Il STRATEGY ANALYSIS R

cHR ISR R SR il 2 S T\
L;f_::_,....iﬁﬁ'\:"‘iﬁﬁ 5o

HESRIRIIRA lEiIlE

3 A

[

o
il

B ERF R REZ FIRYIRIR (G40 ETR 2T 15
i 2 Bid & Bickerstaff ef al., 2010: 492-493) » DL %

HAAFERINE G F B H P THECER RO B ]
AR ZE GRS B AR BRI il L3RBT A R
HIRIRR » [FIRE 25 B T ({7 TH A B B R hs {18 25
EE Lo BRI R I R e B
FHRIEHA BB E AR E LA

DAL (e 0 o 52 R SRR SRR 5 vk 1 5 32 2
BRE S DA RHE HAR R A R E T
Fehk - EFRPHEIRTEA L RH RN R 2 EHY

s 1L R T R R 5 SE AR At PR R L R PR T R
B TR E RN ARG AFHREE DR

%

|

ﬁ

1

i

I B A 84 [E

:\ ET i; EA?@I& %g?}% Eﬁigi% %*IFEZ;I Kurath and Gisler, 2009:569) «

= \&‘ﬁ%??“yﬁT Zra B i T B (B s o
SERRAE BB A B A A S P B e

‘ s _ BN 2 B R RO SRS T O A R R
R R R JIHIS EE (Irwin, 20061 299-300) (mini-publics > Goodin and Dryzek, 2006) - f§ & $&

EERILEE RO ERNRERRE et m e - SRR B R
AR EEHEEEN R EBIET TR oo s 2 02 i BB B L 3K
FEDHEIEEEREA R A RS B2 2k S AT AT S R A ] 1S P R M e o )
Wi (A1 Hagendijk and Irwin, 2006) ; DEERIRIBIERNT 1 mogeamate bl 2 it s — (BAESRAS S RATHR L
gErh s P SRR G 2 R AR T T E A SRR S P S Y R — 5 TS (R 22 B A B
F75 (consensus conference) UL Bl HAESEINT g ksiae Rac ol S E AR RS 53—
B RSB S2 BIAHE T LAY ELR T Fm (A1 Einsiedel 5 TS5 ) 22 B S RE L — IR R R

et al., 2001 ; Mayer and Geurts, 1998 ; Nielsen et (representativeness) » 2255 ([ B B 2 kS SmBET &
al., 2007) a4 i ( 411 Guston, 1999 ; Goven, 2003 ; REZHE M7 Emir R e Rr e G TR =1
Nishizawa, 2005 ; Seifert, 2006 ; Skorupinski et al., {@ R, (Goodin and Dryzek, 2006: 220) - A E 4%
2007) - [MAEE Setpmi Bdatam - am B BN RIRIE i_éﬁ%E%Lfﬁf’ﬁﬁﬁ@ﬁﬁfﬁﬁﬁ%El"]ﬁ[@ﬁﬁi
(EECIEYE - BRI RGN R S B B e REmI R BRI O ERIR S AN RS2 '

74 EBRERERSH



B DNFRIRAEF AL R FR AR
R EEAEA RIEUAmE & E S T E S T
JERE S AT SR R YA KRR A
FHYBURR R R8 2 2 7T I &R Gl B (E -
RESE Al Zfalm ARG fisE » A Bl amdat -
DURASR A BT & - B o ASOR T
Sk g i SR R B 1T U B FE I T 6E 5
AR MR R B U R R 2 B R ORI
R —HEH R AT REEERAIRIR ; &k
ASCRFLAAHE A T2 SR E— (6 Rk dr
AR SIGRE SRR E R R EE A

et U R E R & (the Danish
Board of Technology, DBT) flt 2§ Hi7lk» 1987 F£1F
FHREPAIGIRE BRI - PG i 8 RS S B 2
SRR ELRIRHREE R © 2% DBT /R R %15
HEG - R i EOER SN I E S
ToZiE . R R BT AR e R
£ BRI 5 T RIS (E X B a7 B
th 5] 22 A i P - 316 HHE 1 ELA IR BRI 22 (Nielsen
et al., 2004:34-35) -

