,9% 1,9%
WA%%RJED Disagree - 0,9% 1,9% 1,9% | 09% | 57%
THE Undecided - - 4.7% 0,9% - 5,7%
FVG | CURRENT
CLIMATE Agree 0,9% 1,9% 6,6% 94% | 9.4% | 28,3%
CRISIS | strongly Agree - 1,9% 10,4% |20,8% | 25,5% | 58,5%
Total 0,9% 4,7% 23,6% |[34,0%| 36,8% [100,0%
1.1AM |Strongly disagree - - - 5,0% - 5,0%
WORRIED Disagree - - - - 5,0% 5,0%
ABOUT
THE Undecided - - - 10,0% - 10,0%
PG | CURRENT
CLIMATE Agree - - 20,0% 10,0% - 30,0%
CRISIS | strongly Agree - - 25,0% | 50% | 20,0% | 50,0%
Total - - 45,0% |[30,00| 25,0% |[100,0%
Wlo- Il?él'\IAED Undecided - 1,1% 4,5% 34% | 45% | 13,6%
ABOUT Agree - 1,1% 45% |14,8% | 14,8% | 352%
THE
MA | CURRENT
CLIMATE Strongly Agree 1,1% 1,1% 8,0% 9,1% 31,8% 51,1%
CRISIS
Central Total 1,1% 3,4% 17,0% |27,3% | 51,1% |100,0%
Adriatic L 1AM | strongly disagree | 3,8% 3,8% - - 3.8% | 11,5%
WORRIED
ABOUT Undecided - - - 7,7% | 115% | 19,2%
THE
SK | cCURRENT Agree - - 115% | 3.8% | 11,5% | 26,9%
Cé'F';’I'QLE Strongly Agree - 3.8% 38% |11,5% | 23.1% | 42,3%
Total 3,8% 7,7% 154% |23,1% | 50,0% |100,0%
1. 1AM |Strongly disagree - - - - 1,0% 1,0%
WA%RORL'J'?FD Disagree - 1,0% 1,0% 1,0% - 2,9%
THE Undecided - 2,9% 1,9% 2,9% | 48% | 12,5%
PU | CURRENT
Sl,f d“rtig‘t*ircn CLIMATE Agree - 1,0% 29% | 38% | 125% | 20,2%
CRISIS | strongly Agree - 1,9% 125% [12,5% | 36,5% | 63,5%
Total - 6,7% 18,3% |20,2% | 54,8% |100,0%
NRD Disagree - - 7,7% - - 7,7%
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1.1AM Undecided - - - 7,7% - 7,7%
WORRIED
ABOUT Agree - - - 7,7% 23,1% | 30,8%
THE
CURRENT
CLIMATE Strongly Agree - - - 7,7% 46,2% 53,8%
CRISIS
Total - - 7,7% 23,1% | 69,2% |100,0%

7. Do people have access to information about climate change?

Stakeholders of all pilot areas search information on climate change even when they do not
think its effects will impact their life. They trust academic and official internet sources more that
non-official websites. Experts are considered a trustworthy source of information only in Veneto
and Friuli-Venezia Giulia pilot areas. It is interesting to highlight that in all pilot areas respondents
that do not agree that climate change will impact their lifestyle are the ones that search
information in more different sources, among which less reliable ones.

TABLE 134.

11. WHERE DO YOU SEARCH FOR THIS INFORMATION?
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< ()]
8. Strongly | 07|05 |07 [16[%4]02|05[02]07 » 0%
CLIMA | disagree | % | % | % | % | % | % | % | % | % | ~ [ ~ [ | [¢77
TE . 1,4 07]25]16[02[09]07]07[05][02
Disagree y - y y y y y y y y y - - 13,2%
CHAN % % | % | % | % | %% | % | %]|% '
GE . 6329|5215 6854233650 27]009 17,6
wiLL | Undecided | o7 | o | g | qo6 | o6 | % | 9 [ 9% | % | % | % | | | %
VE [IMPAC [T ee | 14 [ 6810, [ 29,15 [97]70[ 10, [83[63[38]02| _[356
YOTUR 9 2% | % | 8% [1% [3% [ % | % | 6% | % [ % | % | % %
Strongly | 12, | 6,8 | 11, | 34, | 18, | 14, [ 11, | 14, | 16, | 9,2 | 4,1 41,7
LIFEST ]
YLE Agree [ 2% | % | 5% [9% | 0% | 9% | 5% | 4% | 7% | % | % %
Total 34, [ 16, [ 28, | 83, | 43,30, | 22, [ 29, | 31, [ 18, [ 9,0 [0,2] _ [ 100,
7% | 9% | 8% | 1% [ 0% [ 4% | 1% | 5% [ 3% [ 7% | % | % 0%
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TE . 380928750909 1,9 [09] 19
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= GE | ndecided | 14 [ 19 [57 16 |47 [38[28[38]57[47[38[ | _[2L7
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P
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YOUR | Strongly |16, |42 |12 |88 (20, |25 |20, |83 |12 |42|42| | _[417
LIFesT| Agree’ | 7% | % [5% [ 3% | 8% | 0% | 8% | % [5% | % | % %
YLE
— 45,20, | 29, [ 83, | 50, | 54, | 41, | 20, | 25, | 33, | 16, 100,
8% | 8% | 2% | 3% [ 0% [ 2% | 7% | 8% [0% [3% [ 7% | = | ~ | 0%
M 8. Strongly 2,2 3.4 1,1 1,1
Ol A | cLiva disagree % ) ) % ) % | i i % i S [34%
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TE _ 227227 1.1 |22
CHAN Disagree - - - % % % % - - - - - - 13,4%
GE " gecided | 10 | . [45 2634|4534 (67 [45[45[ | | . [191
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IMPAC Adree 21, [ 4514, |27, [90]90] 792213 |[79]56] | [360
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= 8. Strongly 7,7 7,7
é’ CLIMA | disagree | % | ~ i i Tl % | i i i i o e
3 TE . 7.7 30, | 23, | 7,7 | 15, [ 7.7 | 15, | 15, | 7.7 30,8
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=
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Stakeholders of all pilot areas that believe that climate change will impact their life, attend
informative events more than people that do not believe that they will have to adjust their life to
the effects of climate change. The only difference is highlighted in Primorsko-Goranska County
pilot area where also people believing that they will have to change their lifestyle do not attend
informative events and in Neretva River Delta pilot area where the percentage of people
attending informative events and people not attending informative events is the same.

TABLE 135.

12. DID YOU ATTEND ANY
EDUCATIONAL OR INFORMATIVE
EVENT ABOUT CLIMATE CHANGE?

Macro area Z:E; No Yes Total
Northern VE 8. CLIMATE Strongly disagree - 1,0% 1,0%
Adriatic CHANGE WILL Disagree 1,5% 1’5% 3’0%
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IMPACT YOUR Undecided 6,0% 12,9% 18,9%
LIFESTYLE
Agree 6,5% 22,9% 29,4%
Strongly Agree 9,5% 38,3% 47,8%
Total 23,4% 76,6% 100,0%
Strongly disagree - 1,8% 1,8%
8. CLIMATE Disagree - 3,6% 3,6%
CHANGE WILL : 3 . S
FVG IMPACT YOUR Undecided 10,9% 5,5% 16,4%
LIFESTYLE Agree 10,9% 25,5% 36,4%
Strongly Agree 7,3% 34,5% 41,8%
Total 29,1% 70,9% 100,0%
8. CLIMATE Undecided 10,0% - 10,0%
CHANGE WILL . 3 S
G IMPACT YOUR Agree 20,0% 30,0% 50,0%
LIFESTYLE Strongly Agree 30,0% 10,0% 40,0%
Total 60,0% 40,0% 100,0%
Strongly disagree 2,0% 2,0% 3,9%
8. CLIMATE Disagree - 2,0% 2,0%
CHANGE WILL : S 5 S
MA IMPACT YOUR Undecided 3,9% 9,8% 13,7%
LIFESTYLE Agree 13,7% 27,5% 41,2%
Strongly Agree 3,9% 35,3% 39,2%
Egr’}gt?é Total 23,5% 76,5% 100,0%
Disagree - 6,7% 6,7%
8. CLIMATE -
CHANGE WILL Undecided 26,7% - 26,7%
SK IMPACT YOUR Agree 13,3% 20,0% 33,3%
LIFESTYLE
Strongly Agree 6,7% 26,7% 33,3%
Total 46,7% 53,3% 100,0%
8. CLIMATE Undecided 6,1% 18,4% 24.5%
CHANGE WILL N 5 S
U IMPACT YOUR Agree 10,2% 32, 7% 42,9%
LIFESTYLE Strongly Agree 4,1% 28,6% 32,7%
Southern Total 20,4% 79,6% 100,0%
Adriatic 8. C -
- CLIMATE Undecided 16,7% 16,7% 33,3%
CHANGE WILL
NRD | IMPACT YOUR Strongly Agree 33,3% 33,3% 66,7%
LIFESTYLE
Total 50,0% 50,0% 100,0%
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Stakeholders of all pilot areas attended events organized by associations (not environmental)
more than events organized by public authorities or do not pay attention to the organizer of the
event, independently from the believe that climate change will or will not impact their life.

TABLE 136.
14. WHO ORGANIZED THEM?
[ —
> o o | 8
5| g 2 _ |2z B85 ..
| 3 a s | 2 » |38 | EB| 8 |cEg| ®
o « 'S =) 2 < 0% | EE < O o o
g| 8 s | g | & 2 |68]/23] 8 |2€| *~
=B = | 5| &|zg 2
3} ® |
8. CLIMATE Strongly - 1oz | 93| . ] ] ; - | o6%
g CHANGE dlsagree ! % 1070
g VE | WILL IMPACT Disagree - 0,6% - - - 0,6% - 2,5% | 3,4%
g YOUR 0,6 10,0
z LIFESTYLE Undecided 1,9% | 1,6% y 2,5% | 1,9% | 1,6% - ) 18,1%
% %
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Agree 4.4% | 4,1% 10/(? 3.1% | 4,7% | 4,4% | - 2&)0 34,7%
Strongly Agree | 3,8% | 3,4% 10/5’ 5,.3% 1&)0 47% | 1,3% 15,27 43.1%
100 | 10,0 | 3,8 | 10,9 | 16,6 | 11,3 o | 52,2 | 100,0
Total % % % % % % 1,3% % %
SRy - - Co 3% | - -] 13%
disagree
8. CLIMATE Disagree 1,3% | 1,3% 10/3' - - - - 113% | 52%
CHANGE —
v | WILL IMPACT Undecided 13% | 26% | - |13% [3,9% | - |13% | S0 | 19,5%
YOUR
G | LIFESTYLE Agree 5,2% | 6,5% 20/? 52% | 1,3% | 3,9% | - 2&)8 36,4%
Strongly Agree | 6,5% | 5,2% | 5 | 3,9% | 9,1% | 2,6% | 2,6% | o2° | 37.7%
143 | 15,6 | 6,5 | 10,4 | 14,3 46,8 | 100,0
Total 9 o | o | o v | 7.8% | 39% | "o "
8. CLIMATE Undecided - - - - - - - 107/;6 17,6%
CHANGE ==
WILL IMPACT Agree 59% | - - - - - - o | 41.2%
PG YOUR 18 35°3
H - - - - - - 1 0
LIFESTYLE Strongly Agree % % 41,2%
17,6 88,2 | 100,0
Total % - - - - - - % %
4. Strongly 0 ) . 0 - - - 9 9
SPECIFICALL disagree 1.4% 1.4% 27% | 41%
Y, THE Disagree 1,4% - - - 1,4% - - - 1,4%
TERRITORY _
WHERE YOU Undecided 14% | 1,4% | - [1,4% | 2,7% | - |1,4% |95% | 14,9%
MA LIVE IS 10,8 41 16,2
AFFECTED BY Agree o | 68% | g | 41% | 14% | 2,7% | 1,4% | Yo" | 36,5%
CLIMATE
© CHANGE | Strongly Agree | 9,5% | 8.1% | 27 | 1.4% [ 95% | 1,4% | - | 102 | 4320
T
= 243 [ 162 | 6,8 o | 14,9 . o | 44,6 | 100,0
S Total 9 o | o [81% | Top | 41% [27% | 7o %
= Strongly ) ) } _ . . _ o, 0
= disagree B 6.7%
8 8. CLIMATE Disagree - 6,7% | - - - - - - 6,7%
CHANGE S
WILL IMPACT Undecided - - - - - - - o | 26.7%
SK YOUR 0
LIFESTYLE Agree 6,7% - - 6,7% - - 6,7% | 6,7% | 20,0%
Strongly Agree | 6,7% - - 6,7% 1;’)3 6,7% | 6,7% 1;’)3 40,0%
13,3 13,3 | 13,3 13,3 | 53,3 | 100,0
Total w | 67% % w | 67% | % %
— 8. CLIMATE Disagree - - - - - - - 2,4% | 2,4%
3| PU | CHANGE ) 110
0 WILL IMPACT Undecided 6,1% | 3,7% - 1,2% | 6,1% | 1,2% - %’) 24,4%

i
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YOUR . o | 49| . . ] 23,2 0
e Lz Agree 1,2% | 6,1% | ‘o 7.3% | 7,3% o | 41.5%
Strongly Agree | 1,2% | - 20/:‘ 3.7% | 8,5% | 2.4% | - 1;;9 31,7%
7.3 22,0 | 11,0 52,4 | 100,0
Total 8,5% | 9.8% | o | 49% | o/ % - % %
e N N I I e R B 2
8. CLIMATE g T
CHANGE Undecided - - - 191% | - - - o | 36.4%
NR | WILL IMPACT 18°2
D YOUR Agree - - - - - - - 0/' 18,2%
LIFESTYLE T 18°2
Strongly Agree - - - %’) - - - %; 36,4%
27.3 72,7 | 100,0
Total - - - % - - - % %

8. Do people feel that the authorities fail to address the challenges posed by climate
change?

Stakeholders of all pilot areas believe that the response should be mostly at regional and state
level more than at higher levels of governance, independently from their believes on the
authoritiesd  a b irdéspohdyto clinmte change.

