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BACKGROUND

From October 31st until November 2nd, 2022, the Norwegian University of Science and
Technology hosted the ISEED Midterm Conference. This meeting was the first in-person meeting
for the consortium following the COVID-19 pandemic. It was a wonderful opportunity for us to
come together for both formal and informal conversation, meeting colleagues across Europe and
Uruguay whom we had only so far met online. Almost all our project partners were able to attend
in person, and the conference gathered representatives from UNIVE, UNIPA, UNITN, Observa,
MHNH, UNIWAR, NTNU, IRMiR, UPF, UCD, MEC and DBT. In total 22 ISEED members participated.

The meeting was designed to include a public daytime workshop and evening debate, open to
the general public, to discuss inclusion and democratic deliberation online, and several segments
for internal ISEED discussion and reflection. A segment was also dedicated to production of case-
study videos. Participants to the public workshop were able to register online and have lunch and
coffee provided.

The public workshop included invited keynote talks by researchers working on relevant topics with
an international scholarly and public reach. We further held a public, moderated discussion at
Trondheim’s “house of diversity” in the evening, inviting ISEED researchers and external speakers.
The internal workshopping focused on addressing synergies between WPs, knowledge sharing,
and work to increase project-wide collaboration.

This report provides an overview of the midterm meeting as a whole. It includes material used for
advertising the conference, its agenda, abstracts, descriptions of segments, slideshows, social
media posts, as well as information regarding the ISEED internal meeting and our case-studies.
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1.POSTER & GENERAL AGENDA
ISEED Midterm Workshop Conference & General Meeting

Heated Debates across Virtual Voids:
Arguments, Affects and Deliberation Online

VIRTUAL VOIDS

Arguments, Affects and Deliberation Online

21st October - 2nd November
Trondheim

ko Dy

EHPIS B.ﬂ.ii. |
TAINA BUCHER
ANASTASIA KAVADA (\We

Figure 1 - Workshop Promoting Poster by Sarah Santos (NTNU)

Monday 31 October — Wednesday 2 November
Venues: Ni Muser, Bispegata 9A, 7013 Trondheim, Norway
& Campus Kalvskinnet, Akrinn Building (Sverres gate 12), Room U301
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Hosted by
Inclusive Science & European Democracies (ISEED)

Dept. of Philosophy and Religious Studies (IFR), Norwegian University of Science and Technology
(NTNU)

Dept. of Teacher Education (ILU), Norwegian University of Science and Technology (NTNU)

Organised by
Sophia Efstathiou, Senior Researcher, Programme for Applied Ethics, IFR, NTNU
Elin Danielsen Huckerby, Researcher in IFR, NTNU
Sarah Santos e Silva, Communication and Information Architect, NTNU

Libe Garcia Zarranz, Associate Professor in English, ILU, NTNU
In collaboration with

Gulabuddin Sukhanwar, Founder of Literature for Inclusion initiative at the Litteraturhuset
(Trondheim) and Member of the Academic Committee for Literature at Arts Council Norway

Eleonora Montuschi, ISEED coordinator, Full Professor, Dep. Of Philosophy and Cultural Heritage,
UNIVE

Chiara Ghirardo, ISEED project and financial manager, Dep. Of Philosophy and Cultural
Heritage, UNIVE

Overview
This two and a half-day workshop was convened as part of the EU Horizon 2020 project

Inclusive Science and European Democracies (ISEED). The specific research focus of this workshop
was o attend to the dynamics of inclusion and exclusion in online debates, and the potential
held by platforms for online engagement to serve as obstacles or tools for democratic inclusion.
We were particularly interested in how we might facilitate enlightened and inclusive debates
on complex science-informed societal issues, such as climate breakdown or COVID-vaccination
strategies.

Given this aim, the relation between reason and emotion in such debates emerges as a pivotal
locus of attention. Is the best approach to inclusion to aim for “rational” debate? How do
affective reactions and responses serve to help us articulate, understand, and address such
issues? What is the role of platform design and algorithm design in this2 Will these tools always
push towards polarisation, or might we put them to work to further inclusion, understanding, and
political action?

The workshop was open to the general public (except for ISEED-related meetings), and
encouraged graduate students, early career researchers and members of the community of
Trondheim and internationally to participate.
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WHEN & WHERE
9:00-9:30
Ni Muser
(Bispegata QA)
9:30-09:45

9:45-10:05

10:05-10:15

10:15-11:15

11:15-11:30

11:30-12:30

12:30-13:30

13:30-14:00

14.00-14.30

DAY 1: Monday, October 31
Ni Muser (Bispegata 9A) & Mangfoldhuset (Kongens gate 34)

WHAT

Meet & Greet

Coffee & Treats

Welcome

Ice breaker

Break

Keynote

‘Care, Vulnerability and
Online Deliberation’

40-min  talk, 20 min
discussion

Break

Talk: ‘A community of
inquirers: experts, lay
experts and wisdom’

40-min  talk, 20 min
discussion

Lunch

Talk: ‘Understanding

polarisation online’

20-min
discussion

talk, 10  min

Talk: ‘A search for purity or
a search for self-

WHO

Everyone!

