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1 ATTENDANCE 

 

WG Members: 

Kinga Adamczewska (PL), Carlos Arcila Calderón (ES), Anna Baczkowska (PL), 

Christian Baden (IL), David Blanco-Herrero (NL), Ljubisa Bojic (SR), Carlos Cunha (PT), 

Ardita Dylgeri (AL), Dren Gërguri (KV), Jelena Gledic (SR), Roksana Gloc (PL), Julia 

Gottstein (CZ), Johannes B. Gruber (DE), Edlira Gugu (AL), Dana Guy (IE), Damian 

Guzek (PL), Agnieszka Hess (PL), Wendo Christine King’ang’I (DE), Ema Kristo (AL),  

Aleksandra Krstic (SR), Tamara Kunic (HR), Barbara Lewandowska-Tomaszczyk (PL), 

Artur Lipinski (PL), Peter Maurer (SE), Ana Milojevic (SR), Larisa Mistrean (MD), Elena 

Negrea-Busuioc (RO), Agnieszka Stepinska (PL), Gabriella Szabo (HU), Aleksandra 

Urman (CH), Christina Viehmann (DE), Lenka Vochocova (CZ), Kasper Welbers (NL), 

Bruno Yun (FR), Olga Zagovora (DE), Asta Zelenkauskaite (LT) 

 

...as well as several Hybrid Participants 

Janet Aver Adikpo (TR), Hajo Boomgaarden (AT), Nicoleta Corbu (RO), Aneta Dlutek 

(PL), Jamal Abdul Nasir (IE), Nina Springer (DE), Damian Trilling (NL) 

 

19 COST countries…: 

Albania, Croatia, Czechia, France, Germany, Hungary, Ireland, Israel, Lithuania, 

Moldova, Netherlands, Poland, Portugal, Romania, Serbia, Spain, Sweden, 

Switzerland. 

…as well as 1 non-COST country represented on site…: 

Kosovo 

…and 2 additional COST countries represented online: 

Austria, Turkiye. 

 

2 OBJECTIVES 

 

The Objectives of the WG IV.1 meeting were: 

▪ Formulate & disseminate recommendations for research practice 

▪ Formulate & disseminate recommendations for public/professionals 

▪ Integrate insights and joint research agenda beyond the Action's duration 

▪ Enable collaborations to continue beyond the Action's duration 

▪ Develop lifeline for OPINION community beyond the Action's duration  
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3 AGENDA 

Monday, 09 February 2026 

09:00-09:30 Arrival & Coffee (Foyer outside the Theatre room 021) 

09:30-11:00 Getting-Synch’ed Plenary (stream) 
Theatre Room 021 

 ▪ Welcome & Practical Issues 
Christian Baden, Chair 
Anna Baczkowska, Local Host 

▪ Microconference of Outcomes – Various speakers selected by the WGs 

11:00-12:15 Masterclass: What if nobody cares? Fighting disinformation in a 

polarised Polish society (stream) 

Jakub Sliz, Pravda (Factchecking NGO, pravda.org.pl) 
Theatre Room 021 

Due to speaker’s last minute cancellation, the Masterclass was 

canceled. Instead, we extended the Microconference before. 

12:30-13:30 Lunch (Foyer) 

13:30-15:30 Working Group Sessions I (parallel sessions) 

 
Theory Tools 

Data                    

& Application 
Dissemination   

& Inclusion 
 Room 021 Room 022  Room 360  Room 023  
 Chair:                   

Agnieszka 

Stepinska 

Chair:                  

Johannes B. 

Gruber 

Chair:             

Marina    

Popescu 

Chair:           

Carlos             

Arcila Calderon 

15:30-16:00 Coffee (Foyer) 

16:00-18:00 Working Group Sessions II (parallel sessions) 

 
Theory Tools 

Data                    

& Application 
Dissemination   

& Inclusion 
 Room 021 Room 022 Room 360 Room 023 
 Chair:                   

Agnieszka 

Stepinska 

Chair:                  

Johannes B. 