HEh G iR A R R BB - G R
Il B B AT & d e RE 7 oK T A MEE_E BRI (Ban
ST R B BT ERDAER LT RS
BE A EF T EE R % Nielsen et al., 2005:41-
44) - (HEHEARBGHIAETT 5 (22 R E—8 Slocum,
2005) 0% - HEE ARG FEE RI=K O
IRFEFE RN AT AE [ VUK ) - (EARBSE B TR ok
A R E S E A AEE2EE I
T E E R 22 i DI F A 80 F
B - S HRRR AT RE B TR B A R A R PR AR A
BN FEREZELIFE (10 £ 30 ANH) % (EA%E
G HOE T I B & DU (L R A R (& i
PRER IR (T AR L) - RS B R G RGR YL

A
aw
dJ

HEft P 2SI RS R R 2 B PR AT

AR ZRZELE A R R H TR L B

REAHRRRY R A A AP R B

HAGINERNEZR . RREAREE RIS R

EREHR RS HIGERNER A2 AR

PRIECRR ORI 25 I P i 22 Bl 2 A A

BB EELE T ERE T ERTRY A R P R Y

HEERMER  EAREHRE B TERN WP

HE B R =R A PERER - AR Bt S AU K

FEAEAREEROEL MEHEEER (ER(ERE

EUEEE RIS EENEREER) » RE&F

W ESREIG AT XGRS (T E RE AR AL

BN A=E L) G NG IR S S LSRN

R R E R e R A IR

AR -

F 5 AR S 20 Y (B 3 & (Mayer and Geurts,

1998:290-291) FE Ry A i ol LASEHEE LU N IhRE -

L A RAGEST BRI Tk s 2 o (i
ATREMER LA TRIE, o) WP REE
AR TR

2. N2 EEE2 B AR P e E S
SERVERTIRE - DL AR amak AR TR
A RE A RCRHET TR A B FGE R A - [FIRF
PSR E R AR B A R B B R
(8% - Fr AR 3N rT D R R R i A&
AHEHERTE

3. HEEmEIR A DU SR A S &R
T E IR BPRFE TP B BB

4. IR S A B 2 2 B R E AR
Al RE ~ SF R AT AR TR R R A 52 DL R A
am A RR Bl A SE AR N R S (<R B R
TEREE ] DR R ik R SR H IR -

NEEREBNE ARG AR a2

AR R EER BRI TECE R AEEX

TR PR TR B 4 A L Tl R ST B A 5 2 T Y B

EEEZ 2013 NO.35 75



Il STRATEGY ANALYSIS R

P B HERZITHE mAEMETE
TR % Bl £ 52 1 (Hendriks,
g >  RELEEFRE 2005:83-84) -

REHAR - GHETRAAEAR

HAFHRNZEIR

AREREE-maR  AMERAE-EER G R — F A
Kagasldbains EERY GE LTINS 1iih O
| # | Ak Ml FiRE - . PN

s T evheTN % BB SR8

An A A o B A S SRR LAY
e /////tﬁ*ﬁ?i B — R IR BB R B
SN G it bed | TOET N
nen AT B e A E R R
Bk RERY BEGRER TG EHBR T RS FHSE
W (B2 A ST E
704 R E A T R R
iﬁii:gﬁigigﬁii% — | EeRenne R B ) (T 055 P A
B CEBHRENEREZEA
R (Goodin and Dryzek, 2006:220) ;
Z kG © Slocum, 2005:70 e EEFEREE

o RS HEETERET
BHE RRRET RS R AR S
H&EH E2HEIEENARE
BL EAESEN RS E IR L ThRE - DU BRI RS B R B R P R 2 sk ne
T PR A T TR AR IR A i B Y B R T R R 5T J3e BRI ANEIRERS B R T - AL R A U
= bR R R E RS R AR BEEERE SNEEERERER ARSI