TABLE 137.

| 17. WHICH INSTITUTIONS SHOULD BE INVOLVED?
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m ~
Q0 %)
= o]
: :
= . " Z
= = - k) 2
S o (%] () =
g = Q I ) i) 0 n
S o c =) = = c
- | @ x5 sl e|z Nl 3S| 8
g (1] = £ % > %’ = b c = E "
5 & T o c @ o|l | = | T | 5 s |l | 35| = ) —
© o | a8 =] L = = ] < = < o 5| = £
o T = o) © o c = @© () ) ) o c =
s| 5 2 [S) ) I = CD 5 n > o = %] = @© 2
g = S|o | c|Efe|ls|s|8B|la|=|a]|™
= 2| c c|cs|E|e|D|lE]|E]|e
5 | 2| 2|@ 3|8
2 s|8|z2]2 cs|d|F
s £ b s 8
© = O S)
: 8
? 5
< c
Strongly | 3.4 | 2,5 |43 |45 | 32| 02|27 |34 |32]20]29]05]02[02]| 66
1. agree | % | % | % | % | % | % | w | w| % | %] %|w|w|wn]| n
PUBLIC
INsTITu | | 82|66 |11, 18,110 |02[10,|95(10,|59|82[02]05]|02[150
T(':C;';‘\IS 9 % | % [3%[4% | 9% | % | 9% | % |4% | % | % | % | % | % | »
EFFECTI
VELY ]
respon | Undecid | 15, | 12, | 19, [ 23, | 19, [ 1.1 | 18, | 20, | 29, | 12, | 17, | 1,1 | 0,9 | 0,9 | 25,4
DTO ed 9% | 5% [ 3% [1% | 5% | % | 1% | 0% [3% | 2% | 2% | % | % | % | %
THE
VE| cHALLE
NGES
POSED | Agree | 14 |10 |19, [22118 | 1117 16 |16, | 10,15 | 0.7 | 07|07 |252
. By 1% | 2% [ 0% | 4% | 4% | % | 5% [ 6% |6% | 9% | 6% | % | % | % | %
= CLIMAT
8 =
o
< CHANG | strongly | 16, | 11, | 22, | 25, [ 21, | 05 | 19, | 17, [ 17, [ 11, | 17, [ 07 | 0,7 | 0,7 | 27,9
g disagree | 8% | 3% [ 2% | 4% | 5% | % | 3% [ 9% | 5% | 6% | 7% | % | % | % %
e
< Total 58, | 43, | 76, | 88, | 73, | 3.2 | 68, | 67, | 66, | 42, | 61, | 3.2 | 2.9 | 2,7 | 100,
2 3% | 1% | 2% [ 9% | 5% | % | 5% | 3% [ 9% [ 6% | 7% | % | % | % | 0%
16.
Nens | strongly | 38| 1.9 {4747 (38| _ |o9|19]|1o|oe|re| | | _ |ar
TIONS agree % % % % % % % % % % %
CAN
EFFECTI
FV VELY
G |REsPON| | [57[38|75]|10,|75|09(94(38(75(38|75]|09|09|09 123
QJS 9 % | % | % |4%| % | % | % | %| %% | %B| %] % ||| %
CHALLE
poa | Undecid | 21, | 14, [ 21, | 24, | 18, | 19| 17, [ 16,| 18, [ 94| 17, | 28 [ 19| 1,9 [ 255
By ed 7% | 2% | 7% [ 5% | 9% | % | 0% | 0% [9% | % |0% | % | % | % | %

—
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CLIMAT
E
CHANG | Agree | 27|21 [33,[36,]30, 19|31 |26 (28 |21, |34|19|19|19[396
E 9 4% [ 7% [ 0% | 8% [ 2% | % | 1% [ 4% | 3% [ 7% | 0% | % | % | % | %
Strongly | 15, [ 10, [ 16, [ 16, | 14, [ 0,9 [15, ] 13, [ 12, [ 10, [ 13, [0,9[ 0,9 0,9 [17,9
disagree | 1% | 4% | 0% | 0% | 2% | % [ 1% | 2% [ 3% [ 4% | 2% | % | % | % | »
Total 73,| 51,83, |92 |74, 5773 [61,[68 |46 |73 [66]57][57 100,
6% | 9% | 0% [ 5% | 5% | % [ 6% | 3% [ 9% | 2% | 6% | % | % | % | 0%
16.
pusLic | Strongly | 5,0 |50 i i i ) i i i i i ~ 1100
INSTITU agree % % %
TIONS
CAN
Ef,FEEL%T' Agree | 30 [5:0(50 120, {10, 50|10, [50|50|50(50|50|50 50200
respon | 9 % | % | % |0%|0%]| % [0%]| % | % | % | % | % | % | %| %
DTO
P | THE
G | CHALLE
PNO%EESD Undecid |50 | [sof [ J2o,] | | |s0| |[50| [200
BY ed % % 0% % % %
CLIMAT
E
CH/QNG Agree | 5. | 10, [ 5.0 10, 1 10, | 15, }'15, 1 5,0 {15,150 [ 10, | 50 [ 50 | 5,0 | 50,0
9 0% | 0% | % [0% | 0% [ 0% | 0% | % |0% ]| % |o%w| % | % | % | %
Total 30, [ 15, | 15, [ 25, [ 20, [ 20, | 35, [ 10, | 20, [ 10, | 20, | 10, | 15, [ 10, | 100,
0% [ 0% | 0% | 0% [ 0% | 0% [ 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 0%
PU]IfI;IC Strongly | 45|22 |45|45|22|22|22|22|56(34(34| | | |56
INsSTITU | 2gree [ % | % [ % | % [ % [ % | % [ % | % | % [ % %
TIONS Agree | 20]56[90]90(45(34(67[34(56[34[79[11[11[11[124
EFCF’ENCTIQ%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%
VELy | Undecid | 20, [ 21, 28,25, |19, [ 11,[22,[19,[18,[9.0] 19, [6,7[67[6,7 281
RESPON ed 2% | 3% | 6% [ 8% | 1% | 2% [ 5% | 1% [ 0% | % | 1% | % | % | % | »
DTO
ol M THE Agree | 28|16, |27, 24,119, |14, | 20, | 14, (19, | 11, [ 19, | 45 45|45 30,3
= A CHSEEE 9 1% | 9% | 0% | 7% | 1% [ 6% | 2% | 6% [ 1% | 2% [ 1% | % | % | % | %
&S] POSED
< BY
S CL'E"AT Strongly | 18, | 13, | 18, [ 22, | 13, | 10, [ 13, [ 12, [ 12, [ 79| 11, [ 6,7 | 6,7 [ 6,7 | 23,6
= chanG | disagree [ 0% [ 5% | 0% | 8% | 5% | 1% | 5% | 4% [ 4% | % [2% | % [ % [ % | %
(@]
E
Total 79,59, [ 82,86, |58, [41,[65 |51 60, [34]60, |19, [19, |19, [100,
8% | 6% | 0% [ 5% | 4% | 6% [ 2% | 7% | 7% | 8% | 7% | 1% | 1% | 1% | 0%
16. | Strongly | 9,765 [97]65[65[32][65([32][32[32]32][32[32][32]129
puBLic | agree | % | % | % | % | w | | v | % | % | % | % | % ]| %| ]|
S | INSTITU
K| TONs | o |16 |12 |16 [22] 12 |12, |16,|97 |19 |12 |22, (97|12, |97 323
EFCF/Eng g 1% [ 9% [ 1% [ 6% | 9% [ 9% [ 1% | % [ 4% [ 9% [6% | % | 9% [ % | %
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VELY
REDS'TDSN Undecid | 16, | 12, | 19, | 19, | 16, | 16, | 16, | 12, |19, | 9,7 | 12,1 9,7 9,7 | 9,7 | 29,0
THE ed 1% | 9% | 4% [ 4% | 1% [ 1% | 1% | 9% [4% | % [9% | % | % | % | %
CHALLE
NGES
POSED
BY Aqree | 97|65 [22126,{97 (9765|6512 165(65|65]|65|65|194
CLIMAT 9 % | % | 9% [1% | % | % | % | % [9% | % | % | % | % | % | %
E
CHANG
E Iswongly| | _[32[65] _ [ _ | _ | _ |32 _[_ 1. [32]_ [65
disagree % | % % % %
— 51,38, |61, | 71, [ 45, [ 41,45, (32 |58, 32 |45, |29, |35, [ 29, | 100,
6% | 7% | 3% | 0% | 2% | 9% | 2% | 3% [ 1% [ 3% | 2% | 0% | 5% | 0% | 0%
16. |[sStrongly [19[10[z9[z9o[19]  [29]19[19[10]29 | 129
PUBLIC [ agree % | % | % | % | % % | % | % | % | % %
INSTITU
Tg‘;‘\ls Agree [26(29|77 (8777 |58)67|87|19186( | | (125
0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
ERrECT] % | % | % | % | % % | % | % | % | % %
VELY
RESPON | yndecid | 19, | 15, [ 20, | 23, | 14, | 19| 18, |12, |11, |10, |15, | | | _ [250
o QJ‘E) ed 2% | 4% | 2% | 1% | 4% | % | 3% | 5% [ 5% | 6% | 4% %
U CHALLE
NGES
POSED | agree | 19|14 |29,| 18, |13, |19 (17, [15 |13 (96|10, (10| | _ [240
BY g 2% | 4% | 2% [ 3% | 5% | % [3% | 4% [5% | % | 6% | % %
CLIMAT
E
cuang | Strongly [ 28, | 18, [ 80,81, | 22, | 1,9 | 24, | 23, | 20, [ 14, | 22, | _ | |356
2 E disagree | 8% | 3% [ 8% | 7% | 1% | % | 0% | 1% | 2% | 4% | 1% %
2 Total 78,151,179, |83 |59, [58(68 [59 [55 [37,[60, |10 | _ [zo00,
2 8% | 9% | 8% [ 7% | 6% | % [3% | 6% [ 8% | 5% | 6% | % 0%
c
= 16.
g PUBLIC [ Agree 70/7 - 70/7 - - -l - -] - - -l - -] - 1{3’4
5 INSTITU 0 0 0
3 TIONS
CAN )
EFFecTl | Undecid | 7,7 | 7,7 | 7,7 |28, | 77| 7.7 |15 | 77|77 | 77|77 | | _ |308
VELY ed % | % | % |1% | % | % |4% | % | % | % | % %
RESPON
DTO
N THE
R | cHALLE
D | NGEs 23, 23,1
POSED Agree - - - 1% - - - - - - - - - - %
BY
CLIMAT
E
CRANG Tstrongly [ 7.7 [ 7777 [55 Fa5 {77 [ [ . [ . [77[ - - - [308
disagree | % | % | % | 4% | 4% | % % %
Total 23, |15 [ 23,61, |23, |15 [15 [77[7 77715 | | . [200,
1% | 4% | 1% | 5% | 1% | 4% | 4% | % | % | % | 4% 0%
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Stakeholders of all pilot areas believe that the most efficient mitigation strategies should be
implemented at higher levels of governance, independently from their believes on the
authoritiesd abi | idhagngetStakehodderpadthedpilot aveascof Gemtral ainel

Southern Adriatic show a higher trust in the competence of municipalities compared to the other
pilot areas.

TABLE 138.
18. TO BE EFFECTIVE, MITIGATION STRATEGIES (E.G. TO
REDUCE POLLUTION LEVELS IN THE ATMOSPHERE)
SHOULD BE CARRIED OUT AT THE FOLLOWING SCALE
(MAKE A RANKING)!
Pilo
Macro t Municipalit | Region | Nation | Europea | Internation Total
area are y al al n al
a

1 The analysis only considers the level of governance most voted by each pilot area.
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16. PUBLIC Strongly
INSTITUTION agroe 2,2% 1,6% | 22% | 1.3% 3,1% 5,6%
EFFSEC(::AT:\\I/EL Agree 5,3% 3,8% | 34% | 6,9% 11,6% | 15,9%
Y RESPOND | Undecided 9,1% 53% | 53% | 6,6% 172% | 24,1%
TO THE
VE CHALLENGE Agree 8,4% 4.7% 4,1% 5,6% 15,9% 25,6%
SPOSEDBY [ o
CLIMATE trongly 11,3% 81% | 88% | 9,7% 213% | 28,8%
CHANGE disagree
Total 36,3% 23.4% | 23.8% | 30,0% 69,1% 1%2'0
16. PUBLIC Strongly
INSTITUTION agroe 2,4% 24% | 49% | 3.7% 3,7% 6,1%
- FSE?:'Ar:\\I/EL Agree 4,9% - 12% | 1,2% 7,3% | 13,4%
Norther Y RESPOND | Undecided 7,3% 24% | 49% | 61% 159% | 23,2%
Frv | TOTHE
Adr?atic G CHALLENGE Agree 11,0% 1,2% 7,3% 8,5% 26,8% 37,8%
S POSED BY
CLIMATE ggg“f’g 8,5% 24% | 6,1% 8,5% 14,6% | 19,5%
CHANGE 9
Total 341% | 85% | 244% | 280% | 683% | 100
Il\llg'T'IDTUl?TLI'gN Sggr”e%y 14,3% 14,3% | 21,4% | 21,4% 21,4% | 21,4%
S CAN
A 0 - 0 0 0 0
EEEECaVEL gree 7,1% 71% | 7,1% 143% | 21,4%
Y RESPOND | Undecided 14,3% 71% | 143% | 7.1% 7.1% 21,4%
TO THE
PG | CHALLENGE
SgafﬂiDTEY Agree - 71% | 28,6% | 35,7% 28,6% 35,7%
CHANGE
Total 35,7% 28,6% | 71.4% | 71,4% 71.4% | 1000
%
16. PUBLIC Strongly
INSTITUTION agree 3,6% 36% | 36% | 3,6% 5,4% 5,4%
EFFSE(C:AT:\\'/EL Agree 5,4% 36% | 54% | 36% 7,1% 8,9%
Y RESPOND | Undecided 8,9% 36% | 89% | 12,5% 250% | 35,7%
TO THE
MA | GHALLENGE Agree 17,9% 71% | 71% | 16,1% 17,9% | 32,1%
S POSED BY
Central CLIMATE Strongly 8,9% 1,8% | 5,4% 5,4% 8,9% 17,9%
Adriatic CHANGE disagree
Total 44.6% 19,6% | 30,4% | 41,1% 64,3% 1?,2'0
| |\llgT 'TTUST'-Ig?N Sgg:‘ege'y 8,7% 43% | 17,4% | 13,0% 13,0% | 21,7%
SK e FSE?:'Ar:\\I/EL Agree 13,0% 43% | 87% | 17,4% 26,1% | 30,4%
Y RESPOND | Undecided 13,0% 13,0% | 17.4% | 21,7% 21,7% | 21,7%
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TOTHE Agree 13,0% 13,0% | 13,0% | 13,0% 8,7% 13,0%
CHALLENGE
S POSED BY
CLIMATE gggg%}é 8,7% 43% | 87% | 8,7% 8,7% 13,0%
CHANGE

Total 56,5% | 39,1% | 652% | 739% | 783% | 1900

%
- - - - 1,4% 1,4%

16. PUBLIC Strongly
INSTITUTION agree

e FSE%’_?:\\‘/EL Agree 5,5% 41% | 55% | 6,8% 6,8% 9,6%
Y RESPOND | Undecided 15,1% 9,6% | 96% | 11,0% 21,9% | 30,1%
PU CHL?LTE,EGE Agree 13,7% 27% | 82% | 9,6% 11.0% | 24,7%
SPOSEDBY [ o
CLIMATE disgg?e}é 13,7% 9,6% | 151% | 16,4% 233% | 34,2%
CHANGE
Souther Total 47,9% 26,0% | 38,4% | 43,8% 64,4% 19,2'0
n
Aalraie | |\llgT Fl’TUST'-IgN Agree 20,0% 20,0% | 20,0% | 20,0% 20,0% | 20,0%
S CAN Undecided - - - - 20,0% | 20,0%
EFFECTIVEL
Y RESPOND Agree - - 20,0% 20,0% 20,0% 20,0%
NR | TOTHE
D [CHALLENGE|
SPOSEDBY | i ag?e)é 40,0% 20,0% | 20,0% | 20,0% 20,0% | 40,0%
CLIMATE
CHANGE
Total 60.0% | 40,0% | 60,0% | 60,0% 80,0% | 1000

%

9. Do people believe that mitigation and adaptation strategies should be developed
through participatory processes to be effective?

