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TRACK 32. POLITICS, RESEARCH POLICIES, AND 
GOVERNANCE OF SCIENCE AND TECHNOLOGY: PRACTICING 
RESPONSIBILITY?

All over the world innovation policies – in education, science, technology, research and 
industrial  development  –  are  more  and  more  considered  as  a  crucial  element  in  the 
economic competitiveness of nations and of transnational regions like the EU. Although 
few nations spend 3% or more of  their  GNP in research (the unattained target of  the 
Lisbon  strategy  for  2010),  these  investments  are  almost  universally  considered  as 
important  economic  multipliers  and  great  attention  is  devoted  to  institutions  and 
enterprises devoted to R&D.
After 2001 public spending in defence has been growing; this is especially true for the US, 
but a new attention to security research has been developing on both side of the Atlantic, 
and elsewhere. New questions have been asked about the civilian spin-offs of military 
research,  about  the  growing importance of  civilian-origin  technologies,  and about  dual 
technologies as important elements in innovation policies. 
In the meantime, social movements of different origin – environmentalist, human rights, 
women, patients associations, etc. – have been challenging the neutrality of the innovation 
system. These groups have asked for a larger space for discussion and for a participation 
of  the  civil  society  to  decision-making  in  S&T  research.  Science  and  technoscientific 
expertise have been put in question as far as their ethical, social and cultural legitimacy is 
concerned. The deconstruction of the notion of "expert” has meant that political decisions 
about technoscience should not be delegated to the so called neutral "experts". How can 
we take account of the disagreement between experts or between different disciplines, as 
well as of the uncertainties in science communication? How may these and other factors 
intervene in the identification of thresholds of "socially acceptable” risks? How can we take 
into account the different answers to these questions by different social groups?
Innovation, by definition, includes an element of risk. On the other hand, audit cultures 
have introduced, in scientific practice and elsewhere, "risk management" as a cognitive 
attitude and a planning tool.  Which kind of  case studies and methods within  science, 
technology and innovation studies have explored responsibility and innovation jointly? Do 
(and  how)  "innovators"  (a  subject  in  need  of  definition...)  take  upon  themselves  the 
consequences  that  innovation  brings  about  in  history?  Our  initial  questions  could  be 
summed up thus: 

• How can we envisage  responsible scenarios of innovation? 
• Which   politics  of  culture  can  increase  sensibility  towards  the  responsibility  of 

innovation? 
• Would this be advisable? Where can we locate practical performances of critical 

analysis in the contexts of scientific practice today? 
• What is the governance of technoscientific innovation? 
• How  is  it  communicated,  implemented and  who  are  the  possible  subjects  and 

scenarios for responsibility in it? 
• Which institutional policies currently claim to respond to this need, and how do they 

measure responsibility? 
• What are the epistemological and political outcomes of such practice? 



Abstracts  of  no  more  than  500  words  should  be  sent  by  email  (following  website 
instructions) by 2010 March 15th.
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