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“Having the right policies, infrastructure and
t chnology in place to enable changes to our
ifesty "behaviour can result in a 40-70%
gas emissions by 2050.
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Time for Collective Action Manifesto

Community-led initiatives & the European Green Deal

The accelerating planetary crisis —climate change, biodiversity loss, pollution-impacts
everyone, but not equally. Even with drastic reductions in greenhouse gas emissions, global
warming will likely exceed 1.5°C this century. Vulnerable people, communities, countries and
regions are disproportionately affected by the consequences of the crisis and the costs of a
green transition.

Inequalities and consumption practices are deeply intertwined with the ecological footprint
people leave on earth. The world’s richest 10% produces about half of all greenhouse gas
emissions. Accountability and rapid action by the rich are essential to meet climate targets

[].

At the same time, individuals’ ability to respond to the multiple crises through migration,
mitigation or adaptation depends on systemic factors, and is particularly challenging for
vulnerable individuals.

All pathways to achieve the 2050 Vision for Biodiversity and the Paris Agreement require
urgent and concerted efforts that foster transformative change [2]. With the right policies,
infrastructures and technology to enable fundamental lifestyle and behaviour change, up to
70% of global greenhouse gas emissions could be reduced by 2050 [3].

Policies need to harness the power of people who want change. The European Green Deal can
unlock the potential of local levels and grassroots initiatives to create a more sustainable
society.

The challenge is immense. To tackle it, we propose a change of narrative [4,5]:

This manifesto outlines key ideas and policy demands for transformative change aimed at EU
policy makers, as well as non-governmental organisations, civil society organisations and
community-led initiatives.

Who are we?

The “we” of this manifesto is a collection of organisations, communities and individuals working
for a more sustainable Europe —the ECOLISE network of community-led initiatives, partner
organisations and friends. We are signatories of this manifesto because we are convinced of the
power of local, community-led action for sustainability and the need for a strong European Green
Deal.

This manifesto is the outcome of a year-long and ongoing consultation process initiated by
ECOLISE, which positions community-led initiatives towards the European Green Deal,
contributing to 10 theses towards transformative community-led local development policies.
These theses provide a framework for conversations about the role of communities in achieving
transformative systemic change and their connection with EU policies. Over 400 people from 130+
European organisations, including 30+ process partners, have contributed so far.

We aim to trigger deep conversations and reach out to changemakers on all levels, building a
solid alliance of partners for a strong European Green Deal. We invite you to


https://communitiesforfuture.org/advocacy-policy-campaign/
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Support community-led initiatives
as laboratories for transformative
social innovation.

Collective action by citizens can help inspire the cultural change in mindsets, norms and values
needed for fundamental lifestyle changes towards sufficiency to become widespread [10].
Community-led initiatives are —-at their best- laboratories of transformative social innovation
[11,12], inspiring new social practices and turning sustainable lifestyles into a good habit.

Many community-led initiatives on biodiversity, energy, food and mobility go even further: They

show that it is possible to have a positive socio-ecological impact [13,14] by caring for people
and nature as the basis of all life. Diverse grassroots responses can create virtuous cycles, [ . German average EF \
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Support the right to have a choice
to live sustainably.

Everyone on the planet has the right to a clean, healthy and sustainable environment [19]. The
freedom to live sustainably means the freedom to do all one can to guarantee a healthy
biosphere as a precondition for a good life.

However, right now, the choice to live well within planetary boundaries is out of reach for most
people in Europe for systemic reasons. We must mainstream diverse, sustainable lifestyles and
create the conditions so that everyone, especially marginalised groups, can have the choice to
live, work and act within planetary boundaries.

Community-led initiatives can inspire lifestyle changes beyond material wealth and
consumption, yet systemic changes are needed to make diverse ways of sustainable living
accessible to all.



http://www.jalotus.fi/home-1

Harnessing the power of community
for a strong localised Green Deal.