In all pilot areas, independently from whom is believed responsible for paying for mitigation and

adaptation, stakeholders consider important to engage citizens to implement effective mitigation

and adaptation strategies, with the exception of Primorsko-Goranska County and Gi be rns k o

Kninska County pilot areas.

TABLE 139.
26. THE EFFECTIVENESS OF MITIGATION (TO REDUCE
POLLUTION LEVELS IN THE ATMOSPHERE) AND
ADAPTATION (TO IMPLEMENT STRATEGIES TO LIMIT
THE EFFECTS) STRATEGIES ALSO DEPEND ON
Cl TI ZENSO ENGAGEMENT
Macr | Pilo Strongly . .
. Disagre | Undecide | Agre | Strongl
o t disagre e d e y agree Total
area |area e
S5 25. THE COST Strongly
oo 0 - 0, 0, 0 0,
Sc-© VE OF disagree 0,2% 0,5% 23% | 13,1% | 16,0%
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%

Mg::GﬁLISN Disagree - 0,7% 1,1% 3,2% 15,8% 20,7%
ADAPTATION
TO CLIMATE Undecided - 0,2% 2,9% 72% | 27,7% | 38,1%
CHANGE
SHOULD BE
EXCLUSIVELY Agree - - 1,1% 4, 7% 11,9% 17,8%
PAID BY THE
GOVERNMEN
T Strongly Agree 0,2% 0,2% 0,7% 0,2% 6,1% 7,4%
Total 0,5% 1,1% 6,3% 17,6 74,5% 1000
% %
Strongly 0,9% - 0,9% - | 132% | 15.1%
disagree
25. THE COST
MITIC?:TION Disagree - 0,9% - 4, 7% 15,1% 20,8%
OF, AND
ADAPTATION
TO CLIMATE Undecided - - - 75% | 30,2% | 37,7%
FVG CHANGE
SHOULD BE
EXCLUSIVELY
PAID BY THE Agree - - 0,9% 3,8% 10,4% 15,1%
GOVERNMEN
T
Strongly Agree - 0,9% - 0,9% 9,4% 11,3%
Total 0,9% 1,9% 1,9% 17,0 78,3% 1000
% %
i - - - - 0, 0,
25 THE COST Disagree 16,7% | 16,7%
OF
MITIGATION 16.7
OF, AND Undecided - - 4,2% 0/‘ 25,0% | 45,8%
ADAPTATION 0
TO CLIMATE
CHANGE 12,5 o 0
PG SHOULD BE Agree - - - % 12,5% | 25,0%
EXCLUSIVELY
PAID BY THE
GOVERNMEN
T Strongly Agree - - 8,3% - 4,2% 12,5%
Total - - 125% | 222 | 5839 | 1000

%
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25. THE COST ?Itsrgg??é - - - 45% | 11,2% | 15,7%
OF
MITIGATION
OFGAN[? Disagree - - 11% | 6,7% | 13,5% [ 21,3%
ADAPTATION -
T LIMATE ndeciae - - - 4% ,0% ,3%
ocC Undecided 3,4% | 27,0% | 30,3%
MA | SHOULD BE
Agree - - 2,2% 2,2% 15,7% 20,2%
EXCLUSIVELY
PAID BY THE
GOVERNMEN
T Strongly Agree - - 1,1% 2,2% 9,0% 12,4%
(&)
§ Total - - 4,5% 1911 26 495 | 100.0
g ’ % ' %
IS Strongly
% 25. THCI)EFCOST disagree 2, 7% - - - 2, 7% 5,4%
© MITIGATION _ 10
OF, AND Disagree - - 2,7% % 10,8% | 24,3%
ADAPTATION
TO CLIMATE .
o | _crance Undecided 27% | 27% | 81% [ TR | 81% |351%
SHOULD BE
EXCLUSIVELY i i 0 0 0 0
PAID BY THE Agree 2, 7% 5,4% 5,4% 13,5%
GOVERNMEN
T Strongly Agree - - 10,8% - 10,8% | 21,6%
Total 5,4% 2, 7% 24,3% 29,7 37,8% 100,0
% %
Strongly i ) ) i 7 o
25. THE COST disagree Yol 8 7,7%
OF
MITIGATION Disagree - - - 48% | 14,4% | 19,2%
OF, AND
o ADAPTATION
= TO CLIMATE Undecided - - 1,9% 6,7% | 20,2% | 28,8%
= PU CHANGE
p SHOULD BE
c EXCLUSIVELY Agree - - 1,0% 3,8% 27,9% 32, 7%
_UCJ PAID BY THE
= GOVERNMEN
5’) T Strongly Agree - - 1,9% 1,9% 7,7% 11,5%
17,3 100,0
Total - - 4,8% % 77,9% %
NR | 25. THE COST Strongly ) ) ) o . 0
D OF disagree 7.7% 7.7% 154%
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MITIGATION
OF, AND Disagree - - - - 7,7% 7.7%
ADAPTATION
TO CLIMATE _
CHANGE Undecided - - - 7.7% | 38,5% | 46,2%
SHOULD BE
EXCLUSIVELY
PAID BY THE Agree - - - - 7.7% | 7.7%
GOVERNMEN
T
Strongly Agree - - - - 23,1% | 23,1%
15,4 100,0
Total - - - o 84,6% %

10. Do people believe that climate risks are becoming more important than other risks in
their territory?

In all pilot areas, stakeholders are concerned about climate related risks at the same level than
risks deriving from non-climate hazards. In Veneto, Gi b e nKsikska County, and Puglia pilot
areas stakeholders seem to be concerned about climate risks than stakeholders from the other
pilot areas.

TABLE 140.
20. CLIMATE RISKS ARE BECOMING MORE
IMPORTANT THAN OTHERS IN YOUR TERRITORY
Pilo Strongl
Macro ¢ y Disagre | Undecide | Agre | Strongl Total
area area dlszgre e d e y agree
19. WHAT . 0 0 0 14,6 o o
Northern e ARE THE Climate 0,5% 1,9% 7,9% % 11,0% | 35,8%
Adriatic HA“QQIF’z\IDs Not climate 12% | 41% 13,6% 1;;8 9,8% | 44,4%
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Not natural

0,7%

1,4%

5,5%

6,4%

5,7%

19,8%

Total

2,4%

7,4%

27,0%

36,8
%

26,5%

100,0
%

FVG

19. WHAT
ARE THE
MAIN
HAZARDS
(NOT ONLY
CLIMATE
RELATED)
IN YOUR

TERRITORY
?

Strongly
disagree

5,0%

13,9%

13,9

5,0%

37,6%

Disagree

5,0%

9,9%

20,8%

12,9
%

5,9%

54,5%

Undecided

5,9%

1,0%

1,0%

7,9%

Total

5,0%

14,9%

40,6%

27,7
%

11,9%

100,0
%

PG

19. WHAT
ARE THE
MAIN
HAZARDS
(NOT ONLY
CLIMATE
RELATED)
IN YOUR

TERRITORY
?

Strongly
disagree

5,3%

5,3%

10,5
%

5,3%

26,3%

Disagree

15,8%

10,5

5,3%

31,6%

Undecided

5,3%

21,1%

5,3%

10,5%

42,1%

Total

5,3%

10,5%

36,8%

26,3
%

21,1%

100,0
%

Central
Adriatic

MA

19. WHAT
ARE THE
MAIN
HAZARDS
(NOT ONLY
CLIMATE
RELATED)
IN YOUR

TERRITORY
?

Strongly
disagree

1,1%

11,4%

3,4%

15,9%

Disagree

1,1%

4,5%

25,0%

13,6
%

20,5%

64,8%

Undecided

9,1%

4,5%

5,7%

19,3%

Total

2,3%

4,5%

45,5%

21,6

26,1%

100,0
%

SK

19. WHAT
ARE THE
MAIN
HAZARDS
(NOT ONLY
CLIMATE
RELATED)
IN YOUR

Strongly
disagree

6,7%

13,3%

13,3
%

33,3%

Disagree

3,3%

16,7
%

3,3%

23,3%

Undecided

6,7%

10,0%

3,3%

23,3
%

43,3%
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TERRITORY
2
Total 67% | 167% | 200% | o3| 33% | 100
19. WHAT Strongly o ) o 11,7 o 0
ARE THE disagree 1.1% 13,8% % 9,6% 36,2%
ATARDS Disagree . 11% | 234% | 07| 32% |39.4%
(NOT ONLY
oy | CLIMATE
RELATED .
ELATED) | Undecided : 1% | 64% [ 10| 64% |245%
TERRITORY
2
Souther Total 11% | 21% | 436% | 3*0 | 10196 | 1000
. % %
Ao 19. WHAT Strongly ) ) o ) ) o
Adriatic ARE THE disagree 16,7% 16,7%
’ A“QQ'F’{\'D < Disagree 8,3% | 16,7% 16,7% - ] 41,7%
(NOT ONLY
NR | CLIMATE
D ﬁﬁL\ngg) Undecided - 16,7% | 25,0% - - | a17%
TERRITORY
2
Total 83% | 333% | 583% . . 100.0

When asked whether climate risks are becoming more important, Public Authorities seem to
agree more than other stakeholders. Such condition is particularly evident in Friuli-Venezia Giulia,
Primorsko-Goranska County, Marche and Puglia pilot area, where Public Authorities agreed that
climatic risks are becoming more important, while other stakeholders declared to be undecided.
Conversely, Gi b e nKsikska County and Neretva River Delta pilot areas show the opposite
condition, where Public Authorities declared to be undecided, and the majority of other
stakeholders declare agreed.

TABLE 141.

Comparison of Q1 (PA) and Q20 (OS): Climate risks are becoming more important than others in your

territory
Macro | Pilot gitsrgn?el)é Disagree Undecided Agree Strongly agree Total
area jareampaA 1 os | PA | 0S PA_| OS | PA | OS | PA | OS | PA | OS

Northern VE |0,0% |1,6%|0,0% | 4,5% 0,0% [14,6% | 0,5% |19,6% [ 2,6% |14,1%| 3,1% | 54,3%
Adriatic FVG | 0,0% |0,6% | 0,0% | 1,8% 1,0% | 55% | 83% | 3.5% | 2,1% | 1,5% | 11,4% | 13,0%

PG | 0,5% (0,1%|1,0% | 0,5% 3,1% | 1,1% | 4,7/% | 0,7% | 1,6% | 0,5% | 10,9% | 2,9%
MA |0,0% |0,2% | 1,6% | 0,5% 3,6% | 50% | 57% | 2,3% | 57/% | 2,8% | 16,6% | 10,9%
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Central | <\ | 0506 [0.4%| 1,0% | 0,7% % | 1,1% | 9,3% | 2,2% | 3,1% | 0,1% | 24,4% | 4,5%

AT G 5% [0,4% | 1,0% 7% 10,4% ,1% ,3% 2% ,1% , 1% 4% ,5%

Southern| PU | 0,5% |0,2% | 2,1% | 0,4% | 7,.8% | 5,8% | 6,7% | 4,2% |'8,8% | 2.2% | 25,9% | 12,7%

Adriatic [NRD | 0,0% |0,1%| 1,6% | 0,5% [3,6%"| 0,9% | 1,0% | 0,0% | 1,6% | 0,1% | 7,8% | 1,6%
Total 1,6% | 3,3% | 7,3% | 8,9% | 29,5% |33,9% | 36,3% | 32,6% | 25,4% | 21,3% | 100,0% | 100,0%

When asked about the role of human activities in influencing the speed and intensity of climate
change, both Public Authorities and other stakeholders agreed that anthropogenic activities have
a major impact on climate change. The level of agreement is higher for other stakeholders,
compared to Public Authorities in Veneto, Friuli-Venezia Giulia, Primorsko-Goranska County,
Marche and Neretva River Delta pilot areas, while the level is the same for Gi b e AK®ikska
County and Puglia pilot area.

TABLE 142.
Comparison of Q2 (PA) and Q2 (OS): The speed and intensity of current climate change is a direct
consequence of human activities

. Strongly . .