Gruber 

Chair:             

Marina    

Popescu 

Chair:           

Carlos             

Arcila Calderon 

  

19:00 Joint Dinner (voluntary, self-paid) 
 Nowy Browar Gdanski 

(Jana Kilińskiego 7E) 

  

https://huji.zoom.us/j/89788988594?pwd=NW6aGzwfSppb6aZl2mnKy4Djab4mp6.1
https://teams.microsoft.com/l/meetup-join/19%3ameeting_NDFjMzdhYzMtMDg3ZC00OTcxLWIzZDItZDBiNGRkYzYwZGE1%40thread.v2/0?context=%7b%22Tid%22%3a%22b2b950ec-1ee3-4d9d-ac5e-4dd9db5e0b73%22%2c%22Oid%22%3a%2214ea578d-33fa-47bc-8899-2c19f1468b08%22%7d
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Tuesday, 10 February 2026 

09:00-09:30 Coffee 

09:30-10:30 Planning Plenary (stream) 

Theatre Room 021 

 ▪ A quick look forward: Birmingham, Zagreb, & beyond 
▪ Task Force Definition & Formation 

Chair: Christian Baden 

10:30-13:00 Task Forces Sessions I (parallel sessions) 

 Task Force 

Zagreb 
Task Force 

Outreach 
Task Force 

Lifeline 
 

 Room 021 Room 022 Room 023  

13:00-14:00 Lunch (Foyer outside the Theatre room 021) 

14:15-16:45 Task Forces Sessions II (parallel sessions) & Space for Project Meetings 

(with coffee break 15:30-15:45) 

 Task Force 

Zagreb 
Task Force 

Outreach 
Task Force 

Lifeline 
 

 Room 021 Room 022 Room 023  

17:00-18:00 Closing Plenary & Wrap-up (stream) 

Theatre Room 021 

 
▪ Task Force Reports – Task Force Rapporteurs 
▪ To Dos for the Network & Closing – Christian Baden 

 

18:00-19:00 

For those invited: 

Management Committee Meeting (hybrid, link sent separately) 

Theatre Room 021 

 
Chair: Christian Baden 

The agenda is disseminated separately to MC Members 

 

19:00-19:30 

For those invited: 

Core Group Meeting (hybrid, link sent separately) 

Theatre Room 021 

 
Chair: Christian Baden 

The agenda is disseminated separately to CG Members 

 

  

https://huji.zoom.us/j/89788988594?pwd=NW6aGzwfSppb6aZl2mnKy4Djab4mp6.1
https://huji.zoom.us/j/89788988594?pwd=NW6aGzwfSppb6aZl2mnKy4Djab4mp6.1
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4 OPENING PLENARY SESSION 

Christian Baden, Chair 

 

▪ To get ready for the final year, it is important to connect outcomes from the 

network at the content level. For this purpose, we invited all WGs to present 

certain key outcomes of their work in a microconference format. The full 

recording is available here. 

 

Working Group 1 Theory 

▪ Rethinking public opinion studies in the digital era: Expert discourse on the 

theoretical and methodological challenges of public opinion research – Agnieszka 

Stepinska  

Collaborative project with 13 authors from the network, documenting challenges 

widely perceived among researchers and practitioners across countries 

The paper just got published in IJPOR: https://doi.org/10.1093/ijpor/edag001  

▪ Polarisation and stance-taking across platforms: Challenges of stance annotation 

in trans-related debates – Elena Negrea Busuioc 

Collaborative project with 7 authors from the network, investigating public 

responses to UK PM Sunak’s comments on misgendering 

▪ Public opinion negotiations in a digital media ecosystem: A conceptual framework 

– Christian Baden 

Collaborative project with 10 authors from the network, proposing 5 key 

conceptual lenses for conceptualizing public opinion discourse on digital media. 

