
A series of 3rd Generation Deliberative Processes 
were organised as part of the NanoDiode project. 
The  “third generation” of nano deliberations envi-
sions a type of participatory workshop that over-
comes some of the limitations observed in earlier 
deliberative processes:   
1.  the process should focus on specific political, 

social or regulatory questions on specific appli-
cations or subfields rather than general ethical 
questions about nanotechnology in the singular;

2.  the deliberative process should avoid replication 
of previous outcomes and generate new insights 
and reflections instead;

3.  the process should connect to political or social 
processes in a more direct way.

The analysis of previous processes, and the proposed 
improvement of the method, was developed by Na-
noDiode partner SIFO from Norway, in collaboration 
with some consortium members in the European 
Project NANOPLAT. In the NanoDiode project, the 
task was to test the method and the approach in 
a selection of European countries, as a part of the 
project’s “midstream” engagement activities. 

IVAM (the Netherlands), USTUTT (Germany), BNN 
(Austria), CEA (France) and AIRI (Italy) participated 
in this task, led by SIFO (Norway).
Partners chose to arrange deliberations on themes 
that they believed would be interesting in their na-
tional contexts, hoping to tap into current societal 
debates. The following themes were highlighted:
• Nanomedicine and human enhancement (NO)
•  Nano in buildings and living. Applications around 

the house (DE)

• Nano and food/health (NL)
•  Sensor technology, nano toxicology and health & 

safety (AT)
• Nano technology in housing and mobility (FR)
• Nano in food (IT)

Partners arranged deliberations over two separate 
days, except one who chose to do it as a one-day 
event. One partner held the deliberation on two 
consecutive days. 

Preliminary conclusions are mainly about the work-
shop method: most participants appreciated the 
experience and said so in both short term and long-
term evaluations.  

Regarding the aforementioned limitations of previ-
ous deliberations, it seems as if stakeholder groups 
were able to express novel takes on the themes. In 
Norway, we observed some rather original takes 
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on soft law and international cooperation between 
civil society organisations and we saw indications 
of increased self-reflexivity among stakeholders. 
The specificity of the workshop theme helped to 
produce somewhat novel results. In Germany, new 
groups were involved in the nanodebate, and the 
focus on building produced interesting approaches. 
The indirect, governance based attempt at creating 
political impact is potentially successful, although 
it is difficult to accurately assess the political im-
pact of these events. As for trying out elements of 
workshop democracy, at least three deliberations 
were successful, the remaining are uncertain on this 
point. In Norway, Germany and in the Netherlands, 
participants clearly influenced the flow of events, 
decided on input and the workshop conditions. In 
Italy, stakeholders influenced the deliberation in ad-
vance, but not much during the process. For Aus-
tria, the element of workshop democracy is unclear, 
while France highlights the free discussion.

Even if the 3rd GDP approach was developed 
for citizen empowerment and involvement, the  
method works well for involving and engaging 
stakeholders. We regard it as an efficient and fruit-
ful operationalization of the concept of Responsible 
Research and Innovation.
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