Macro | Pilot ATern e Disagree Undecided Agree Strongly agree Total
area |aeampa T 0s | PA | Os PA_ [OS| PA | OS | PA | OS | PA oS
North VE | 0,0% [0,9%| 0,0% | 1,6% 0,0% [2,9%| 2,6% |16,0% | 0,5% |32,9% | 3,1% | 54,3%
A%rria‘t*iré‘ FVG | 0,0% |0,4%] 0,0% | 05% | 1,6% |1,5%| 6,2% | 4,2% | 3,6% | 6,5% | 11,4% | 13,0%
PG | 0,5% |[0,0% | 0,0% | 0,1% 2,6% [0,6% | 4,7% | 1,0% | 3,1% | 1,2% | 10,9% | 2,9%
Central | MA [0,0% [0,0%] 0,0% | 02% | 2,1% [1,1%[ 83% | 3,4% | 6,2% | 6,1% | 16,6% | 10,9%
Adriatic | GK | 0,5% [0,4% | 0,0% | 0,2% 2,6% |0,7%| 9,8% | 1,3% |11,4% | 1,8% | 24,4% | 4,5%
Southern | PU | 0,0% |0,0% | 1,0% | 0,1% 57% [0,9% | 6,2% | 3,9% [13,0% | 7,8% | 25,9% | 12,7%
Adriatic |NRD | 0,5% [0,0%| 0,5% | 0,0% | 2,6% [0,5% [ 3,1% | 0,5% | 1,0% | 0,6% | 7,8% | 1,6%
Total 1,6% |1,6%| 1,6% | 2,8% 17,1% |8,2% | 40,9% | 30,4% | 38,9% | 57,0% | 100,0% | 100,0%

When asked whether their territory is affected by climate change, other stakeholders seem to
agree more than Public Authorities. The same level of agreement is shown by Public Authorities
and other stakeholders of Gi b e mKsikska County pilot area, while in Neretva River Delta there
also is a high percentage of Public Authorities that declared to be undecided.

TABLE 143.
Comparison of Q3 (PA) and Q4 (OS): your territory is affected by climate change

Macro | Pilot Sit;gn?;i Disagree Undecided Agree Strongly agree Total
area | area s T os | PA | OS PA |OS| PA | OS | PA | OS | PA 0S
North VE | 0,0% |0,5% | 0,0% | 1,0% 0,0% [2,2%| 2,1% |14,1% | 1,0% |36,6% | 3,1% | 54,3%
A%rriafircn FVG | 0,0% |0,0% | 0,5% | 0,4% | 3,1% |1,5% | 6,2% | 4,8% | 1,6% | 6,4% | 11,4% | 13,0%
PG | 0,0% |0,0% | 0,5% | 0,0% 2,6% |05% | 57% | 1,0% | 2,1% | 1,5% | 10,9% 2,9%
MA | 0,0% |0,0% | 0,5% | 0,0% 26% |1,0%| 8,3% | 3,3% | 52% | 6,6% | 16,6% | 10,9%
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Acgrr;gt?(': GK | 0,0% [0,0%]|0,5% | 02% | 4,1% |0,9% |11,4% | 2,6% | 8,3% | 0,9% | 24,4% | 4,5%
Southern| PU | 0,5% |0,0%|2,1% | 0,4% | 6,2% |1,1% [10,9% 4,5% | 6,2% | 6,7% | 25,9% | 12,7%
Adriatic [NRD | 0,0% [0,0% | 0,5% | 0,0% | 3,1% |0,2% | 3,1% | 0,6% | 1,0% | 0,7% | 7,8% | 1,6%

Total 0,5% |0,5% | 4,7% | 2,0% | 21,8% |7.3%|47,7% |30,8% | 25,4% | 59,4% | 100,0% | 100,0%

When asked which sectors will be impacted the most by the effects of climate change, Public
Authorities and other stakeholders show the main concern for the same sector in Marche (coastal
management), Gi b e nKsilkska County (biodiversity and ecosystem conservation, and Puglia
(agriculture and breeding) pilot areas. In Veneto pilot area the same concern is shown for
biodiversity and ecosystem conservation, but Public Authorities are likewise concerned for coastal
management and tourism and recreation. In Friuli-Venezia Giulia and Neretva River Delta pilot
areas Public Authorities are more concerned for agriculture and breeding and other stakeholders
are more concerned for biodiversity and ecosystem conservation, whereas in Primorsko-
Goranska County Public Authorities are more concerned for biodiversity and ecosystem
conservation and other stakeholders are more concerned for agriculture and breeding.

TABLE 144.

Comparison of Q4 (PA) and Q5 (OS): Which of the following sectors are impacted the most?

ac
ro
ar
ea

Pilot area
Agriculture / Breeding

Biodiversity / Ecosystem

conservation

Coastal management

Emergency and rescue

o
]
A=
o| o
=
2| o
o | S
» |
o
S
o

distribution of electricity

Human health

Use and management of
the territory

Tourism and recreation

Transport and
Infrastructure

Water resources and
management

Industry

Business

Fishery
Telecommunication
Systems

Total
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stakeholders show a high level of agreement. Differences between Public Authorities and other
stakeholders are highlighted in Gi b e rKsiilkska County and Puglia pilot areas, where the level
of agreement is higher for Public Authorities whereas in Neretva River Delta pilot area the level
of agreement is higher for other stakeholders.

TABLE 145.
Comparison of Q5 (PA)and Q8 (0S): Cl i mat e change will i mpact p
Macro | Pilot gggg?{lﬁ Disagree Undecided Agree Strongly agree Total
area jarea 5T os | PA | 0OS PA | OS | PA ] OS | PA | OS | PA | ©OS
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Northern VE |10,0% [1,1%| 0,0% | 1,7% 0,0% | 95% | 0,5% |19,3% | 2,6% |22,6% | 3,1% | 54,3%
Adriatic FVG | 0,0% | 0,2% | 0,0% | 1,2% 05% | 2,8% [ 6,2% | 45% | 4,7% | 42% | 11,4% | 13,0%
PG | 0,0% | 0,0% | 0,0% | 0,1% 0,5% | 0,4% | 6,2% | 1,2% | 4,1% | 1,2% | 10,9% | 2,9%

Central | MA [0,0% 0,4% | 0,0% | 0,4% 21% | 2,1% | 6,7% | 3,9% | 7,8% | 4,2% | 16,6% | 10,9%
Adriatic | GK | 1,0% | 0,2% | 0,0% | 0,6% 16% | 1,1% | 7,3% | 1,3% |14,5% | 1,2% | 24,4% | 4,5%
Southern | PU | 0,0% |0,1% | 0,5% | 0,2% 2,6% | 3,2% | 9,3% | 4,8% |13,5% | 4,4% | 25,9% | 12,7%
Adriatic [ NRD | 0,0% [ 0,1% | 0,0% | 0,0% 21% | 05% | 3,1% | 0,4% | 2,6% | 0,6% | 7,8% 1,6%
Total 1,0% [ 2,2%| 0,5% | 4,3% 9,3% |19,6% |39,4% | 35,5% | 49,7% | 38,4% | 100,0% | 100,0%

When asked what will be the main effects expected in their territory in the long-term, in all pilot
areas Public Authorities and other stakeholders agree on the sector that will experience the main
effects of climate change. In Primorsko-Goranska County the main concern is for sea level rise
(but other stakeholders also show concern for changes in temperatures), while in Marche,
Gi b e nKailkska County, Puglia and Neretva River Delta pilot areas the main concern is for
changes in temperatures. Exceptions are: Public Authorities in Veneto are more concerned for
increased flooding and landslides and coastal erosion, while other stakeholders are more
concerned for changes in temperature; Public Authorities in Friuli-Venezia Giulia are more
concerned for extreme weather, while other stakeholders are more concerned for changes in
temperature.

TABLE 146.

Comparison of Q6 (PA) and Q6 (OS): In the long-term (over 5 years), what changes do you expect in your
territory?
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When asked whether public institutions can effectively respond to the challenges posed by climate
change, Public Authorities seem to be more undecided about their effectiveness, while other
stakeholders seem to trust more the effectiveness of public authorities. The same level of
indecision is shown in Neretva River Delta pilot area. In Veneto pilot area both Public Authorities
and other stakeholders strongly agree in the effectiveness of public institutions in responding to
climate change; in Marche pilot area Public Authorities and other stakeholders agree in the
effectiveness of public institutions, while in Friuli-Venezia Giulia pilot area the level of agreement
is lower for Public Authorities.

TABLE 147.

Comparison of Q7 (PA) and Q15 (OS): Public institutions can effectively respond to the challenges posed by
climate change

ggg"?;ﬁ Disagree Undecided Agree Strongly agree Total

PA | OS | PA oS PA (OF] PA (O] PA oS PA oS

Northern VE |0,0% |0,4%|05%| 18% | 0,0% | 8,3% | 0,5% |21,5% | 2,1% [22,3% | 3,1% | 54,3%

S FVG | 0,0% [0,0% | 0,0% | 0,2% 26% | 2,4% | 6,7% | 6,6% | 2,1% | 3,7% | 11,4% | 13,0%
PG | 0,5% |0,0% | 0,5% | 0,1% 52% | 0,7% | 2,6% | 1,7% | 2,1% | 0,4% | 10,9% | 2,9%

MA |0,0% |0,2% | 1,6% | 0,5% 21% | 16% | 7,8% | 45% | 52% | 40% | 16,6% | 10,9%

Macro | Pilot
area area
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Egngﬁé GK|0,5% |0,0%|47%| 05% | 83% | 1,2% | 6,7% | 2,0% | 4,1% | 0,9% | 24,4% | 4,5%

Southern | PU | 1,0% |0,0% | 0,0% | 0,4% 3,6% | 1,6% | 9,8% | 6,1% [11,4% | 4,7% | 25,9% | 12,7%
Adriatic [NRD | 0,0% [0,0%[2,1% | 0,1% 3,6% | 10% | 2,1% | 0,0% | 0,0% | 05% | 7,8% 1,6%
Total 2,1% |0,6%|9,3% | 3,7% | 25,4% |16,9% |36,3% |42,5% | 26,9% | 36,4% | 100,0% | 100,0%

When asked whether citizens have a role in determining the effectiveness of adaptation
strategies, Public Authorities and other stakeholders show the same level of strong agreement in
Veneto, Primorsko-Goranska County, Marche and Puglia pilot areas. In Friuli-Venezia Giulia and
Gi b e AKaiiska County Public Authorities show less agreement compared to other
stakeholders. In Neretva River Delta pilot area other stakeholders strongly agree, while Public
Authorities are undecided about the effectiveness of involving citizens.

TABLE 148.

Comparison of Q8 (PA) and Q26 (OS): The effectiveness of climate change adaptation strategies depends on
citizensd engagement

Strongly
disagree
PA oS PA oS PA oS PA oS PA oS PA oS
Northern VE | 0,0% [0,2% | 0,0% | 0,6% 0,0% [0,6% | 1,6% | 9,5% | 1,6% |40,5% | 3,1% | 54,3%
Adriatic FVG | 0,0% [0,1% | 0,0% | 0,2% 26% |0,2%| 4,7% | 2,2% | 4,1% |10,2% | 11,4% | 13,0%

PG | 0,0% [0,0% | 1,0% | 0,0% 2,1% |0,0%| 3,6% | 0,9% | 4,1% | 1,7% | 10,9% | 2,9%
Central | MA | 0,0% [0,0%| 0,0% | 0,0% 16% |0,0%]| 52% | 2,1% | 9,8% | 8,3% | 16,6% | 10,9%
Adriatic | GK | 0,5% [0,2% | 2,1% | 0,1% 73% |0,1%| 88% | 1,3% | 5,7% | 1,7% | 24,4% | 4,5%

Southern | PU | 1,0% |0,0% | 0,0% | 0,0% 4,7% |0,0% | 4,7% | 2,2% [15,5% | 9,9% | 25,9% | 12,7%
Adriatic | NRD | 0,0% [0,0% | 1,0% | 0,0% 4,1% 10,0%| 2,6% | 0,2% | 0,0% | 1,.3% | 7,8% 1,6%
Total 16% [0,6% | 4,1% | 1,0% | 22,3% |6,2%|31,1% |18,5% |40,9% | 73,3% | 100,0% | 100,0%

Macro | Pilot
area area

Disagree Undecided Agree Strongly agree Total

When asked whether citizens have a role in determining the effectiveness of mitigation strategies,
Public Authorities and other stakeholders show the same level of strong agreement in Veneto,
Friuli-Venezia Giulia, Marche and Puglia pilot areas. In Primorsko-Goranska County and
Gi b e RKmiltska County Public Authorities show less agreement compared to other
stakeholders. In Neretva River Delta pilot area other stakeholders strongly agree, while Public
Authorities are undecided about the effectiveness of involving citizens.

TABLE 149.

Comparison of Q14 (PA) and Q26 (OS): The effectiveness of climate change mitigation strategies depends on
citizensd engagement

Strongly
disagree
PA | OS PA oS PA 0s PA oS PA oS PA oS
VE | 0,09 10,2% | 0,0% | 0,6% 0,0% |0,6%| 1,0% | 9,5% | 2,1% |40,5%| 3,1% | 54,3%

Macro | Pilot Disagree Undecided Agree Strongly agree Total

area area

European Regional Development Fund

182



( iiterrey
Italy - Croatia

‘ F\)ESPONSQ EUROPEAN UNION
Northern | FVG | 0,0% [ 0,1%] 0,5% | 0.2% | 2,1% [0,2%] 3,1% | 2,2% |5:,4%] 10,2% | 11,4% | 13,0%
Adriatic | PG | 0,0% [0,0%] 0,0% | 0,0% | 2,6% |0,0% |[52% 0,9% | 3,1% | 1,7% | 10,9% | 2,9%
Central | MA | 0,0% |0,0%] 0,5% | 0,0% | 1,0% |0,0%] 6,7% | 2,1% [18:3%] 8,3% | 16,6% | 10,9%
Adriatic | GK | 1,0% |0,2% | 2,6% | 0,1% | 4,1% |0,1% | 88% | 1,3% | 7.8% | 1,7% | 24,4% | 4,5%
Southern| PU | 0,5% [0,0%| 2,1% | 0,0% | 3,6% |0,0%| 7,8% | 2,2% |[11,9%] 9,9% | 25,9% | 12,7%
Adriatic NRD | 0,0% | 0,0% | 1,6% | 0,0% |118:6% ] 0,0% | 2,6% | 0,2% | 0,0% | 1,3% | 7,8% | 16%
Total 1,6% [0,6%| 7,3% | 1,0% | 17,1% |6,2% | 35,2% | 18,5% | 38,9% | 73,3% | 100,0% | 100,0%

When asked whether climate change can be reverted, Public Authorities and other stakeholders
of all pilot areas show uncertainty. The only exception is shown in Neretva River Delta pilot area
where Public Authorities and other stakeholders agree that climate change can be reverted.