The paper is published in IJPOR: https://doi.org/10.1093/ijpor/edaf049  

 

Working Group 2 Tools 

▪ Textual feelings: A review of computational approaches for measuring opinions 

in text – Christina Viehmann 

Collaborative project with 21 authors from the network, documenting the 

immense fragmentation of tools in the field, which necessitates tool 

combinations, and the unsystematic state of validation 

▪ Tool recommendations – Peter Maurer 

Collaborative paper based on the WG’s collaborative work that proposes key 

recommendations for selecting computational tools, foregrounding fit to the task 

and tools’ comparative strengths and weaknesses. 

▪ Can AI help with literature reviews? – Aleksandra Urman 

Project initiative based on the WG’s collaborative work that seeks to investigate 

what AI can, and cannot do reliably when processing and synthesizing literature 

 

Working Group 3 Data & Applications 

▪ Culture eats platforms for breakfast – Hajo Boomgaarden 

https://huji.cloud.panopto.eu/Panopto/Pages/Viewer.aspx?id=395671e2-25b2-4b10-b327-b3ff00eaa5a9
https://doi.org/10.1093/ijpor/edag001
https://doi.org/10.1093/ijpor/edaf049
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Thinkpiece based on the WGs’ experience with developing infrastructure for 

computational opinion research, specifying needs for sustainable impact 

 

 

Working Group 4 Inclusion & Dissemination 

▪ Adoption of computational methods by European opinion researchers – David 

Blanco-Herrero 

Collaborative project with 4 authors from the network and one external author, 

identifying motivation and effort/performance expectations as key obstacles to 

the adoption of computational methods 

▪ Ethical challenges in the use of LLMs in multi-lingual text analysis – Dana Guy 

Project based on the WG’s collaborative work that inductively identifies ethical 

challenges perceived by researchers involved in text-based opinion research 
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5 WORKING GROUP SESSIONS: WG1 THEORY 

Agnieszka Stepinska, Chair 

Minutes collated by Carlos Cunha, Vice Chair, & Agnieszka Stepinska, Chair 

 

Agenda 

Session 1: What have we done so far? 

▪ Deliverables: Literature Review, Glossary, & Manifesto 

▪ Summary of sub-groups’ activities 

▪ Presentations of papers/projects/achievements (by teams) 

Session 2: What do we (still) need to do? 

▪ Book (edited volume) 

▪ Report on WG1 previous activities (by March 15th: 2022-2025) and further 

updates later  

 

Session 1: What have we done so far? 

All the WG1 deliverables are available online.  

▪ Literature review – 4 reports → 4 book chapters 

https://www.opinion-network.eu/results  

▪ Glossary  

https://zenodo.org/records/15865458  

views and downloads  

▪ Manifesto 

https://www.opinion-network.eu/img/the-opinion-manifesto.pdf 

Please share all the deliverables with a broad audience.  

Summary of Group Activities: 

▪ Gabriella Szabó – Cringe communication collaboration, panel & special issue of 

the CEJC 

▪ Artur Lipinski & Anna Baczkowska – A case study on social media (dis) 

information spread about the Ukranians in Poland 

▪ Horizon 2027 Hate Speech Project call 

▪ Anna Baczkowska – Inception project, Panchenko’s dataset, 2 edited collections 

▪ Barbara Lewandowska Tomaszczyk – Lots of activities of the Linguistics group, 

notably, on psycho- and socio-linguistic approaches to opinions, opinion events 

https://www.opinion-network.eu/results
https://zenodo.org/records/15865458
https://www.opinion-network.eu/img/the-opinion-manifesto.pdf
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and opinion types, and computational approaches to opinion (43 

papers/conference presentations) 

▪ Christian Baden – Three shock waves to democratic public discourse project (led 

by Asta Zelenkauskaite) 

 

Session 2: What do we (still) need to do? 