ER AR TR RSB aR TR DORRRESRATEREIR & E - DPASES
FHR MRS TR s el

2 RERE T S A MBS B H # K T H & (Joss, (—) 2HEEFEAMNBR @ B2 ARRE R
1998:21) - 2T E B

& R A3 o R E R A RCGZ S T B A S A S T kA
RARES  FREHEHEE —HAREHRT (the pure public) = TEEARE : HUSS L\ B T

s T e EE S Il R A R AR - BERNEE I (laypeople) i - 5 72 Hi 5 i R 1 f]
BT R ERSET TSR Mty HENESsEREMEES mEE
I N CERTEHA R AR LE - ARG R 2 B R A E EFAERNRE  RELReBNEHNITRI 2R E
Fle R BERE B i FrE e LEAFER M2 LIRS RN\ R
BAZ 5Tl ARMIRNGEANL - HPmZ SR (2 A 158 RERHBATY A1 - ROB IR AT f 2 B B R

76 BRERERSH



i PR IF SRR AT TR A R AR ERE R
ONRR] DAOZ st B B R AR R B RE AR

THERE T el B R I T B R
Fy= R B %L (Braun and Schultz, 2010:409-410)

SR AT S R S Ak TH A A8 » Sl HY T
BB o B R 2 B A R iR 5 2 (deficit model) FEHE
(Powell et al., 2011:62-63) » IR Bt H 22 ADAFE 0 55 48
2 BRI A B3 AT b HoAS TS R AR
BN RAE < s S EEEEER . mMERECE
BRI B R T B 5% E R 5% (Braun and
Schultz, 2010:415) - B - SEFRATTHREE IR
B ATRE FE S M i B S U T B B B S
{LEEREEE FIANER SIS IR EaE
HREY A RS LR - R A B E L A RRHE AR
9T IEWE ) FOER - SE A REEE AR T AR R
FREARFOEH ZEEAVBIEE - 10K A 2 Bt
GEE R IR AR R B [BIERL
G BOAREE R B (Goven, 2006:105-
107) > [ R R BHEGERE R A R 2 BB R B
{EAGERH SRR E BT A RS2 2R
18 SEE R 58 e 2 T 55 1 # ] (Thorpe and Gregory,
2010: 295-296) °

IeAh» g s i = B & R R E AR Y
e EEEERSI R E2 IR AR ER S
HRERNSHE FEHELELBERNSHEE
S E RS A B I RS T AT ARSI AR L
% BUEL EEEA G ERSEE T AMERE - E R
iR N YEAERREE FIRE - (EEEwmE
FaH TE R 22 B 26 T IR AN P E R A
BHERES2 BN AR 1T 2 T
[ I A HIHE 5 - (H 2R (E 35 & R nu bt 2 &
PE B Ema RN 2B A2 P A E
EHEERENF L 2B TERESEE
FE HEHEFERFHPAREEEBIBIAZ 0
B E R W2 BB B RE B 2 2
TR (Brown, 2006:212-213) - 15 & & 258 B

A
aw
dJ

AL G R E R 2 A EEEE DI
k— B ERENR BA T Eua2EEE, ZAR
— T ERENEFLER LR MR NI BCRE S
BAEREAREBEBEZEESE  B—HHEFELEIE
IN RN REEANE B R G H SRR 1 HEBR B R
REFFE M R EERE 2 B RE e I EE 5
2 FEEPDIFEHFICCR - SRR AIEE
- 6 H FEE b AT R R BN (Urbinati,
2010:74) »

(Z) BRYFEANRER  EREAREE)
MIBEHEIRE

amE et EHEERRAN TR RED &
FUHNRZABREDIAELN BARENE#HE
% QAR B 5 B 2 B G N R U B TR A
BR{E(E .2 I AR T A B A S B AR
HACERIZAEE AN 1t R M E A
AR DA E I HIFFE (Pellizzoni, 2010: 174) - JRA]
FERt e AR R A B - RIS A
FERRZ PR MR E R IR E AT SR A R L2 8k
ZHEHEZE et ATERN - (R R EE S A R
R EE T AR AR H B AR HATeEERIHI(E
B R AR B L ) BRI, - TS AR A
FRIERAR > B BB S AT i (RS E &R
BRI RS [HER 2R N EEARRE
5 [H AL < B S R A LB R -