TABLE 150.
Comparison of Q12 (PA) and Q21 (OS): climate change can be reverted
: Strongly 3 n Strongly
N;ar\g;o I;I(;J; disagree Disagree Undecided Agree agree Total
PA 0S PA 0S PA oS PA oS PA | OS PA 0Ss
North VE [0,0% | 54% | 0,5% | 11,8% | 2,6% [20,8% | 0,0% |11,5%|0,0% [4,9%| 3,1% | 54,3%
A‘:jrria‘firc” FVG [ 0,0% | 2,0% | 2,6% | 3.2% | 4,6% | 4,9% | 3,6% | 2,1% | 0,5% |0,9% | 11,4% | 13,0%
PG | 0,0% | 0,1% | 1,0% | 0,4% 4,7% 1,3% | 3,6% | 1,0% |1,6% |0,1% | 10,9% | 2,9%
Central MA [ 2,1% | 1,1% | 3,6% | 2,1% 6,7% | 4,0% | 3,1% | 2,8% |1,0% |[0,9% | 16,6% | 10,9%
Adriatic | GK | 1,6% | 0,5% | 1,6% | 0,6% 9,8% | 2,1% | 9,8% | 0,9% |1,6% [0,5% | 24,4% | 4,5%
Southern| PU [ 05% | 1,2% | 2,1% | 3,3% | 13,5% | 5,0% | 7,3% | 2,4% |2,6% |0,7% | 25,9% | 12,7%
Adriatic [ NRD | 0,0% | 0,0% | 2,1% | 0,0% 21% | 0,6% | 2,6% | 0,6% |1,0% [0,4% | 7,8% 1,6%
Total 4,1% (10,3% | 13,5% | 21,3% | 30,1% |38,8% |30,1% |21,3% | 8,3% | 8,3% | 100,0% | 100,0%

When asked whether the climate change effects can be counteracted with technological development,
Public Authorities and other stakeholders of Veneto and Primorsko-Goranska County pilot areas agree
with the possibility of using technology, while in Marche pilot area both Public Authorities and Stakeholders
show uncertainty. In Friuli-Venezia Giulia, Puglia and Neretva River Delta pilot area Public Authorities agree
with using technology, while other stakeholders are undecided; in Gi b e RKsikska County Public
Authorities are undecided about using technology, while other stakeholders agree with the possibility of
using technology to counteract the effects of climate change.

TABLE 151.
Comparison of Q13 (PA) and Q22 (OS): The effects of climate change can be counteracted with technological
development
Macro | Pilot (?itsrgn?;)é Disagree Undecided Agree Strongly agree Total
area |aeampaA T os | PA [ Os PA_ | OS | PA | OS | PA [ OS | PA oS
North VE 10,0% [3,3% | 0,5% | 6,9% 1,0% |15,7% | 1,6% | 19,7% | 0,0% | 8,8% | 3,1% | 54,3%
A‘(’jrrtiafircn FVG [0,0% |1,0% | 1,0% | 1,0% | 4,1% | 54% | 5,2% | 4,0% | 1,0% | 1,6% | 11,4% | 13,0%
PG |0,0% |0,1% | 0,0% | 0,4% | 3,6% | 0,9% | 57% | 1,1% | 1,6% | 0,5% | 10,9% | 2,9%
Central | MA [1,0% [0,7% ] 1,6% | 1,3% | 6,7% | 42% | 6,2% | 3,1% | 1,0% | 1,6% | 16,6% | 10,9%
Adriatic | GK |0,0% |0,5% | 2,1% | 0,7% | 13,5% | 1,1% | 6,2% | 2,0% | 2,6% | 0,2% | 24,4% | 4,5%
PU [0,0% |0,4%| 2,1% | 1,6% 8,3% | 54% [11,9% | 3,1% | 3,6% | 2,3% | 25,9% | 12,7%
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S:(;‘rti';‘t"’ircn NRD | 0,0% [0,0%| 0,5% | 0,1% | 3,1% | 0,9% 0,1% | 0,5% | 0,5% | 7,8% | 1,6%
Total 1,0% | 6,0% | 7,8% | 12,0% | 40,4% |33,4% | 40,4%

33,0% | 10,4% | 15,5% | 100,0% | 100,0%

Results of the analysis of the St a k e h o | d gadstrateges e f er
The results of this analysis are presented by grouping the pilot areas in macro areas: Northern

Adriatic, Central Adriatic and Southern Adriatic. Considering the difference in abundance of

responses between the pilot areas, to ensure the comparability of the results in all analyses, the
results are presented as percentages.

The number of Stakeholders that expressed their preference is reported in table 152.

TABLE 152. NUMBER OF PARTICIPANTS FOR EACH MACRO AREA

Macro area Number of respondents

Northern Adriatic 22
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Central Adriatic 32
Southern Adriatic 9
Total 63

In the following tables, colors highlighting the cells (when present) indicate:

i = most voted by each pilot area
1 = not voted by any of the pilot areas
| = voted by only one of the pilot areas and not considered important by the others

1. Most voted climate impacts that will affect the territory

The main consequences of climate change that the Adriatic basin is going to face are extreme
rainfall, extreme temperatures, and coastal erosion. More specifically, the northern and the
southern areas of the Adriatic are more concerned with extreme rainfall; the central area is more
concerned with coastal erosion, extreme temperatures, extreme rainfall, extreme weather, and
sea level rise. Adverse impacts on human health, increased water and air pollution, increased
costs of living, changes to freshwater quality and access, and economic decline are considered
important only by the central area, while fires and wildfires and intense winds are considered
important only by the southern area of the Adriatic basin. Salinization and acidification of water is
not considered a possible impact of climate change in the Adriatic basin.

TABLE 153.

Northern Adriatic | Central Adriatic | Southern Adriatic Total
Change or loss of biodiversity 57% 20,8% 57% 32,1%
Coastal erosion 1,9% 54,7% 11,3% 67,9%
Drought 1,9% 18,9% 57% 26,4%
Fires / Wildfires 0,0% 0,0% 1,9% 1,9%
Floods 1,9% 26,4% 1,9% 30,2%
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Extreme rainfall 20,8% 41,5% 13,2% 75,5%
Extreme temperatures 11,3% 50,9% 5,7% 67,9%
Intense winds 0,0% 0,0% 9,4% 9,4%
Extreme weather 0,0% 39,6% 0,0% 39,6%
Adverse impact on human health 0,0% 22,6% 0,0% 22,6%
Increased water and air pollution 0,0% 13,2% 0,0% 13,2%
Increased costs of living 0,0% 13,2% 0,0% 13,2%
Changes to freshwater 0,0% 15,1% 0,0% 15,1%
quality/access

Economic decline 0,0% 13,2% 0,0% 13,2%
Salinization and acidification of 0,0% 0,0% 0,0% 0,0%
water

Sea level rise 5,7% 35,8% 0,0% 41,5%
Total 22,6% 60,0% 17,0% 100,0%

2. Most voted sectors in which implement adaptation measures

The sectors to which adaptation actions should be addressed the most in the Adriatic basin are
coastal management, water resource management, aquaculture and fisheries, and public health.
In the Northern Adriatic the efforts should be focused on agriculture, forests and land use; in the
Central Adriatic adaptation measures should be mainly focused on aquaculture and fisheries, in
the Southern Adriatic the most efforts should be addressed to public health. Agriculture, forests
and land use, and biodiversity and ecosystem conservation require adaptation actions only in the
central area of the Adriatic, while waste management is taken into consideration only in the
southern area of the Adriatic.

TABLE 154.
Northern Adriatic | Central Adriatic | Southern Adriatic Total
Agriculture / Forests / Land use 0,0% 27,3% 0,0% 27,3%
Aquaculture / Fisheries 23,6% 0,0% 7,3% 30,9%
Biodiversity / Ecosystem 0,0% 24,8% 0,0% 21,8%
conservation
Coast management 12,7% 43,6% 3,6% 60,0%
Energy 0,0% 3,6% 7,3% 10,9%
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Industry 1,8% 0,0% 1,8% 3,6%
Public health 3,6% 20,0% 7,3% 30,9%
Tourism and leisure 5,5% 12, 7% 9,1% 27,3%
Transport and infrastructure 0,0% 7,3% 1,8% 9,1%
Urban settlement 9,1% 0,0% 7,3% 16,4%
Waste management 0,0% 0,0% 3,6% 3,6%
Water resource management 0,0% 25,5% 5,5% 39,9%
Total 27,3% 56,4% 16,4% 100%

3. Preferred type of adaptation actions that should be implemented

Non-structural actions are considered the most suitable adaptation actions that need to be
implemented in the Adriatic basin. In the Northern Adriatic adequate adaptation actions are both
technological (gray) and non-structural (soft); in the Central Adriatic suggested strategies are
mainly non-structural (soft), while in the Southern Adriatic the best strategy is a combination of
gray, green and soft actions.

TABLE 155.
Northern Southern Total
Adriatic Central Adriatic Adriatic
Infrastructure and technological or 9,1% 4,5% 0,0% 13,6%
"gray" actions
Ecosystem-based or "green" actions 0,0% 6,8% 6,8% 13,6%
Non-structural or "soft" actions 9,1% 40,9% 2,3% 52,3%
Transversal actions (gray, green, 2,3% 9,1% 11,4% 22, 7%
soft)
Total 18,2% 61,4% 20,5% 100,0%
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4. Most voted sectors in which implement mitigation measures

The sectors to which mitigation actions should be addressed the most in the Adriatic basin are
agriculture, forests and land use, coastal management, biodiversity and ecosystem conservation.
In the Northern Adriatic the efforts should be focused on agriculture, forests and land use; in the
Central Adriatic adaptation measures should be mainly focused on coastal management, in the
Southern Adriatic the most efforts should be addressed to waste management, agriculture, forests
and land use, and transport and infrastructure. Tourism and leisure require mitigation actions in
the central area of the Adriatic, while urban settlement and waste management are taken into

consideration only in the southern area of the Adriatic.

TABLE 156.

Northern Adriatic | Central Adriatic Southern Adriatic Total
Agriculture / Forests / Land use 23,6% 27,3% 9,1% 60%
Biodiversity / Ecosystem conservation 12, 7% 21,8% 1,8% 36,4%
Coast management 0,0% 43,6% 7,3% 50,9%
Energy 1,8% 3,6% 3,6% 9,1%
Industry 3,6% 0,0% 7,3% 10,9%
Public health 5,5% 20,0% 7,3% 32,7%
Tourism and leisure 0,0% 12,7% 0,0% 12,7%
Transport and infrastructure 9,1% 7,3% 9,1% 25,5%
Urban settlement 0,0% 0,0% 5,5% 5,5%
Waste management 0,0% 0,0% 10,9% 10,9%
Water resource management 0,0% 25,5% 3,6% 29,1%
Total 27,3% 56,4% 16,4% 100,0%

5. Preferred type of mitigation actions to be proposed

Non-structural actions are considered the most suitable actions that need to be implemented in
the Adriatic basin. In the Northern Adriatic adequate adaptation actions are technological (gray);

in the Central Adriatic suggested strategies are mainlynon-st r uct ur al

Southern Adriatic the best strategy is a combination of gray, green and soft actions.

TABLE 157.

owhilefinghe f t 0

N

ac

Northern Adriatic | Central Adriatic | Southern Adriatic Total
Infrastructure and technological or 12,8% 5,1% 0,0% 17,9%
"gray" actions
Ecosystem-based or "green" actions 2,6% 0,0% 10,3% 12,8%
Non-structural or "soft" actions 0,0% 33,3% 0,0% 33,3%
Transversal actions (gray, green, soft) 2,6% 20,5% 12,8% 35,9%
Total 17,9% 59,0% 23,1% 100,0%
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Comparative Analysis

6. Likelihood of choosing a specific adaptation strategy type for the sector that are
more impacted by the consequences of climate change.

The comparison between answers regarding the sectors in which adaptation measures should
be focused the most on and the type of measure that should be applied, gives an insight of what
type of adaptation strategy should be applied for each sector considered vulnerable by
Stakeholders . In Northern and Central Adriatic, the stakeholders would prefer soft actions as
better strategy to adapt to climate change for all the sectors considered more vulnerable. In
Southern Adriatic, a combination of gray, green and soft actions are preferred for aquaculture and
fisheries, energy, industry, public health and water resource management, while green measures
are preferred for tourism and leisure and transport and infrastructure. For coastal management,
urban settlement and waste management both transversal measures, and green measures are
considered the best strategy for adaptation.

TABLE 158.

TYPE OF ADAPTATION ACTIONS TO BE

PROPOSED Total
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Infraztrr]lécture Ecosystem- Non- Transversal
technological t?'ased (?'r strLictur?I actions
or "gray" green or "soft (gray,
i actions actions | green, soft)
Aquaculture / o o
5 . Fisheries 25,0% - 75,0% - 100,0%
IZ2pwT Coast 0
i 8 H:J g E . management 0,0% - 50,0% - 50,0%
Northern | o =3 A Industry 0,0% - 25,0% - 25,0%
iati xl<po= i
Adriatic L < % 3 Tourism and 0.0% ) 50.0% _ 50.0%
5 2 =uno leisure
LL
% Urban settlement 25,0% - 50,0% - 75,0%
Total 25,0% - 75,0% - 100,0%
w Agriculture /
T Forests / Land 0,0% 7,7% 34,6% 3,8% 46,2%
% E use
= w
<D Biodiversity /
=D
oo Ecosystem 0,0% 3,8% 34,6% 7,7% 46,2%
z0 conservation
< W
Tm— Coast 0 0 0 9 0
Central ] e 8 management 7,7% 7, 7% 53,8% 11,5% 80,8%
Adriatic s 33 Energy 0,0% 0,0% 3,8% 0,0% 3,8%
z % Public health 0,0% 0,0% 26,9% 3,8% 30,8%
@ -
x o Tourism and 3,8% 0,0% 15,4% 38% | 231%
'_ m
02 Transport and o 0 . 0
I('/)J 2 infrastructure 0,0% 3,8% 7, 7% 3,8% 15,4%
L
= Wfﬁ;?]ra;eesn‘:‘;[ﬁe 0,0% 0,0% 42,3% 3,8% 46,2%
Total 7,7% 11,5% 65,4% 15,4% 100,0%
zQ AR - 11,1% 11,1% 222% | 44,4%
8 %) Fisheries
-
< Q C
= oast o 0
% 8 management - 11,1% 0,0% 11,1% 22,2%
2 e Energy - 0,0% 11,1% 33,3% 44,4%
0
southern| &9 e Industry - 0,0% 0,0% 111% | 11,1%
o =>
Adriatic % % L% Public health - 0,0% 0,0% 44 4% 44,4%
zoF Tourism and - 333% | 11,1% 11,1% | 55,6%
0 W
X o
C3 LSOl G 11,1% 0,0% 00% | 11,1%
5% infrastructure - =70 o7 o7 7
W W
P = Urban settlement - 22,2% 0,0% 222% | 44.4%
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Waste - 11,1% 0,0% 11,1% | 22,2%
management
Water resource 0 0 o 0
el - 0,0% 11,1% 222% | 33,3%
Total - 33,3% 11,1% 55,6%  |100,0%

7. Likelihood of choosing a specific mitigation strategy type for the sector that are
more impacted by the consequences of climate change.