Book proposal with Routledge 

▪ 14 book chapters  

▪ book proposal submitted to Routledge, awaiting final decision 

▪ in case of trouble, we will contact other publishing houses 

▪ working on the final version of the manuscript: the editorial team will 

communicate standards to be followed 

▪ collecting necessary information (e.g., bios) 

On February 10th, the editorial team met in Gdansk and decided how to share the 

workload and what the next steps would be (primary editing process, contacting 

authors, contacting publishing houses). 
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6 WORKING GROUP SESSIONS: WG2 TOOLS 

Johannes B. Gruber, Chair 

 

Status of Deliverables 

We are now working on all deliverables in parallel:  

▪ 2.1 (Inventory of existing tools): we extended the inventory of opinion 

measurement tools on meteor and worked on the draft for a publication on tools 

in the field of opinion mining. We solved some issues with plots and tables, 

bringing us closer to the final draft. 

▪ 2.2 (Joint publication on strategies and recommendations for the automated 

extraction of textually expressed opinions): as new people joined the WG and 

wanted to contribute to the paper, there was a round of reviews and discussions 

of the current state of the draft. This led to some reorganization of the paper and 

a new framing was discussed. 

▪ 2.3 (Online teaching material): All teaching materials WG2 has produced for the 

WG4 organised training schools are now online at https://github.com/Opinion-

CA21129/learning-materials/. The deliverable is done. 

 

Progress at the meeting 

After an update from Johannes on the ongoing tasks and the Deliverables, we talked 

about the results of the brainstorming session in Kraków. Both the possibility to 

work on funding applications and start a paper about “LLM assisted systematic 

literature reviews” were received positively by those not present at the last WG 

meeting. However, most people in the core group are already deeply involved in 

ongoing projects and from the newcomers, nobody emerged as a leader of these new 

endeavors. We decided to focus on complete ongoing tasks. 

 

▪ The remaining time was spent working on four tasks in smaller groups: 

▪ Johannes, Christina, Aleksandra and Bruno worked on pushing the draft for our 

systematic literature review further 

▪ Peter, Olga, Wendo, Kasper, and Jelena worked on the draft of the D2.2 paper. 

▪ Roksana, Kinga, Julia and Olga worked on systematising our tool collection further 

and adding it to Meteor. 

  

https://github.com/Opinion-CA21129/learning-materials/
https://github.com/Opinion-CA21129/learning-materials/
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7 WORKING GROUP SESSIONS: WG3 DATA & APPLICATION 

Marina Popescu, Vice Chair 

 

Owing to the WG3 Vice Chair’s last-minute cancellation of her participation in the 

meeting, no WG3 sessions took place. 
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8 WORKING GROUP SESSIONS: WG4 INCLUSION & DISSEMINATION 

Carlos Arcila Calderon, Chair 

Minutes collated by David Blanco Herrero, Vice Chair 

 

Balance of WG4 activities: 

▪ Malaga WG4 meeting: Productive meeting leading to an output: “Proposal for an 

ethical framework for the use of LLMs in text analysis”. Still more work is 

needed, but variables and first analyses are ready. 

▪ Another in-progress paper: Presented in the morning: “Adoption of 

computational methods by European opinion researchers”. 

▪ Other publications: Article in The Conversation, note on the webpage about the 

glossary, three publications from Ema in connection to Opinion, and some 

others mentioned by Eda and Ljubisa (2 submitted and 1 in progress; presented 

in the morning); those that are published will be sent so that they can included 

in the website. 

▪ Current state of Podcasts: (https://aboutccs.net/opinion/). Eight episodes have 

already been published, featuring members of Opinion, and work so far has 

been very positive. 

▪ Current state of LinkedIn: Page was created and a publication strategy was 

created, but no content was added. Members will be invited, and the profile will 

be updated, so that it remains at least as a point of contact to the network.  

▪ Current state of the GitHub repository: It was created, including materials from 

COpA I and II, although open to other outputs from other WGs (mainly WG2). 

COpA III will be also added. 

 

WG4 Deliverable to write 

▪ D4.3. Joint white paper on practice-based recommendations for inclusion in 

computational methods training  and collaborative textual research. Work has 

started, and recommendations based on COpA-related experiences will be used, 

together with some of the findings of papers and discussions in the context of 

the WG, and some of the results of the surveys (pre and post) COpA I.  

▪ A new survey for the whole consortium will be developed (a few questions about 

self-perceptions on recommendations, how you feel you have improved over the 

consortium, balance of the work over these years). It will be distributed in 

Zagreb to get input from all participants. 

