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• Agenda-setting and outreach process may often be

more committed than assessment itself

• Distributed governance: strategic distribution of

intelligence and actors most of which are already

embedded in society

– Network activities: outreach, intelligence collection,

collaboration, outsource, fund-raise, institutionalisation

– Network functions: legitimacy and credibility, resilience

and timeliness

– Connection to other strategic intelligence (SI) tools

(Kuhlmann et al. 1999) - to be strategic intelligence in the

true sense

3rd Generation TA (3G-TA)
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Typology of 3G-TA
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I2TA Project

• “Innovation and Institutionalisation of

Technology Assessment in Japan: Dealing with

Nanotechnologies” (2007-11)

• 0.2 million pounds per annum funded by

Research Insitute for Science and Technology

for Society (RISTEX)

• Historical and institutional analysis,

methodological and process analysis, TA

exercises, and outreach activities

• Subsequent embedding of the project in the

society is strongly demanded
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Typology of 3G-TA
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Discussion

• Medicine: holding key stakeholders as panel

members accountable for distributed innovation

• Food: flexibility in application leaves a wider

public unaware and requires interpretive criteria

to discuss in a common language

• Energy: nanotech TA may enhance and extend

an emerging collaboration between university,

industry and local government