The comparison between answers regarding the sectors in which mitigation measures should be
focused the most and the type of measure that should be applied, gives an insight of what type
of mitigation strategy should be applied for each sector that Stakeholders consider vulnerable to
climate change. In Northern Adriatic gray measures are considered the most suitable to reduce
emissions, with the exception of biodiversity and conservation that also require green strategies,
and transport and infrastructure that requires transversal measures. In Central Adriatic soft
measures are considered the most suitable for mitigation for coastal management, public health,
tourism and leisure, transport and infrastructure and water resource management. Agriculture,
forests and land use and biodiversity and ecosystem conservation require transversal measures.
In Southern Adriatic green measures are considered the most suitable for agriculture, forests and
land use, coastal management, public health. Transversal measures are preferred for biodiversity
and ecosystem conservation, energy, industry, transport and infrastructure, urban settlement, and
water resource management. Waste management appear to need both green and transversal
actions, equally.

TABLE 159.

| Type of mitigation actions to be proposed | Total |
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Infraztrr]lécture Ecosystem- Non- Transversal
technoloaical based or |structural actions
or" rag 7 "green" or "soft" (gray,
act?oni actions actions | green, soft)
Agriculture / Forests /
o 0, 0 - 0 0
5 5] UIJ Lerel e 50,0% 25,0% 25,0% 100,0%
I z0OF — -
=0In Biodiversity /
zZ I:: (‘g % Ecosystem 25,0% 25,0% - 0,0% 50,0%
Northern 9 ou 8 conservation
Adriatie | G E 5O public health 25,0% 0,0% - 00% | 25,0%
é é @ Transport and 25,0% 0,0% - 25,0% | 50,0%
infrastructure =0 o7 =0 o0
Total 50,0% 25,0% - 25,0% 100,0%
w Agriculture / Forests / o 0 5 0
_ T Land use 0,0% - 18,2% 22, 7% 40,9%
on
k7 Biodiversity /
5 8 Ecosystem 0,0% - 18,2% 27,3% 45,5%
E O conservation
= L
E IﬁH - Coast management 4,5% - 50,0% 22, 7% 77,3%
O ~w
Central g Q e Public health 0,0% - 27,3% 4,5% 31,8%
S D
Adriatic z0 Tourism and leisure 4,5% - 18,2% 0,0% 22,7%
0n un
xon Transport and o o o 0
g ﬁ infrastructure 0,0% - 13,6% 0,0% 13.6%
D
w v
5 Water resource 0,0% - 22,7% 18.2% | 40,9%
= management ’ ! ’ ’
Total 4,5% - 59,1% 36,4% 100,0%
Agriculture / Forests /
0 - 9 - 0 0
IH:JB Land use 33,3% 22,2% 55,6%
059
§ ? 3= Biodiversity /
w 8 8} Ecosystem - 0,0% - 11,1% 11,1%
Southern £= w CED conservation
Adriatic 0z
% 8 g Y| Coast management - 44,4% - 0,0% 44.,4%
I~
E 33 Energy - 0,0% - 222% | 22,2%
% E z Industry - 0,0% - 44.4% | 44,4%
Public health - 33,3% - 11,1% 44.4%
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Transport and
infrastructure

Urban settlement -
Waste management -

Water resource
management

Total - 100,0%
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In general, Public Administrations and stakeholders are aware of the current climatic crisis and of
the role of human activities in determining the effects.

Both Public Administrations and stakeholders agree that the main effects of climate change will
be changes in temperature, weather, and rainfall patterns and consider agriculture, biodiversity
coastal management, human health and water resource management the sectors that will suffer
the worst impacts.

Stakeholders consider it difficult to find reliable information about climate change and generally
do not frequently attend informative events related to climate change, even though local Public
Authorities declared to have organized events.

Public administrations do not think that the community should be involved in defining and
implementing adaptation strategies, while recognizing to citizens a role in defining and
implementing mitigation measures. On the contrary stakeholders would like to have a role in such
decisions for both mitigation and adaptation.

Stakeholders trust the competence of Public Authorities to respond to the challenges imposed by
climate change and think that decisions should be taken at all levels of governance, while Public
Authorities have more doubts about their effective abilities to act in order to counteract the effects
of climate change.

The analysis of the questionnaires addressed to Public Authorities highlights that people working
for longer in the territory seem to be more aware of future impacts that climate change will cause
in their jurisdictions, both to the territory and to the population. However, there is not a clear idea
of what will be the main impact and on what local mitigation and adaptation strategies should be
prioritized.

Public Authorities that believe that climate change can be reverted believe that technology can
be an effective tool for such scope.

Public administrations prepare strategies to mitigate and adapt to climate change, but such
strategies are seldomly implemented. When implemented, they are focused on sectors related to
the management of the local territory at first and on the natural sphere in a second time.

Public Authorities mainly recognize to have a role in the definition of strategies to mitigate and
adapt to climate change. They recognize that they should collaborate with all levels of governance
in the definition of such strategies and recognize the role of citizens in the implementation of
effective strategies, but they do not directly involve them.

Public authorities involve citizens in the definition of adaptation strategies more than mitigation
strategies and actually implemented soft and transversal strategies, but such choice is not
necessariymade to allow citizensdé participation.
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The analysis of the questionnaires addressed to stakeholders highlights that people living closer
to the coast are more concerned about the effects of climate change, even though the effects of
climate change do not concern people more than the effects of other natural hazards.

Stakeholders believe that climate change will impact their lifestyle and will negatively reduce their
opportunity to benefit from the use of natural resources.

Stakeholders doubt that the current climate change can be reverted, but they think that its effects
can be reduced.

Stakeholders think that human activities have a role in determining the effects of climate change
and therefore they will have to adjust their lifestyle and jobs. High effects will be paid by vulnerable
groups, especially elderly people.

Stakeholders try to search information about climate change, but they feel like they cannot have
easy access to reliable ones.

A negative evidence that arose from the analysis is that stakeholders trust higher levels of
governance more than local levels for what concern mitigation and adaptation to climate change.

The consultation with Stakeholders shows that they consider (i) extreme rainfall, (ii) extreme
temperatures, and (iii) coastal erosion the main climate impacts in the Adriatic basin.

Adaptation measures in the Adriatic should be mostly addressed to (i) coastal management, (ii)
water resource management, and (iii) aquaculture and fishery, and public health.

The analysis highlighted differences in the three macro areas. Gray and soft measures are the
most voted in the Northern Adriatic, soft in the Central Adriatic and transversal in the Southern
Adriatic. Zooming at the specific sectors that require interventions, transversal measures are the
most voted measures in the north, soft measures in the center and transversal measures are the
most preferred in the south.

Mitigation measures in the Adriatic should be mostly addressed to (i) agriculture, forest and land
use, (ii) coastal management, and (iii) biodiversity and ecosystem conservation.

As for adaptation, the analysis highlighted differences in the three macro areas. Gray measures
are the most voted in the Northern Adriatic, soft in the Central Adriatic and transversal and green
in the Southern Adriatic. Focusing on the specific sectors that require interventions, transversal
measures are the most voted measures in Northern Adriatic; soft and transversal measures are
the preferred strategies in Central Adriatic, and green and transversal measures are the most
voted in the Southern Adriatic.

In conclusion, WP4.2 of the RESPONSe project shows the importance of involving stakeholders
in the definition of the best strategies to adapt to climate change. The results of the analyses
highlighted that working in a certain territory does not always translate in knowing it better, or
better understanding the needs of the local community, as shown in the comparison of the
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perception of Public Authorities and other stakeholders about climate related topic. Therefore, it
is important to build a dialogue with local people.

As a matter of fact, Public Authorities and other stakeholders show differences in understanding
the climate change crisis, thus the RESPONSe project, through a bottom-up approach, hopefully
contributed to enhance the communication among these different groups, thus improving the
perception of climate change and the acceptance of mitigation and adaptation measures that will
have to be introduced in the territory to counteract climate change and its effects.
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7 ANNEXES

7.1 Annex 1 - Questionnaire addressed to the Public Authorities

Here is presented the English version of the questionnaire to Public Authorities. To facilitate the
administration, the questionnaire was also translated in Croatian and Italian. In the Italian
questionnaire, two more questions were added (question 12 and question 19) in order to collect
information to use for the Stakeholders most preferred adaptation and mitigation strategies.
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Project RESPONSe

(Strategies to adapt to climate change in Adriatic regions)

CLIMATE CHANGE IN THE ADRIATIC REGION

QUESTIONNAIRE TO THE PUBLIC AUTHORITIES
(TECHNICAL OR POLITICAL ROLE)

0 “merZ

DHMZ

INFORMEST g ppE
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INTRODUCTION

Dear participant,

we ask for your kind cooperation to complete the following
anonymous questionnaire. The objective of the questionnaire is to
analyze the perception of the impacts of climate change by public
authorities and other potential stakeholders in the Adriatic region.

This research is part of the European Project RESPONSe
(Strategies to adapt to climate change in the Adriatic regions) between
Italy and Croatia. The project supports the Adriatic coastal
municipalities by promoting smart governance of the risks arising from
climate change. The collection and analysis of meteorological and
oceanographic data, together with meetings with local communities,
will help to define an action plan tailored to the specific characteristics
of the territory.

In the questionnaire you will be asked to provide an opinion on
some aspects related to climate change and your lifestyle, as well as
information on the demographic profile (e.g. age, gender).

The data collected through the questionnaires are aimed
exclusively at the statistical analysis carried out by the Universita
Politecnica delle Marche. These data will not be disclosed to third
parties and the results of the statistical analysis will be disseminated,
in aggregate format (percentages), only for scientific purposes.

Further information on the project is available on the website:
https://www italy-croatia.eu/web/response

However, we remain at your disposal at the following e-mail address:
response.univpm@gmail.com

Thank you for your collaboration!
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QUESTIONNAIRE

The answers to the questions in the questionnaire can be of the
following type: Open; Closed (yes/no or multiple choice);
Psychometric (questions of perception). On this last type we ask you
to express your degree of agreement or disagreement with the various
proposed statements.

Moreover, since we interview you in your technical or political role
when it comes to territory, the term refers to that in which you play the
professional role, not your area of residence (if the two are different).

1

0O 0 o o o

SECTION 1: perception of climate risks

Risks from meteorological events are becoming more
important than the ones from other natural events (e.g.
earthquakes) in your jurisdictional territory

Strongly agree
Agree

Undecided
Disagree
Strongly disagree

2. The intensity of current climate change is a direct

O o o o o

European Regional Development Fund

1ce of h activities
Strongly agree

Agree

Undecided

Disagree

Strongly disagree

0 o o o o

000 o0o0ooooDooo0oaoao

3. The territory under your jurisdiction is affected by climate
change

Very much

Quite

Neutral / Don't know
Little

Not at all

4. Which of the following sectors are affected the most?

Agriculture / Breeding
Biodiversity / Ecosystem conservation
Coastal management

Emergency and rescue services
Production and distribution of electricity
Human Health

Use and management of the territory
Tourism and recreation

Transport and Infrastructure

Water resources management

Industry

Business

Other (please specify):
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5. Climate change will impact people’s lifestyle

Strongly agree
Agree

Undecided
Disagree
Strongly disagree

6. In the long-term (over 5 years), what changes do you expect
in your territory?

Sea level rise
Changes in temperature

Increased flooding and landslides
Changes to freshwater quality/access
Drought and desertification

Extreme weather

Changes in rainfall patterns
Increased water and air pollution
Coastal erosion

Ecosystem degradation

Economic decline

Increased costs of living

Adverse impact on human health
Other (please specify):

0o o o oo

7. Public institutions can effectively respond to the challenges
posed by climate change

Strongly agree
Agree

Undecided
Disagree
Strongly disagree

SECTION 2: adaptation to climate change

Adaptation refers to the strategies put in place to adapt to the effects of

0O oo oo

climate change

8. The effectiveness of climate change adaptation strategies
depends on citizens' engagement

Strongly agree
Agree

Undecided
Disagree
Strongly disagree
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9. What kind of strategies have been prepared or implemented

in your jurisdictional territory to ADAPT to the effects of
li hange (e.g. floods or landslides)? When applicable,

please describe the strategies

None
"Gray" strategies, namely structural and / or engineering solutions
(e.g. dams, sea walls, water drainage systems):

"Green" strategies, namely a strategically planned network of natural
and semi-natural areas, within and around the settlements, where a
wide range of ecosystem services is provided (e.g. lawns and

permeable surfaces, rainwater collection systems):

"Soft" strategies, namely administrative, political, legal, technical,
planning, awareness raising, data collection, monitoring, early

warning  systems  or  scientific  research  measures:

Other (please specify):

o

0 000000 0ooo oo o

10. Which of the following sectors were in
adaptation initiatives?
Agriculture / Breeding

Biodiversity / Ecosystem conservation
Coastal management

Emergency and rescue services
Production and distribution of electricity
Human Health

Use and management of the territory,
Tourism and recreation

Transport and Infrastructure

Water resources management

Industry

Business

Fishery

Other (please specify):

d from the above
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11. Which of the following agencies, associations and/or
organizations participated in these initiatives?
Municipality
Associations of neighboring municipalities
Region
Government agencies
Corporation and industries
Citizens
Environmental groups
International organizations
Non-Governmental Organizations (NGOs)
Other (please, specify):

SECTION 3: mitigation of climate change

Mitigation refers to any intervention to reduce anthropogenic
greenhouse gas emissions

12. Climate change can be reverted

Strongly agree
Agree

Undecided
Disagree
Strongly disagree

s}

8]

o o

0O o o o o

13. The climate change effects can be counteracted with
technological development

Strongly agree
Agree

Undecided
Disagree
Strongly disagree

14. The effectiveness of climate change mitigation strategies
depends on citizens’ engagement

Strongly agree
Agree

Undecided
Disagree
Strongly disagree
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15. What kind of strategies have been prepared or implemented
in your jurisdictional territory to MITIGATE climate change

h

(i.e. to reduce anthropogenic gr gas ion)?