▪ The paper will be almost ready by the Working Group Meeting in Zagreb. There 

we will produce the final recommendations, adding some testimonials (by 

https://aboutccs.net/opinion/
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interviewing some trainers and attendees of different COpA’s) to have a more 

engaging approach, and the findings of the survey. 

 

Planning of COpA 2026 

▪ Fine-tuning current proposal and preliminary discussion about potential 

teachers. A content proposal is ready (see attached) and the suggested names 

will be contacted by WG4. 

 

Future activities 

▪ Online and in-person masterclasses are discussed. 
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9 PLANNING PLENARY 

Christian Baden, Chair 

 

The remaining tasks to be organized within the network require a cross-WG 

approach. Notably, the following items require attention: 

▪ The Birmingham Preconference 

We have received 13 paper submissions thereof 6 for the Works in Progress 

session and 7 for the Future Research session. The CG will decide how to proceed 

and design a program 

The local host Regina Seiwald has almost completed preparations, so we should 

be set. 

▪ Final Conference Zagreb 

The current direction is to have a large conference with Day 1 dedicated to within-

network wrapping up, and Day 2 dedicated to outreach and impact toward the 

stakeholder community 

▪ COpA III Training School Zagreb – Carlos Arcila Calderon & David Blanco Herrero 

WG4 presents plans for the final official round of the Training school, which build 

upon and synthesize experiences from the previous two rounds. 

▪ Science Communication, Stakeholder Engagement, Training Materials 

Many outcomes from the network need to be made useful, visible and accessible 

to relevant stakeholder communities. 

OPINION’s Podcast series is up and running – Wendo King’ang’i 

▪ Lifeline for the OPINION community 

The primary means for extending the community’s lifeline is our effort to 

integrate members into CompText; but there is a need for additional initiatives to 

carry on the network’s initiatives beyond the funding deadline. 

The plenary forms three Task Forces dedicated to planning the final conference 

(Zagreb), utilizing outcomes (Outreach), and sustaining the network (Lifeline). 
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10 TASK FORCE SESSIONS: ZAGREB TASK FORCE 

Christian Baden, Rapporteur 

Participants: Christian Baden, Jelena Gledic, Tamara Kunic, Artur Lipinski, Peter 

Maurer, Larisa Mistrean 

 

The task force dedicated to planning the final conference in Zagreb has proposed 

the following rough structure for the meeting: 

Day 1 will be focused on wrapping up activities within the network, whereas Day 2 

will be focused on generating outreach and impact beyond the network. We will 

invite up to 60-65 members of the network (including invited non-member speakers), 

but enable up to 30 additional participants to register participation and attend at 

their own expenses (the cap is due to the room capacity at VERN University in 

Zagreb). 

 

For Day 1, we anticipate the following: 

▪ one or two sessions in a microconference format, presenting the latest scientific 

outcomes of the network’s activities 

▪ one plenary session for distilling key learnings and identifying collective agenda 

items based on four years of network activities (in an inclusive, interactive format, 

using digital tools to enable everyone to contribute) 

▪ one session dedicated to discussing grant applications and project plans that are 

emerging from the network, including matchmaking and workshopping strategies; 

the anticipated format includes brief project pitches, followed by Q&A, followed 

by breakout group discussions among individuals interested in specific initiatives 

 

For Day 2, we propose the following: 

▪ one session of outcome presentations focused on new data, conclusions and 

insights that arise from empirical studies conducted by the network, reframed for 

public accessibility 

▪ one session focused on learnings in a prescriptive sense, recommendations for 

concepts, techniques, ethics and resources in the study of opinionated 

communication. 

▪ two roundtable discussions (half internal, half external participants; tentatively, 

focused on toxic opinion expression and ways of identifying and managing it; and 

on polarized or contested public opinion corridors and their impact on political 

discourse and democratic society; see below)ty 
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▪ additional outcomes of the network will be presented as posters, framed in a 

perspective relevant and accessible to the public. 