The European Green Deal has the potential to guide national, regional and local policies and
action towards transformative change. Citizens and communities need strong environmental

and social protection to thrive. Its implementation depends on citizens and local stakeholders
[21].

But there is no binding mechanism in place for local-level implementation of the European
Green Deal across Member States and no dedicated resourcing (funding, capacity building) for
community-led sustainability action [22]. Existing funding programmes are generally quite
limited for local stakeholders [22], such as citizens’ initiatives or local governments, leaving the
potential of grassroots sustainability action largely untapped.

To achieve the goals of the European Green Deal, we need to adapt it to the local context. We
want to see local and regional Green Deals that connect citizens with governments and the
natural habitats they live in. These place-based Green Deals would include binding plans in line
with European Green Deal targets and timelines and a holistic approach to the planetary crisis,
addressing climate, biodiversity and pollution together. They would involve citizens and
community-led initiatives in mitigation and adaptation, aiming to create virtuous cycles and
build the resilience and wellbeing of communities.




Meaningful public participation
and lively democracies.

The science is clear: we need transformative change to tackle the climate and biodiversity crisis
[2,3]. But the political will is lacking. Continuing political disregard for the potential for citizens
and community-led initiatives to respond to the planetary crisis increases the risk of social
unrest, political apathy, disillusion and polarisation.

We believe that a democratic system that offers meaningful public participation has the
potential to drive practical action and higher ambition in sufficiency-oriented policy making
under the European Green Deal. Many community-led initiatives apply innovative forms of
governance and participatory democracy that support responsible, self-empowered action.

4.1 Participation in the national energy and climate plans and long-term
strategies

EU Member States are required to submit 10-year national energy and climate plans (NECPs)
and long-term strategies (LTS) outlining how they intend to meet their energy and climate
commitments. The current draft NECPs are greatly insufficient [25]. They fail to align with EU
2030 climate targets and lack the meaningful participation of, and consultation with, local
governments and communities. Community-led initiatives need to be part of a structured
stakeholder dialogue, including citizen assemblies to inform the drafting and implementation
of NECPs and LTS and align with local and regional Green Deals.




Financing and resourcing community-
led solutions.

Healthy communities connected to nature form the basis for socio-ecological innovation and
sustainability action. Community-led initiatives that care for people and the planet are
essential, yet their activities are not adequately valued by the market or the public sector.

We advocate to change public resourcing to support care for people and the planet.
Communities undertaking this care work need core funding for their activities that is not
project-bound, guaranteeing the long-term sustainability of CLIs. They also need sufficient and
appropriate resourcing of the infrastructures, institutions, organisations and activities
necessary for communities to take care of their social and ecological habitats [29].



http://www.tamera.org/

Imagine the possibilities: from “what
is” to “what if?”

A different way of life in Europe, combined with systemic change, could change the course of
the planetary crisis. Yet most people, politicians included, seem to be caught up in a crisis of
imagination, convinced that “there is no alternative” to the current European way of life and
the socio-economic systems framing it.

The challenge is for European society to be creative and imagine what a good life within
planetary boundaries could look like. That means taking the leap from “what is” to “what if”, in
the words of Rob Hopkins, co-founder of Transition Network [30]. Community-led initiatives
across Europe provide practical examples and inspiration of what can be achieved.
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From extraction and infinite growth
towards care and wellbeing.

We are living in a system built on an extractive, growth-based economy. This economic system
represents a root cause of the planetary crisis as it ignores the basis of all human activities and
life-a healthy biosphere. It ignores the limits to resources and assumes that endless economic
growth is possible and desirable, despite scientific evidence that economic growth is the
relevant driver of ecological destruction [31,32]. This has led to the exploitation and domination
of nature and humans alike, creating economic and ecological monocultures, creating
instability and rising inequality.

Policies need to recognise the value of and support diversity in nature and in society, including
the economy, for building resilience. People need diverse economies [33] that recognise nature
as the basis for human health and prosperity.
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