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Summary
1. WP2: From participation to deliberation: Towards a new model of ''public 

sphere'' for knowledge societies

2. WP3: Mapping and interpreting deliberative and participatory processes

3. WP4: Understanding and upgrading citizen science practices

4. WP5: Investigation of the prospects for deliberation using digital 
technologies

5. WP6: From citizens and science to citizens and democracy: scaling up 
and policy recommendations
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WP2
From Participation to 
Deliberation:

Towards a new model of ''public 
sphere’’ for knowledge societies

Lead Partner: Ca' Foscari University Venice

(UNIVE)



WP2 – Commitments

Objective

Featuring a model of Public Sphere
most conducive of political 
effectiveness in democratic societies.

Focus on Deliberative Participation:

Analysis of the active, informed, engaged 
processes leading to making choices in 
public debate.

Model of analysis:

Citizen Science participatory activities to 
be ‘scaled up’ as forms of democratic 
participation.

Key step



WP2 – Tasks

Task 2.1 Citizens’ participation in science in knowledge societies

UNIVE (Leader) + MNHN/TP3 ENS + UPF. (M1 –M18)

Task 2.2 Assessing the dynamics of democratic participation and civic 
engagement

UNIVE(Leader)+TP2 UNIPA+ TP1 UNIPI. (M6-M24)

Task 2.3. Deliberative public spheres in knowledge societies

UNIVE (Leader)+TP1 UNIPI+ DBT (M6-M31)



WP2 – Methodology

Conceptual Analysis

• Provide a framework for the 
relation between citizens science 
and deliberative processes

• Identify key 
aspects of people’s engagement in 
deliberative processes

• Identify key aspects of the model 
of public sphere relevant to the project

Experimental Analysis

• Set up questionnaires to assess people’s 
drivers to participate in deliberative 
processes

• Test key 
variables of people’s engagement in 
deliberative processes

• Make predictions
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WP3
Mapping and Interpreting 
Deliberative and Participatory 
Processes

Lead Partner: The Danish Board of 

Technology (Denmark)



WP3

Overview

In WP3 we study existing participatory and deliberative practices, with a specific 
focus on those, including science-driven problem solving, in order to create a 
typology of public engagement. 

The first year of work focused on mapping participatory and deliberative 
practices and developing a novel theoretical framework for interpreting such 
activities. 



WP3 – Task 3.1
Task 3.1 Mapping existing 
participatory and deliberative 
practices in science-informed public 
discussion and problem.

Is it possible to increase the level of inclusion and
involvement of people in political, administrative
or civic life choices with a specific focus on those
that include scientific topics?

Yes! 64 tools and practices mapped using
three classification criteria, two of these were
used as axes in the figure (aim and citizen role).

Most relevant tools/practices for ISEED: Citizen Science; Science Week; Technology
Assessment; Citizens' juries; Deliberative Poll; Science Café; Action Research; Citizens'
Assembly; Consensus Conference; Deliberative Workshops (mini-publics); Future Panel;
Participatory Budget; Scenarios Workshop; Science Shop; World Wide Views (WWV).



WP3 – Task 3.1
Task 3.1 Mapping existing participatory and deliberative practices in science-
informed public discussion and problem.

Is the implementation of these tools
sufficient to guarantee the effective
inclusion of citizens in the public sphere
and democratic choices?

Democratic 
space

Participation 
paths

Success 
factors

No! Tools/practices, although studied with specific
purposes and processes, are just tools. We interviewed
50 experts from European countries and thanks to
these interviews we know that there are many elements
that can interact.

For example, the context democratic space, in terms of geopolitical,
cultural and historical background (e.g. former socialist bloc or neoliberal
tradition), and the power asymmetries among social actors are the main
elements to pay attention to.

These elements have their roots in the "way of thinking" of a
country; thus they offer different meanings of basic concepts such
as democracy or participation and that is related to the way in
which tools are implemented.

Thus, political systems, infrastructures and funds represent
more relevant factors of success because they realize the
articulation of democracy.



WP3 – Task 3.1
Task 3.1 Mapping existing 
participatory and deliberative 
practices in science-informed public 
discussion and problem.

However, among these, trust and
openness can make the difference. In
fact, it is essential that people feel
welcomed and listened to and, in the
meanwhile, it is necessary for those
who manage the processes to
approach them with open mind and
active listening.

AIM

TOPIC
SKILLS and 

KNOWLEDGE

POWER 
RELETIONSHIP

CONTEXT

Finally, the elements that characterize
the participation path (e.g. aim, direction
of influence and role of technology) should
be balanced in relation to the topic and
hybrid solutions can be taken into
account.

To improve and disseminate the use of 
participatory and deliberative tools/practices, the 
next step is to create a typology of them. From our 
research we suggest paying attention to five 
dimensions: 

• Context (democratic space concept and factual 
conditions, also online/offline environment)

• Power relationships, as well as the level of 
inclusion (who is involved and what role have)

• Skills and knowledge to apply the tools
• Topic 
• Aim



WP3 – Task 3.2

Task 3.2 Typology for public engagement and 
deliberative processes

Our team has developed a novel typology of civic engagement (D3.2), which can 
be applied to establish principles of observation and categorization in the 
service of structuring our analytical perspectives on civic engagement policies 
and practices.

The typology-development will be inspired by the triple/quadruple helix model 
for innovation partnerships straddling science, private sector, public sector, and 
civil society; a model, which comprises many of the main ingredients for 
developing a typology for civic engagement.