 

For this purpose, we will invite external stakeholders in three primary circles: 

1) a handful of high-profile individuals who will participate in roundtable 

discussions 

2) a selection of (mostly regional) key stakeholders for on-site participation 

3) a wide audience of stakeholders across and beyond Europe to join the event online  

 

For the roundtables, we suggest the following framing & composition: 

Roundtable 1: Hostile Opinions: Managing Public Discourse in the Face of 

Aggressive Contestation 

Participants could be: 

▪ (internal) a study on hostility in opinion expression (e.g., Jurate & coauthors) 

▪ (internal) a tools perspective on detecting/classifying hostility (incivility, 

intolerance) 

▪ (internal) an ethics perspective on processing personal opinion expression 

▪ (external) a public communication practitioner (e.g., journalist) acutely exposed 

to hostile opinion expression 

▪ (external) an editor/site manager involved in moderation/management of opinion 

expression 

▪ (external) a regulator focused on processing toxic participation 

▪ (external) activists involved in supporting harassed public speakers (e.g., R. 

Tromble) 

 

Roundtable 2: Battleground Public Opinion: Can we be polarized and 

mainstreamed at once? 

Participants could be: 

▪ (internal) a study on conceptual approaches to studying public opinion processes 

(e.g., Christian & coauthors) 

▪ (internal) a study on tracking the distributions (and even better, policing) of public 

opinion at scale 

▪ (internal) … 

▪ (external): a decision maker that collided with mobilized public opinion 

▪ (external): a mediator engaged in enabling constructive exchanges across camps 
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▪ (external): a public opinion researcher from the survey tradition but open to new 

views 

▪ (external): … 

Our policy would be to identify 3-4 names per position, and invite until positions 

are filled; speakers are invited with reimbursement, all other external stakeholders 

are not 
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11 TASK FORCE SESSIONS: OUTREACH TASK FORCE 

David Blanco Herrero, Rapporteur 

 

Overall strategy for outreach: Active outreach after Opinion is over is not 

guaranteed, and mostly based on individual efforts and interests. However, most 

assets will remain available (at least for a period of years), so making them 

available and known while the network remains active is central. This way, even 

after Opinion’s funding is over, people can still access and find the website, 

GitHub repository, podcasts, publications, etc. 

     

Asset Stakeholders How (during Cost) 

How 

(after 

Cost) Who 

Github 

Researchers 

(Academia) 

Project members 

applying/ 

promoting/mentioning 

it 

  

  

Educators 

(Academia) 

Project members 

applying/ 

promoting/mentioning 

it 

  

  

Students 

Project members 

applying/ 

promoting/mentioning 

it 

  

  

Podcast 

Broad community     

  

Students       

Practitioners       

Academia       

Website All 

Indirectly, by 

appearing in all the 

materials 

Via LinkedIn 

  

  

LinkedIn + 

YouTube 

channel 

All     

  

Webinars/ 

Masterclasses 
      

  

Academic 

publications 
Academia Mailing lists   
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Opinion 

Volume 
Academia 

Mailing lists 

LinkedIn 

Website 

Authors 

GitHub 

The Conversation 

  

  

Outreach 

publications 

Broad community     

Elena, 

David, 

Dana 

Practitioners       

Policy papers 

(manifesto 

(WG1), glossary 

(WG1), white 

papers) 

Academia Mailing lists   

  

Policymakers 
White papers, 

Manifesto 
  

Elena 

Practitioners       

Broad community Manifesto     

Specific strategies: Notes 

Elena weate post-like texts for relevant outcomes and share 

it with Romanian content creator for them to replicate or 

post about it, etc. 

This strategy 

can be 

replicated by 

any other 

member 

Create visually (or audiovisually) engaging versions of 

existing outputs for better promotion  

Articles for outreach platforms  

LinkedIn group  

Maybe ask stakeholders what they expect/want in Zagreb?  