When applicable, please describe the strategies

None
"Gray" strategies, namely structural and / or engineering solutions
network):

(e.g. strengthening the public transport

"Green" strategies, namely a strategically planned network of natural
and semi-natural areas, within and around the settiements, where a
wide range of ecosystem services is provided (e.g. urban parks, tree-

lined avenues, vegetable gardens wurban, green roofs):

"Soft" strategies, namely administrative, political, legal, technical,
planning, awareness raising, data collection, monitoring, early

warning systems or scientific research measures:

Other (please specify):

0 0o oo ooooo oo

0O o oo o0 o ooo0ao0

16. Which of the following sectors were ir

d from the above

mitigation initiatives?
Agriculture / Breeding
Biodiversity / Ecosystem conservation
Production and distribution of electricity
Use and management of the territory
Tourism and recreation
Transport and Infrastructure
Water resources management
Industry
Business

ICT (Information and Communication Technology)

Other (please specify):

Al

iations

17. Which of the following ag

organizations participated in these initiatives?

Municipality
Associations of neighboring municipalities
Region

Government agencies

Corporation and industries

Citizens

Environmental groups

International organizations
Non-Governmental Organizations (NGOs),
Other (please, specify):
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DEMOGRAPHIC DETAILS 23. Dealing with climate change issues is part of your job?
The information in this section is intended exclusively for statistical
processing carried out for scientific purposes and treated in aggregate o Yes
and anonymous way o No
18. Gender o |ldon't know
o Male
o Female 24. State the name of the institution

19. Age (years):

25. How long have you been working there?

20. What is the highest level of education you have completed? 26. In which municipality and region is your office located?

Primary
Middle REPORT BELOW OTHER CONSIDERATIONS, IF ANY, THAT
Secondary WOULD YOU LIKE TO SHARE ABOUT CLIMATE CHANGE

University degree

0O 0o o oo

Other (please specify):

21. What is your profession?

22. Is it a technical or political role?

o Technical
o Political

European Regional Development Fund
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Projekt RESPONSe

(Strategije prilagodbe na klimatske promjene u jadranskim regijama)

KLIMATSKE PROMJENE U JADRANSKIM REGIJIAMA

UPITNIK ZA DJELATNIKE JAVNE UPRAVE

INFORMEST g g p s’ 8 -m_wg‘__'i El HP%

European Regional Development Fund

Projekt RESPONSe dio je Interreg programa prekograni¢ne suradnje
Italije i Hrvatske, financiranog od strane EU, koji za cilj ima
poboljsanje kvalitete Zivota gradana ovih dviju zemalja.

Cili projekta RESPONSe je pomoc¢i lokalnim zajednicama
(talijanskim i hrvatskim) duz jadranske obale u pobolj$anju pracenja
klimatskih promjena i planiranja mjera prilagodbe na specificne
utjecaje Kklimatskih promjena. Prikupljanje i struéna analiza
meteoroloSkih i oceanografskih podataka te razmjena znanja i
iskustava s lokalnim zajednicama dviju zemalja pomo¢i ¢e u
definiranju akcijskih planova prilagodenih specificnim
karakteristkama promatranog podrucja. Hrvatske institucije
uklju¢ene u projekt RESPONSe su Energetski institut Hrvoje Pozar
(EIHP), Drzavni hidrometeorolodki zavod (DHMZ) i Institut za
oceanografiju i ribarstvo (IZOR).

Upitnik koji se nalazi pred Vama posluzit ¢e da se kroz prikupljene
odgovore djelatnika javne uprave promatranog podruc¢ja analizira
percepcija djelatnika o utjecaju klimatskih promjena na jadransko
priobalno podrucje.

U upitniku ¢e se traziti da date misljenje o nekim aspektima koji se
odnose na klimatske promjene i va$ nacin Zivota, kao i podatke o
demografskom profilu (npr. Dob, spol).

Podaci prikupljeni putem upitnika usmjereni su isklju¢ivo na
statisticku analizu koju ¢e provesti Universtia Politecnica delle
Marche (ITA), jedan od pet talijanskih partnera projekta. Ti se podaci
nece objavljivati tre¢im stranama, a rezultati statisticke analize koristi
¢e se u zbirnom obliku (postoci) samo u znanstvene svrhe.

Vise informacija o projektu mozete pronaci na internetskoj stranici
projekta https://www.italy-croatia.eu/web/response.

Mjesto Datum
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UPUTE ZA POPUNJAVANJE

Dio traZenih odgovora na pitanja iz upitnika je otvorenog tipa
(ispitanik odgovara tekstom prema osobnom izboru) dok je vecina
pitanja zatvorenog tipa (ispitanik odgovora oznacavanjem polja uz
jedan ili vise ponudenih odgovora) od kojih su neka tzv.
psihometrijska pitanja odnosno pitanja percepcije (ispitanik izrazava
svoj stupanj (ne)slaganja s predloZzenim izjavama).

U pitanjima u kojima se pojavijuje termin ,Vase podrucje” taj se
termin odnosi na geografsko podruéje na kojem se nalazi Vase
trenutno radno mjesto (npr. grad u kojem radite) odnosno podrucje
za koje je Vasa lokalna uprava nadleZna.

Prvi dio 1: Razumijevanje rizika od klimatskih promjena

1. Rizici od vremenskih (meteoroloskih) dogadaja postaju vazniji
od rizika drugih prirodnih dogadaja (npr. potresa) na Vasem
podruéju

U potpunosti se slazem
Slazem se

Nisam sigurna/siguran
Ne slazem se

0O 0O 0o oo

U potpunosti se ne slazem

d

Intenzitet trenutnih klimatskih promjena izravna je posljedica
ljudskih aktivnosti

U potpunosti se slazem
SlaZzem se

Nisam sigurna/siguran
Ne slazem se

o oo oo

U potpunosti se ne slaZzem

European Regional Development Fund

0D 000D o ®

000D 00D ODDOOOTQ OQ® OT O »

L4l

0 oo o 0

Vase podrucje je pod utjecajem klimatskih promjena

Jako

Umjereno

Nisam sigurna/siguran
Malo

Nimalo

Ukoliko utjecaj postoji, na koji od navedenih sektora je taj
utjecaj najveci?

Poljoprivreda / Uzgoj Zivotinja

Oc¢uvanje bioloske raznolikosti / ekosustava

Upravljanje obalnim pojasom

Hitna i spasilacka sluZzba

Proizvodnja i distribucija elektricne energije

Zdravlje ljudi

Prostomo planiranje

Turizam i rekreacija

Transport i infrastruktura

Upravljanje vodnim resursima

Industrija

Gospodarstvo

Ostalo (molimo navesti):

Klimatske promjene ¢e imati utjecaja na Zivotni stil ljudi?

U potpunosti se slazem
Slazem se
Nisam sigurna/siguran
Ne slazem se
U potpunosti se ne slazem
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0o oo oo

F3

Koje promj u dugor
ocekujete na Vasem podrucju?

razdoblj

(vise od 5 godina)

Podizanje razine mora

Promjene temperature zraka

Poplave i klizista

Promjene u kvaliteti i dostupnosti pitke vode
Suse

Ekstremne vremenske prilike

0O 0o o aoao

Promjene u reZimu oborina (trajanje i koli¢ine)
Povecana onecis¢enost voda i zraka

Erozija tla

Degradacija ekosustava

Losija ekonomska situacija

Povecani troSkovi Zivota

Negativni utjecaj na zdravije ljudi

Ostalo (molimo navesti):

Javne institucije mogu ucinkovito odgovoriti na izazove Ciji su a
uzrok klimatske promjene

U potpunosti se slazem

Slazem se

Nisam sigurna/siguran

Ne slazem se a
U potpunosti se ne slazem

European Regional Development Fund

Drugi dio 2: Prilagodba klimatskim promjenama
8.

Ucinkovitost strategija prilagodbe klimatskim promjenama
ovisi 0 angazmanu gradana

U potpunosti se slazem

Slazem se

Nisam sigurna/siguran

Ne slazem se

U potpunosti se ne slazem

Jesu li do sada na Vasem podrucju pripremljene ili provedene
neke od strategija iili inicijativa za prilagodbu na klimatske
promjene (npr. poplave ili kliziSta)? Ako jesu, o kojem se tipu
strategije radi? Po mogu¢ ti ukratko opisite te strategije.

Nisu
Pripremljene/provedene su ,sive” strategije odnosno infrastrukturna
iAli inZenjerska rieSenja (npr. brane, sustavi odvodnje,...):

Pripremljene/provedene su .zelene” strategije odnosno strate$ko
isplanirana mreza prirodnih i poluprirodnih podruc¢ja unutar ¥/ili oko
naselja u kojima je osiguran odrZivi ekosustavu (npr. travnjaci i
propusne povr$ine, sustavi za prikupljanje oborinskih voda):

Pripremljene/provedene su .blage” strategije odnosno
administrativno, politicko, pravno i tehni¢ko planiranje, podizanje
svijesti javnosti, prikuplianje podataka, monitoring, sustavi ranog
upozoravanja, znanstvena istraZivanja:

Ostalo (molimo navesti):
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Koji je od sljedecih sektora bio zainteresiran za prethodno
navedene inicijative (strategije) za prilagodbu?

Poljoprivreda / Uzgoj Zivotinja

O¢uvanje bioloske raznolikosti / ekosustava

Upravljanje obalnim pojasom

Hitna i spasilacka sluZzba

Proizvodnja i distribucija elektricne energije

Zdravlje ljudi

Prostorno planiranje

Turizam i rekreacija

Transport i infrastruktura

Upravijanje vodnim resursima

Industrija

Gospodarstvo
Ribarstvo

Ostalo (molimo navesti):

.Koja je od sljedecih agencija, udruga ifili organizacija

sudjelovala u prethodno navedenim inicijativamal/strategijama?

000 oo oo oo ao

European Regional Development Fund

Opcina

Udruga opéina
Zupanija/Regija

Drzavne agencije
Koncerni ili kompanije
Gradani

Udruge za zastitu okolisa
Medunarodne organizacije
Nevladine organizacije

Ostalo (molimo navesti):

Treci dio 3: UblaZavanije klimatskih promjena
12. Postojeci trend klimatskih promjena moze se preokrenuti
o U potpunosti se slazem

o Slazem se
o Nisam sigurna/siguran

o Ne slazem se

o U potpunosti se ne slazem

13. Ucinci  klimatskih
tehnoloskim razvojem

promjena mogu se neutralizirati

o U potpunosti se slazem

o Slazem se

o Nisam sigurna/siguran

o Ne slaZzem se

o U potpunosti se ne slazem

14. Ucinkovitost strategija ublazavanja klimatskih promjena ovisi o
angazmanu gradana

o U potpunosti se slazem

o Slazem se

o Nisam sigurna/siguran

o Ne slazem se

o U potpunosti se ne slazem
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Jesu li do sada na Vasem podrucju pripremljene ili provedene
neke od strategija i/ili inicijativa za ublazavanje klimatskih
promjena (npr. smanjenje emisija staklenickih plinova)? Ako
jesu, o kojem se tipu strategije radi? Po mogucnosti ukratko
opisite te strategije.

Nisu
Pripremljene/provedene su ,sive” strategije odnosno infrastrukturna

iili inZenjerska rjeSenja (npr. jatanje/modernizacija mreze javnog
prijevoza):

Pripremljene/provedene su ,zelene” strategije odnosno stratedko
isplanirana mreza prirodnih i poluprirodnih podrucja unutar ifili oko
naselja u kojima je osiguran odrZivi ekosustav (npr. gradski parkovi,
drvoredi, gradski vrtovi, zeleni krovovi):

Pripremljene/provedene  su . blage” strategije = odnosno
administrativno, politicko, pravno i tehni¢ko planiranje, podizanje
svijesti, prikupljanje podataka, monitoring, sustavi ranog
upozoravanja, znanstvena istraZivanja:

Ostalo (molimo navesti):

16. Koji je od sljedecih sektora bio zainteresiran za prethodno

0O 000D 0o o o0 oo

0 0 0o 000Oo0Db o oo

navedene inicijative (strategije) za ublazavanje klimatskih
promjena?

Poljoprivreda / Uzgoj Zivotinja

Ocuvanje bioloske raznolikosti / ekosustava

Proizvodnja i distribucija elektriCne energije

Prostomo planiranje

Turizam i rekreacija

Transport i infrastruktura

Upravljanje vodnim resursima

Industrija

Gospodarstvo

Informati¢ke i komunikacijske tehnologije

Ostalo (molimo navesti):

17. Koja je od sljedecih agencija, udruga Vili organizacija sudjelovala

u prethodno navedenim inicijativama/strategijama?
Opéina
Udruga opéina
Zupanija/Regija
DrZavne agencije
Koncerni ili kompanije
Gradani
Udruge za zastitu okolisa
Medunarodne organizacije
Neviadine organizacije

Ostalo (molimo navesti):
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24, Naziv ustanove u kojoj radite
DEMOGRAFSKI PODACI

Podaci u nastavku upitnika takoder su namijenjeni iskljucivo za
statisticku obradu koja se provodi u znanstvene svrhe | obraduje se 25. Koliko dugo radite u ustanovi (godina)?
na zbirni i anonimni nacin
18. Spol 26. U kojoj opcini/zupaniji se nalazi vase radno mjesto?

O Muski
O Zenski

H-Snias; Ukoliko imate bilo kakvih dodatnih pitanja, sugestija ili potrebnih

informacija vezanih uz problematiku klimatskih promjena molimo
podijelite ih s nama:

20. Navedite stupanj obrazovanja

O Osnovna $kola
0O Srednja Skola
0O Prvostupnik (baccalaureus)
O Fakultet

O Ostalo (molimo navesti):

21. Sto ste po zanimanju?

22. Je li Vasa funkcija politicka ili tehnicka?

o Tehnitka
o Politicka

23. Bavite li se u svom poslu problemima/temama vezanim uz
klimatske promjene?

o Da

o Ne

o Neznam
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Progetto RESPONSe

(Strategies to adapt to climate change in Adriatic regions)

| CAMBIAMENTI CLIMATICI NELLA REGIONE ADRIATICA

QUESTIONARIO PER LE AUTORITA PUBBLICHE
(RUOLI TECNICI O POLITICI)

INFORMEST §ippg reeee Bl 0 NETHI B “meip 2
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PRESENTAZIONE

Gentile partecipante,

chiediamo la sua cortese collaborazione per completare il
seguente questionario anonimo. L'obiettivo del questionario &
analizzare la percezione degli impatti dei cambiamenti climatici
da parte delle autorita pubbliche e di altri potenziali stakeholders
nella regione adriatica.