WP3 – Task 3.2

Task 3.2 Typology for public engagement and 
deliberative processes

The typology offers a prism for deepening our understanding of the institutional 
complexities and dilemmas of participatory and deliberative democratic 
practices. It also contributes to the understanding of the features and role of 
the idea of the public sphere.

In addition, as part of 3.1 and 3.2, a complementary study has been launched 
that focuses on the barriers for scaling up participatory and deliberative 
democratic practices.



WP3 – Task 3.3

Task 3.3 Interpreting forms of inclusive and effective 
communication between scientists and citizens

Based on the outcome of WP3 T3.1 and T3.2, our team has launched a study of 
the political dynamics of different communication processes between citizens 
and scientists in order to identify and examine tool and processes that can be 
used in democratic deliberation and decision making.

A survey has been designed that focuses on three cases and surveys and semi-
structured interviews will be conducted during autumn 2022 to build a 
comprehensive empirical foundation for developing a report and an academic 
paper. (D3.4).
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WP4
Understanding and Upgrading 
Citizen Science Practices

Lead Partner: University of Warsaw (UW)



WP4

In WP4 we study the effects of diverse grassroots knowledge 
production practices on individual participants and the 
community.

The first year of work focused on development of 
research protocols and tools as well as establishing relations with 
representatives of public administration, non-governmental 
organization and data collaborative.

WP4 team has now moved to the next phase of the research: data 
collection. 



WP4 – Task 4.1

Task 4.1 Grassroots knowledge production – UW, IRMiR

Here, our team interviewed representatives of
non-governmental organizations that work in the field of environment protection with a 
special focus on limiting the felling of old trees in cities and countryside.

The aim of the study is to examine the character of relations between organizations and 
their view on new technological innovations that allow wide collaboration with citizens.



WP4 – Task 4.2

Task 4.2 Citizen science in 
environmental science –
MNHN, UCD, UW 

Mosaic together with two local 
municipalities: Libourne (24 800 
inhabitants) and Melesse (6 100 
inhabitants) has launched a 
participatory science program to 
gather input from citizens on the 
introduction of a new local policy
– black corridor (turning off public
lights in the night).



WP4 – Task 4.2

Task 4.2 Citizen science in 
environmental science –
MNHN, UCD, UW

Inhabitants of any of two municipalities were 
encouraged to log in and 
share their experience, feelings, and
thoughts on the darkness in their city on the
platform from April 1st to June 30th, 2022.



WP4 – Task 4.3 and 4.4

Task 4.3 Citizen observatories and data cooperatives – UCD, 
UNEXE (M2-M28)
• Initial contacts have now been established for the data cooperative case study -

MIDATA health data cooperative.
• Background work on citizen observatories and their data management practices is

ongoing.

Task 4.4 Science clubs – MEC (M2-M28)
A nation-wide evaluation of science clubs in Uruguay, in which kids and teenagers from
local schools look for solutions to the problems that they find important, is just about to
start. The tools are ready and in the process of being translated.
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WP5
Understanding Deliberation Online:  

Developing synergies across 
computational and discourse 
analysis 

Lead Partner: University of Trento (UNIT)



WP5

Objectives

1. Unveiling the explicit and/or implicit structure of argumentation in polarized 
discourses concerning the uses (and abuses) of science in public debate

2. Proposing ways in which digital communication and social media could 
act as a platform of knowledge- based communication between 
equal participants.

3. Making recommendations on how social media could fulfil a promise 
of greater and more enlightened participation.



WP5

It will investigate

• To what extent digital media have contributed to polarising 
discourses, populist narratives and distrust in science

• In what forms emotions, rather than logical reasoning, are much more likely 
to be the driver behind decisions and in public dialogue on issue 
of social relevance

• What are the actual and potential contribution of social media to 
rational argument and better decision processes in debates concerning 
scientific issues.

• What are the potential of digital social media to reach vulnerable, 
alienated and marginalised citizens.



WP5 - Topics for the AE

• Considering all these aspects, the choice was to analyse two topics: vaccines 
and COVID19 and the green transition as of preeminent EU concern. Both are 
broad topics that allow all the competencies and skills available in the group 
involved in WP5 to be used while at the same time sticking to the ‘constraints 
of the project. There will be plenty to do with two large topics such as 
the ones selected.

• An analysis of these debates would throw light on reasoned versus emotional
argumentation, the import of science and scientific uncertainty, the
emergence of counter scientific positions, conspiracy theories and the
polarization of positions. Moreover, within a broad topic like green transition,
there will be space to work on food and sustainability.







WP5 – Experiment

Based on insights from tasks 5.2 and 5.3 key drivers of polarization on the one 
hand and compromise on the other will be tested experimentally using online 
surveys and laboratory studies.

The contrastive vignette methodology and discrete choice designs will be 
employed to assess the impact of

• fake news and pseudoscience,

• the perception of bias in media content, and

• trigger mechanisms generating emotional responses.

Personal characteristics that influence acceptance of science-based arguments 
in public debates e.g. scientific curiosity, prosocial motivations and ability to take 
different perspectives will be examined, alongside demographic characteristics 
(gender, age, profession).
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WP6
From citizens and science to citizens 
and democracy: scaling up and 
policy recommendations

Lead Partner: University 

of Pompeu Fabra (UPF)



WP6 - Multi Stakeholder Panel

Composition*

• 12 External Independent Experts

• Chaired by WP4 Leader Gema Revuelta

• 4 subpanels

o Working with WP 2, 3, 4 and 5
o 3 people
o All subpanels constitute the whole MSP

Objective

To contribute with their knowledge and
expertise in several parts of the ISEED
activities to take first decisive steps
towards scaling up the project results.

*criteria: stakeholder group (QH), 
geographical and gender diversity
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