Elena, David and Dana will publish article in The 

Conversation about the Manifesto  

Kinga and Roksana will write article about 

network/collection of tools for The Converstion or similar 

platforms  
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12 TASK FORCE SESSIONS: LIFELINE TASK FORCE 

Asta Zelenkauskaite, Rapporteur 

Participants: 13 members 

During the meeting all the participating members have been invited to provide their 

own "wish list".  

Summarized thematic clusters as follows: 

 

I. Ad hoc tasks 

Maintaining Network was the first emergence cluster that many participants have 

identified. The following needs have been identified: 

1. Helping to create a better “keeping in touch efforts” after the network will 

complete the formal activities. Some of the needs that have been identified 

were the need for sustainable resources for communication (where Kasper 

proposed existing tools or simple tools such as mailing list (with a capacity to 

subscribe to digest or LinkedIN).  

2. Continuing for the network to serve as a space for different members to 

“match” for the projects. One of the expressed idea was taking advantage of 

interdisciplinary “experiment” that this network created and add to the web 

page an easy-to-use Match-making platform (with the specific skillsets); lists of 

publications—e.g., a table of everyone’s expertise and keep it public so that 

everyone can access it when they need a partner. 

3. Providing infrastructure preservation archiving efforts what we do or we have 

done so far (people in the room were comfortable to say that we have people 

interested and having a know-how capacity to implement this effort).  

When it comes to keeping in touch, there was an invitation to searching for 

Alternative communication tools: Communication channel (not SLACK): tool (post-

network efforts continuity) and provide: Infrastructure preservation: (archival 

efforts), adaptation to specific domains capacity to reactivate network of scholars 

and provide inclusion capacity: Offering a Hub in Central Europe (different 

universities network) to disseminate/train/engage, provide resources and space 

(virtual/physical space), capacity of reactivate the network for collaboration and 

expanding visibility of achievements. Share information about existing “freelist”. 

Not to shut it down. Ask about the rules “when and how to use” resources: organize 

(e.g., a conference), hiring options. 
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II. Long term goals 

Goals included interest in seeking joined funding, providing resources, ideas, 

grouping people based on topics. There were two strands of conversation: 

1. Seeking joined funding opportunities for topic specific issues: 

Recreating network based on specific topics (political communication/LLMs/ 

LLMs and architectures) 

a. Some participants shared a range of possible places to start (e.g.,   

Central Europe network; organizing workshops: COpA) Carlos Arcila 

Calderon  

2. Join existing networks at COST. 

 

 

III. New topic-related interests. 

Other conversations were around applying for another COST through new topics for 

the proposal: focus on larger network options (expansion ideas e.g., include new 

universities and broader network): political communication, LLMs, regional 

networks.  

New topics that the members expressed for the network possibility through Political 

communication: monitoring political actors and the need to use tools (Meta analysis 

of the network of we do. 

Topic specific group: LLMs and recent advancements and connecting with scholars 

who are interested e.g., architectures. When it comes to topics, identify new unifying 

topics for the network (e.g., LLMs), e.g., LLMs (method and issues); LLM-based 

benchmarking/simulations, analysis 

Interest was expressed in preserving availability of the resources that are offered by 

the network (e.g., by specific regional scholars, e.g., Albanian/Balkan and other area 

scholars). 
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13 CLOSING PLENARY SESSION 

Christian Baden, Chair 

Each Task Force Session reported on the progress made during the meeting (see 

above; the recording is available here). 

Please suggest ideas for outreach activities (workshops, webinars, etc.) and check 

out the podcast series! 

There is a growing number of OPINION publications in high-ranking journals: Please 

make sure you notify the network when anything comes out! 

Finally, a huge thank you to Anna Baczkowska and the entire team at U Gdansk for 

graciously hosting us, organizing a wonderful meeting and taking such great care of 

us during our days in Gdansk! 

 

  

https://huji.cloud.panopto.eu/Panopto/Pages/Viewer.aspx?id=912a84ba-00b3-4693-b690-b3ff00f37e04&start=0
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ANNEX A: SIGNED ATTENDANCE LISTS 

Monday, 9 February 2026 
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Tuesday, 10 February 2026 
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