BIANTE ST 28 2002 S F 82 it 2 B G B T R %
frRELfE R D S AR A i
B R ERZSG ST m I TEET a5iE
RARERE RENEZ2E A mREERNER
BE - RROERY A PR TR ISR O EAE ST A HE T 2 [
RN IAEERY T2 % 5 A i L A B 5 e
5 | BB TR A DARE (R (AT R IR ke - PA
KA e 8 SEIE I i 2 B A5 I H B HAE
WEEERE BAUWRE L = ERE > DUk
FETREE R A AR AR B S= F FE mE A) | 5 iR AR

EEEZ 2013 NO.35 77



A B R R A AT IR A A o~ R LS 5
FEEERA > 22 BN S5O0 I 5 50 22 Bk AR BT S R B P
RE > A a2 T R R R SR B R A
28 Hiahema s it N A RN E R R &N E
o R R R A SR FTE S AR E T (R HE
1115 50 38 975 R A A Y T T X g ERLA B2 (Jensen,
2005:226-229) -

F—{EEHIHR AR E 1996 FE7F 7S T 2 5
DUEY) ARV BOT R TR a8 & 5 - S st Pe
M R%5 I g i — Rl L IR R A AR B
BLUNYEANE] « 1. A8 B T3 & R L i
axtstE (4 DBT) FEGH—(EERET - MEHHHY
Rl BHRHE SR — R I AR
AN FUEB R 52 ( A5 0 E R R AR
i) Bl 5% 5 & A O & 2 B R H R R B F]
PRIZE - Gzt E E S (E R AR I A S s E
£ (organizing committee » R[J7F Fij it 31 3% & S5 i
AMGRF TR TEEREE) + 2. f PSR E & i
HITER G IE B B 2 o B R A e ftam s
T2 S S /N AT R B 2 RN 0K T B, A
YT A S R T 5 3. EitE BRI AR
JERM LR R B i T A B E TR E B R E
G FRREA DR A SRR AR EEE R
TR LG EAG Z R B Rk R HRERtESE
MEEEREEREEDIGE 4 ISR LR G 3
AR 2k AHE AR g JAVE R AR ST
e AN il GE e SNl IS il EUAN i R
ateny it HER R (Goven, 2003: 426-427) « 5% #15
B - PR AR R E OIRERREUT 2B RHGT
iR =X o T RERE FH 2 s L A7 RO B 5 ) i S A
FHYFHERERIMER (Goven, 2003: 437) -

AR E LR R RERR T AR
PEIR HA S R T RE PR BB BE R B2 1 B T 5% -
TN AR RE S R ER Al £ HH PR [ R Y Se TR 15k
RN 52 B 52 Y THER VL35 B LIS LA RH
{LELZNBE (Blok, 2007:176) 5 [fii 7 28 18 34 55 #E () Yy

Il STRATEGY ANALYSIS R

R & e B R N RS S ORE R A
i RFEACHIES - A EREE S - A0 L PR EHE
BB AME ULk &l & R EAE
E RS HIRETIRIALIE - WA AR S AL AN
B3l FAYEFRE (Pellizzoni, 2010: 178) -

(=) BRERNRBR - BUaX b EZREER
BHEERE

HBGHEEAAEAFE R RWETR - HATH
BT RS R TR IE B R FIER
MEGESUEMARTAESR - —fiGna Ead amat ih TR
GHEABORE EAETERSRG R EAR2
ERRHISR - TP EA e B E R
15 FrbAdt e s U R DHE A R B R T S o el
ACHIER s AT 2B SA1E —(EBERA & -
HeJRe it TR AR EE EREE AR
BAE— i R E k& T RE BRI 6E « Pyl (Al
e IR R R E ik & SR AR R A ANE
EFE A (Nielsen et al., 2007:13-14) - [fi—ME LS
PIER BB R AT R B Em A PGS A TR 2
W5 R AT FE ARG A (R (SR RTLER k2
i -