Questa ricerca rientra nel Progetto Europeo RESPONSe
(Strategie per adattarsi ai cambiamenti climatici nelle regioni
adriatiche) tra Italia e Croazia. Il progetto sostiene le
municipalita costiere dell'Adriatico promuovendo una
governance intelligente dei rischi derivanti dal cambiamento
climatico. La raccolta ed analisi di dati meteorologici ed
oceanografici, insieme ad incontri con le comunita locali,
aiuteranno a definire un piano d'azione su misura per le
specifiche caratteristiche del territorio.

| dati raccolti attraverso i questionari sono finalizzati
esclusivamente all'analisi statistica realizzata dall'Universita
Politecnica delle Marche. Questi dati non saranno divulgati a
terzi e i risultati dell'analisi statistica saranno diffusi, in formato
aggregato (percentuali), solo a fini scientifici.

Ulteriori informazioni sul progetto sono disponibili sul sito
Web: https://www.italy-croatia.eu/web/response

Restiamo comunque a vostra disposizione al seguente indirizzo
e-mail: response.univpm@gmail.com

Grazie per la collaborazione!

Luogo Data
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QUESTIONARIO

Le risposte alle domande del questionarnio possono essere di tipo:

Aperte; Chiuse (si/no o scelta multipla); Psicometriche (domande di

percezione). Su quest'ultimo tipo le chiediamo di esprimere il suo
grado di accordo o disaccordo con le varie affermazioni proposte.

Inoltre,

poiché la intervistiamo nel suo ruolo tecnico o

amministrativo, quando si parla di territorio, il termine é riferito a
quello nel quale lei svolge tale ruolo professionale, non al suo territorio
di residenza (nel caso i 2 siano diversi).

1.

0O 0 o a o

SEZIONE 1: percezione dei rischi climatici

| rischi climatici stanno diventando piu importanti di altri
eventi naturali nella sua giurisdizione territoriale

Completamente d'accordo
Daccordo

Incerto

In disaccordo

In completo disaccordo

2. La velocita degli attuali cambiamenti climatici é diretta

O 0o o o o

European Regional Development Fund

conseguenza delle attivita umane

Completamente d'accordo
D'accordo

Incerto

In disaccordo

In completo disaccordo

0O oo oan

0O 00D o0oO0DoOoDQDoooooaon

3. 1l territorio sotto la sua giurisdizione & interessato dai
cambiamenti climatici
Molto
Abbastanza
Non so
Poco
Per niente

4. Quale dei seguenti settori ne € maggiormente interessato?

Agricoltura / Allevamento

Biodiversita / Conservazione degli ecosistemi
Gestione costiera

Servizi di emergenza e di salvataggio
Produzione e distribuzione di energia elettrica
Salute umana

Uso e gestione del territorio

Turismo e tempo libero

Trasporti e infrastrutture

Gestione delle risorse idriche

Industria

Commercio

Altro (prego specificare):
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5. | cambiamenti climatici avranno un impatto sullo stile di vita

delle persone

D'accordo
Incerto

In disaccordo

Completamente d'accordo

Hhilich

7. Le istituzioni p [ 10 rispond effi
alle sfide poste dai cambiamenti climatici

Completamente d'accordo
D'accordo
Incerto

In disaccordo

0o o o o g
0O 0o oa0

In completo disaccordo In completo disaccordo

SEZIONE 2: ad ai bi. i climatici

6. Nellungo termine (piu di 5 anni), quali cambiamenti si aspetta
nel suo territorio? Con adattamento si intendono le strategie messe in atto per
adeguarsi agli effetti dei cambiamenti climatici

Innalzamento del livello del mare

Cambiamenti di temperatura 8. L'efficacia delle strategie di adattamento ai cambiamenti
Aumento delle inondazioni limatici dipende dal coinvolgi dei cittadini

Modifiche a qualita / accesso all'acqua potabile Completamente d’accordo

Siccita e desertificazione D'accordo

Condizioni meteorologiche estreme Incerto

Modifiche all'andamento delle precipitazioni In disaccordo

[ S = I = B I o

Aumento dell'inquinamento nell'acqua e nell'aria In completo disaccordo
Erosione delle coste

Degrado degli ecosistemi

Declino economico

Aumento del costo della vita

Impatto negativo sulla salute umana

0O 0O 0o0OOo0o0Dooooagoaoao

Altro (prego specificare):
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9. Nella sua giurisdizione territoriale sono state preparate o
predisposte strategie per ADATTARSI ai cambiamenti

10. Quali dei seguenti settori sono stati interessati dalle suddette
iniziative di adattamento?

climatici (es. alluvioni o frane)? o Agricoltura / Allevamento

o Biodiversita / conservazione degli ecosistemi

Nessuna . .
o Gestione costiera

Strategie "grigie”, ovvero soluzioni strutturali e/o ingegneristiche

2 .gng 5 : i . o Servizi di emergenza e di salvataggio

(ad es. dighe, muri a mare, sistemi di drenaggio delle acque) X o ) i .
o Produzione e distribuzione di energia elettrica

Strategie "verdi”, ovvero una rete strategicamente pianificata di aree o Salute umana

naturali @ seminaturali, allinterno degli insediamenti e intorno ad o Uso e gestione del territorio

essi, in cui viene fornita un’ampia gamma di servizi ecosistemici (ad o Turismo e tempo libero

es. prati e superfici permeabili, sistemi di raccolta delle acque o Trasporti e infrastrutture

piovane) o Gestione delle risorse idriche

Strategie "soft", ovvero misure amministrative, politiche, giuridiche, 8 {(ndusie

tecniche, di pianificazione, di sensibilizzazione, di raccolta dati, di o: ‘Commercio

monitoraggio, di sistemi di allarme rapido o di ricerca scientifica o Pesca
o Altro (prego specificare):
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11. Quali enti, associazioni e/o organizzazioni hanno partecipato SEZIONE 3: mitigazione dei cambiamenti climatici
a queste iniziative? Con mitigazione si intende ogni intervento per ridurre le emissioni
antropiche di gas serra
o Comune
O Associazioni di comuni limitrofi
. 13. | cambiamenti climatici sono reversibili
o Regione
o Agenzie governative o Completamente d’accordo
o Societa e industrie o Daccordo
o Cittadini o Incerto
O Gruppi ambientalisti o Indisaccordo
o Organizzazioni internazionali O In completo disaccordo
o Organizzazioni Non Governative (ONG)
o Altro (prego specificare):
14. L'attuale crisi climatica pud con lo
12. Sulla base delle sue e p quali sviluppo tecnologico
potrebbero essere le migliori strategie di ADATTAMENTO da o Completa te d'a do
attuare nel suo territorio? 5
o D'accordo
o Incerto
o Indisaccordo
o In completo disaccordo

European Regional Development Fund
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15. L'efficacia delle strategie di mitigazi dei bi i 17. Quali dei seguenti settori sono stati interessati dalle suddette
climatici dipende dal coinvolgimento dei cittadini iniziative di mitigazione?
o Completamente d'accordo O Agricoltura / Allevamento
o D'accordo o Biodiversita / Conservazione degli ecosistemi
o Incerto o Produzione e distribuzione di energia elettrica
o In disaccordo o Uso e gestione del territorio
o In completo disaccordo O Turismo e tempo libero
o Trasporti e infrastrutture
16. Quali strategie sono state preparate o predisposte per O Gestione delle risorse idriche
MITIGARE i cambiamenti climatici nella sua giurisdizione o Industria
territoriale (cioé per ridurre le emissioni antropiche di gas o Commercio
serra)? o ICT (Tecnologie di Informazione e Comunicazione)
Nessi o Altro (prego specificare):

Strategie "grigie”, ovvero soluzioni strutturali e/o ingegneristiche
(ad es. potenziamento della rete di trasporti pubblici)

o Strategie "verdi®, ovvero una rete strategicamente pianificata di aree
naturali e seminaturali, all'interno degli insediamenti e intorno ad
essi, in cui viene fornita un'ampia gamma di servizi ecosistemici (ad
es, parchi urbani, viali di alberi, orti urbani, tetti verdi)

o Strategie "soft”, ovwero misure amministrative, politiche, giuridiche,
tecniche, di pianificazione, di sensibilizzazione, di raccolta dati, di
monitoraggio, di sistemi di allarme rapido o di ricerca scientifica

European Regional Development Fund

218



It interrey

Italy - Croatia
( RESPONSe EUROPEAN UNION

18. Quali enti, associazioni e/o organizzazioni hanno partecipato ; CARATTERISTICHE DEMOGRAFICHE
Le informazioni di questa sezione sono destinate esclusivamente

a queste iniziative? all'elaborazione statistica effettuata a fini scientifici e trattate in forma

o Comune aggregata ed anonima

o Associazioni di comuni limitrofi

o Regione 20. Sesso

o enzie governative

Ag *® o Maschio

o Societa e industrie i
o Femmina

o Cittadini stessi

o Gruppi ambientalisti

o Organizzazioni internazionali 21. Eta (anni):

o Organizzazioni Non Governative (ONG)

O Altro (prego specificare): 22. Qual &l piu alto livello di istruzione che ha conseguito?
o Elementari
o Medie

19. Sulla base delle sue e p quali o ‘Soucle supefiod
potrebbero essere le migliori strategie di MITIGAZIONE da g
o0 Universita
attuare nel suo territorio?
o Altro (prego specificare):
23. Qual é la sua professione?

24. E un ruolo tecnico o politico?

o Tecnico
o Politico

European Regional Development Fund
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7.2 Annex 2 - Questionnaire addressed to other stakeholders

Here is presented the English version of the guestionnaire to Public Authorities. To facilitate the
administration, the questionnaire was also translated in Italian and Croatian.

European Regional Development Fund
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Project RESPONSe

(Strategies to adapt to climate change in Adriatic regions)

CLIMATE CHANGE IN THE ADRIATIC REGION

QUESTIONNAIRE TO THE RESIDENTS

UNIVERSITA
POLITECNICA
DELLE MARCHE

B "WEHPZ <

. REGIONE PUGLIA

INFORMEST 4 g pE =

INTRODUCTION

Dear participant,

we ask for your kind cooperation to complete the following
anonymous questionnaire. The objective of the questionnaire is to
analyze the perception of the impacts of climate change by public
authorities and other potential stakeholders in the Adriatic region.

This research is part of the European Project RESPONSe
(Strategies to adapt to climate change in the Adriatic regions) between
Italy and Croatia. The project supports the Adriatic coastal
municipalities by promoting smart governance of the risks arising from
climate change. The collection and analysis of meteorological and
oceanographic data, together with meetings with local communities,
will help to define an action plan tailored to the specific characteristics
of the territory.

In the questionnaire you will be asked to provide an opinion on
some aspects related to climate change and your lifestyle, as well as
information on the demographic profile (e.g. age, gender). In the final
section of the questionnaire (optional) you will be asked to provide a
judgment on general aspects in order to be able to identify cultural
characteristics that can influence risk perception.

Further information on the project is available on the website:
https://www italy-croatia.eu/web/response

However, we remain at your disposal at the following e-mail address:
response.univpom@gmail.com

Thank you for collaboration!

Date

European Regional Development Fund
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QUESTIONNAIRE

The answers to the questions in the questionnaire can be of the
following type: Open; Closed (yes / no or multiple choice);
Psychometric (questions of perception). On this last type we ask you
to express your degree of agreement or disagreement with the various
proposed statements.

In the following questions, the terms MITIGATION and ADAPTATION
are often used.

MITIGATION refers to any intervention that is aimed to
support/contribute to the reduction of greenhouse gas emissions (of
pollution), such as supporting use of solar energy instead of fossil fuel;
while ADAPTATION refers to the strategies implemented to adapt to
the effects of climate change (i.e. coastal management to cope with
sea level rise or change of practice in some human activities).

Moreover, when it comes to territory, the term refers to its territory of
residence.

1. lam worried about the current climate crisis
Strongly agree

Agree

Undecided

Disagree

Ooo0oooao

Strongly disagree

2. The speed of current climate change is a direct consequence
of human activities

Strongly agree
Agree
Undecided

Disagree

Ooo0oooao

Strongly disagree

European Regional Development Fund

OO0Oo0ooao

OO0Oo0ooao

T A e A o o o o

3. Sea and coasts of the Adriatic region are affected by climate
change

Very much

Quite

Neutral/Don’t know
Little

Not at all

»

Specifically, the territory where you live is affected by climate
change

Very much

Quite

Neutral/don’t know
Little

Not at all

Which of the following sectors are impacted the most?
Agriculture / Breeding

Biodiversity / Ecosystem conservation
Coastal management

Emergency and rescue services
Production and distribution of electricity
Human Health

Use and management of the territory
Tourism and recreation

Transport and Infrastructure

Water resources management

Industry

Business

Other (please specify):
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In the long-term (over 5 years), what changes do you expect in
your territory?

Sea level rises
Changes in temperature

Increased flooding and landslides
Changes to freshwater quality/access
Drought and desertification

Extreme weather

Changes to rainfall patterns

Increased pollution in the water and air
Coastal erosion

Ecosystem degradation

Economic decline

Increased costs of living

Adverse impact on human health
Other (please specify):

In your territory, which group is more vulnerable to the impacts
of climate change?

Children
Elderly
Poor
Women
People with special needs
None

Other (please specify):

8. Climate change will impact your lifestyle
O Strongly agree

O Agree

O Undecided

O Disagree

O Strongly disagree

9. What do you think will have to change in your lifestyle?

10. You think that reliable information on climate change are easily
accessible

O Strongly agree

O Agree

O Undecided

O Disagree

O Strongly disagree
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i ?
11. Where do you search for this information? 14..Who.organized them?

O Television O Municipality

O Radio O Region

O Newspaper O Civil Protection

O Internet O Other (please specify):
O Academic journals/special publications O 1 don't remember

O Environmental forums

O School/college/university 15. ?ﬁ::::; at:‘agr; effectively assess the causes and effects of
O Government agencies O strongly agree

O Books O Agres

O Social media (non-official web pages) I

O Family or friends O Disagree

Fl. tar (plesssiepechi: O Strongly disagree

12. Did you attend any educational or informative event about
climate change? 16. Public institutions can effectively respond to the challenges
posed by climate change

O Yes
O No O Strongly agree
O |don't remember O Agree
O Undecided
O Disagree
13. If yes, which one? To whom were they addressed? O Strongly disagree

European Regional Development Fund
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