R R R IR R
E6 TR E VRN R A SR 6 A E B S
FHILLR AR B R A HER B 3 Tk - 15
{18 35 G IS bl HH 12 R ST 5 fy 2 3 L L s 2 LRI
CORRETRINEN: iN(EPNENER SR SeRect (i eal] - TGS
IR R R B B E S B R E SOE A B AR Fr R 1Y
s R RN BORE R ER R E IR —
e TR ARG R R E A B R ek
(EE I AR B BOR RS & % (Nielsen
et al., 2005: 49) - ¥ FEIEITEGAS LA ik
HRENBESESHENRZES RE—HECRR
RENBRESEN L HEZEN RS R E
(B EfEER A AR R R AR
S B H] KGR BRI R S S 1 3252 -

8 ERERERSH



AR HAR I T — R AR E R BB EESLT
PR IRRRVE S Rt 2 i i RS LE R
TR H 2R iy 38 (Nielsen et al., 2005: 46) ; A
= ARG RN 2B R ERERARE
T 2OMMEE BRI T & 7
et TR B R B RIS DA A BCR R
R AR SRR RO E AR &M - 1
e Mg S A i R Rl B CRR R T B
EETFFS A AZEE (Nielsen ef al., 2004: 41) -

Sl PR 3 R R S L TE IR RERY
BRARE - FE R H B LR E R AT e 2
B - BIANTEHZS 2000 AR B am B A GE R
Ryt gt TR HE R R AR R Z
ERYGEFYIRIECRTS 5 D RERGZ S L i
BB BOR R R HE A T A Em - (B2 HAE
MR SRR SR B R BOATR = A2 A A 2 -
BRAZEIS i NE| RS S S Ve N A e e
FRZ - MR AR EOR HEE) R B2 ARV Bl Y
HriFsE T.B. (Nishizawa, 2005:486) -

[T TE B A 2003 47 fir 22 ik &+ G BE X1 AU
PSR T T B 3R 4 e v P T S 1R Y
i RPN RS R B e i DR R S R DP Y Y N TRl
i P — TR SRR BT R - IR S R
S am PR A R BCRERE MRS R e R R
HPUaR BT R BT ) A R HBR
PR BERIR SR B A E AT Il & s it S B B
i A] THEARY - Rl LA R SRR T 70 S 2R
B ARMEZS A L & i AR EUE
BEHOEHE (Seifert, 2006:82-83) -
fham - EHFAEEEXIBREELEE
BIEIR

MG R R B E R 2 A R 2 B L
PR R SRATRE SIS . I — R ] e R BOE
AL Bl i 15 £ A 1 B RS AR Y 22 B TR R T
i —ELEA 2 ERRRI G /e A P Y

A
ow
dJ

N2z B - B RN ME R A A2
HITR e at » el s SERe 28 1 L Frl TE Y ~
HEE R E S B R R SR S E I ReE - WEAEUA
Ak it & UL R AR & 5 R B BUE U b
A RER B F B A A2 B2 i TN 2
LEERBHARZBEE  SREE LN 20T
AR RUCRE R < A am e AIRE TR B E DS E
BT o Al FBR TR 2 S RE @ R SR
ANDRZ PR FEANE . BEREE OEZILRE
B SRS T EEHR I E R
ELRER AR B ERNEGE ST TR
FIHEZA R R ECRF O E— IR - #E e
G E R R B EA R B TRE B K22
FéxFo

EARE TR E SN ER R REERZ
RHZH B SERHEGEE S T E SR 20
BT ik Z B R B A S T AT A
R B B2 RN RERR EAS I - FRDME R am Y
EREE Y RN AR ER R R EGRE T A8,
FE AR AR ER LY S DEERER
R R ATRENTAE IR E - (BRI AR T LS
TR AR BT 3 5m - (AT H Z PR BRI S b2 1
B EFUERFRIBTE RO RE . 80 A RAER
BOM AN E < F ARG~ P a] DIBl &R 73 Y £
& (Felt and Fochler, 2010:231)

A F PR - BEYR E A RS R R EUCR
FHRARZ R TG NRERIES Ry
e tHE B AR 1 E SRR AR (scientific
citizenship) #H & 2 ¥ B+ HIE BN RAE 2 BLRHY
T L BE T B REF] _E 1 S 2 B 221 (Meejlgaard,
2009:494) FREEE - ERFI & Y &R I
VAERIHEOR SOERRR A RS BB R T F o TR
(A A B N R B AR R B I3 < RE TR 2
(Mejlgaard and Stares, 2010:558) - Fy DL B2 3% HL 35 oy
FEAZIREREE R ER R R S BB —
{E R P ISRHE R A A 1T E B R ik & e

fEEREZ 2013 NO.35 79



e B A BRI [ L TR e
HPN R B A 2R B R B — IR e R E - T
T RGN R AR R R A AR B SR L RE ST DA
BB S e T Re M B e e TR AU - ST R
SN A] LAt E B B e AR B A AR ARG E T T SO

Il STRATEGY ANALYSIS B

WIRFERRIGE - T2 B A2 AN R ST <R AR
FAE VIR R ZAE B R AR BN, 5 [RIFF
38 M YRR BRI T Ry /R AN B S AR R Y B
(B0 » T2 RF TR 52 A% H T E IS I8 B 7 B 3 SR A
5 B ) [ R A ©

VERIRg RS - [RIRF R B B B BRI - Tt it (ARG " e e 2 AR R
TR HTRIS AR > B R IEREE S B BB L HI FER T ) R
FRIE BRT NRLRNRR SEREERRS

2E3RK

1. Bickerstaff K., Lorenzoni I., Jones M. and Pidgeon N. (2010) Locating Scientific Citizenship: The Institutional Contexts and
Cultures of Public Engagement. Science, Technology & Human Values 35:474-500.

2. Blok A.(2007) Experts on Public Trial: On Democratizing Expertise through a Danish Consensus Conference. Public
Understanding of Science 16:163-182. (2) » 176 (2007 )

3. Braun K. and Schultz S. (2010) “... a certain amount of engineering involved”: Constructing the public in participatory
governance arrangements. Public Understanding of Science 19:403-419.

4. Brown M.B.(2006) Survey Article: Citizen Panels and the Concept of Representation. The Journal of Political Philosophy
14:203-225.

5. Einsiedel E.F., Jelsge E. and Breck T. (2001) Publics at the Technology Table: The Consensus Conference in Denmark,
Canada, and Australia. Public Understanding of Science 10: 83-98.

6. Felt U. and Fochler M. (2010) Machineries for Making Publics: Inscribing and De-scribing Publics in Public Engagement.
Minerva 48:219-238.

7. Goodin R. E. and Dryzek J. S. (2006) Deliberative Impacts: The Macro-Political Uptake of Mini-Publics. Politics & Society
34:219-244.

8. Guston D. H.(1999) Evaluating the First U.S. Consensus Conference: The Impact of the Citizens’ Panel on Telecommunications
and the Future of Democracy. Science, Technology & Human Values 24:451-482.

9. Goven J. (2003) Deploying the Consensus Conference in New Zealand: Democracy and De-Problematization. Public
Understanding of Science 12:423-440.

10. Goven J.(2006) Dialogue, Governance, and Biotechnology: Acknowledging the Context of the Conversation. Integrated

Assessment 6:99-116, http://journals.sfu.ca/int_assess/index.php/iaj/article/view/160/202 (last visited Apr. 21, 2013).

11. Hagendijk R. and Irwin A. (2006) Public deliberation and Governance: Engaging with Science and Technology in Contemporary
Europe. Minerva 44:167-184.

12. Hendriks C. M. (2005) Consensus Conferences and Planning Cells: Lay Citizen Deliberations. in J. Gastil & P. Levine (ed.), The
Deliberative Democracy Handbook: Strategies for Effective Civic Engagement in the 21st Century, 80-110.

13. Irwin A. (2006) The Politics of Talk: Coming to Terms with the ‘New’ Scientific Governance. Social Studies of Science
36:299-320.

14. Jensen C.B. (2005), Citizen Projects and Consensus-Building at the Danish Board of Techology: On Experiments in
Democracy. Acta Sociologica 48:221-235.

15. Joss S. (1998) Danish Consensus Conferences as a Model of Participatory Technology Assessment: An Impact Study of

Consensus Conferences on Danish Parliament and Danish Public Debate. Science and Public Policy 25:2-22.

[o.9)
S

BRERERSH



16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

;
aw
dJ

2E K

W3

Kurath M. and Gisler P. (2009) Informing, Involving or Engaging? Science Communication, in the Ages of Atom-, Bio- and
Nanotechnology. Public Understanding of Science 18:559-573.

Mayer |. and Geurts J. (1998) Consensus Conferences as Participatory Policy Analysis: A Methodological Contribution to the
Social Management of Technology. in P. Wheale et al. (ed.), The Social Management of Genetic Engineering, 279-301.
Mejlgaard N. (2009) The Trajectory of Scientific Citizenship in Denmark: Changing Balances between Public Competence and
Public Participation. Science and Public Policy 36:483-496.

Mejlgaard N. and Stares S. (2010) Participation and Competence as Joint Components in a Cross-National Analysis of
Scientific Citizenship. Public Understanding of Science 19:545-561.

Nielsen A. P., Lassen J. and Sandge P. (2004) Participatory Arrangements (WP2). in V. Beekman (ed.), Evaluation of
Ethical Bio-Technology Assessment Tools for Agriculture and Food Production, Interim Report Ethical Bio-TA Tools (QLG6-
CT-2002-02594), Chapter 3, 31-55, http://www.ethicaltools.info/content/Second_interim_report20030.pdf (last visited Apr. 21,
2013).

Nielsen A. P., Lassen J. and Sandge P. (2007) Democracy at its Best? The Consensus Conference in a Cross-National

Perspective. Journal of Agricultural and Environmental Ethics 20:13-35.

Nielsen A.P., Skorupinski B., Ingensiep H.W., Baranzke H., Lassen J. and Sandge P. (2005) Participatory Arrangements (WP2).
in V. Beekman (ed.), Development of Ethical Bio-Technology Assessment Tools for Agriculture and Food Production, Interim
Report Ethical Bio-TA Tools (QLG6-CT-2002-02594), Chapter 3, 40-61, http://www.ethicaltools.info/content/Interim_Report_
Development.pdf (last visited Apr. 21, 2013).

Nishizawa M. (2005) Citizen Deliberations on Science and Technology and Their Social Environments: Case Study on the
Japanese Consensus Conference on GM Crops. Science and Public Policy 32: 479-489.

Pellizzoni L. (2010) Environmental Knowledge and Deliberative Democracy. in M. Gross & H. Heinrichs (ed.), Environmental
Sociology: European Perspectives and Interdisciplinary Challenges, 159-182.

Powell M., Colin M., Kleinman D.L., Delborne J. and Anderson A. (2011) /magining Ordinary Citizens? Conceptualized and
Actual Participants for Deliberations and Emerging Technologies. Science as Culture 20:37-70.

Seifert F.(2006) Local Steps in an International Career: A Danish-Style Consensus Conference in Austria. Public Understanding
of Science 15:73-88.

Skorupinski B., Baranzke H., Ingensiep H. W. and Meinhardt M. (2007) Consensus Conferences - A Case Study: PubliForum
in Switzerland with Special Respect to the Role of Lay Persons and Ethics. Journal of Agricultural and Environmental Ethics
20:37-52.

Slocum N. (2005) Participatory Methods Toolkit: A Practitioner’s Manual, Method: Consensus Conference. http://www.kbs-frb.
be/uploadedFiles/KBS-FRB/Files/EN/PUB_1540_Toolkit 4 _ConsensusConference.pdf (last visited Apr. 21, 2013).

Thorpe C. and Gregory J. (2010) Producing the Post-Fordist Public: The Political Economy of Public Engagement with Science.
Science as Culture 19:273-301.
Urbinati N.(2010) Unpolitical Democracy. Political Theory:65-92.

BEEZ 2013 NO.35 8]