NTNU team: Sophiq, Elin, & Libe

Gibberish improv theatre

Anastasia Kavada (Westminister)

Chair: Sophia Efstathiou

Roberto Gronda & Pierluigi
(UNIPI)

Chair: Eleonora Montuschi

Bogna Nowak Gawronska (IRMiR)

Chair: Giuseppe Veltri

Elin Danielsen Huckerby (NTNU)

Barrotta




enlargement: Populism, Chair: May Thorseth
Polarisation, and the
Aesthetics of Self-making’

20-min  talk, 10  min

discussion

14:30-15.00 Coffee & Cake

15:00-16.00 ISEED' Steering committee ISEED Steering Committee members
meeting

16:00-19:00 Free Time - Dinner Break

Anastasia Kavada, Taina Bucher, Frederik

Panel Discussion: Inclusion Rosén, Gulabuddin Sukhanwar, Giuseppe
and Deliberation Online Veltri, Elin Danielsen

19:00-20:30 How can we understand

democratic inclusion? Soohia Efstathi g
Mangfoldhuset ophia Efstathiou moderates
What are the dynamics of

Kongens gate | exclusion in  democratic
34 debates online? Zoom link: https:/ /bit.ly /3STWOIRO

How can inclusion be | Meeting ID: 940 5705 2051
supported or enhanced?

Passcode: 151713

DAY 2: Tuesday, November 1
Ni Muser, Bispegata 9A and Campus Kalvskinnet- Akrinn Building (Sverres

gate 12)
WHEN & WHERE WHAT WHO
8:30-9:00 Meet & Greet
Everyonel!

Ni Muser Coffee & Treats

Keynote Taina Bucher (University of Oslo)
#:00-10:00 Title: ‘Silent virtues for a .

. ) Chair: Magda Roszczynska
noisy world
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10:00- 10:50

10:50-11.00

11:00-12:30

12:30-13:30

13:30-15:30

15:30-16:00

16:00-17:00

Kalvskinnet Campus,
Akrinn Building, Floor
3: U301

40-min
discussion

talk, 20 min

Walk & Talk

Workshop participants are
invited to walk in pairs
along the Nidelven river.
We will be discussing
questions identified after
Day 1's sessions, in
alternating pairs.

© Wear good shoes and
warm clothes!

Break

ISEED 4 case studies:
presentations of short texts
for videos, and video
recording

Lunch

ISEED General meeting:

‘How do we connect ISEED
Qualitative and conceptual
work to our empirical
work?’. Suggestions,
strategies, solutions.

Coffee & Cake

ONLINE Webinar:
‘Studying polarization:
Experiences  from  the

Polarization Lab’

30-min

discussion

talk, 20 min

All  workshop participants  discuss in
alternating pairs.
ISEED empirical researchers esp.

contributors from WP4

Chair: Giuseppe Pellegrini

Eleonora Montuschi and all ISEED members

Chris Bail (Duke University)

Chair: Libe Garcia Zarranz

Zoom link: https://bit.ly /3fckciQ

Meeting ID: 917 1432 6009




19:00-22:00

Venue: Stammen

Café

Kongens gate 55

WHEN & WHERE

9:00-9:30

Ni Muser

9:30-11:00

11:00-11:15

11:15-12:15

10

Dinner and Show by
Gibberish Improv Theatre

Passcode: 288261

Invited speakers and the ISEED team

DAY 3: Wednesday, November 2
Ni Muser, Bispegata 9A

WHAT

Meet & Greet

Coffee & Treats

ISEED Work in Progress
An opportunity to present

papers or talks in
progress

Break

WHO

Everyone!

ISEED members

(participation is recommended, according to
the travel needs of each participant)

General reflection & goodbyes
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2. MIDTERM CONFERENCE OVERVIEW

2.1 Keynote Talks

The workshop included three keynote speakers whose work on democracy and inclusion as
well as the roles of technology in the organisation of participation has been of international
importance and recognition. We provide the abstracts and short bios of these keynote speakers
below. The talks were chaired by ISEED members with relevant expetrtise.

‘Care, Vulnerability and Online Deliberation’

By Anastasia Kavada

What happens once we centre care and vulnerability in online deliberation? Care ethics prompt a
reflection on how emotions could be managed in online deliberation, in terms of both their
combination and sequencing. Attendance to the others’ vulnerability is also based on active listening
that can be viewed as a kind of caring. An emphasis on care further draws our attention to
embodiment and to the necessity of caring for the civic body as a basic condition for participants
to engage in online deliberation. Taken together, these insights can inform the ways in which we
design and practice online deliberation.

Anastasia Kavada is a Reader in Media and Politics in the Westminster School of Media and
Communication at the University of Westminster, where she leads the MA in Media, Campaigning and
Social Change. Her research focuses on the links between digital media, social movements,
participatory democracy, and campaigning for social change. Her work has appeared in a variety of
edited books and academic journals, including Media, Culture & Society, Communication Theory, and
Information, Communication & Society.

‘Silent Virtues for a Noisy World’

By Taina Bucher

At the centre of (deliberate) democratic theory lies a fundamental belief in the power of speech
as the modus operandi of democratic life. Rather than measuring a well-functioning democracy
through active participation and vocal citizenship, this talk shifts the attention to the significance of
silence as an alternative for thinking about the boundaries and limits of democracy. Even if a model
of non-communication is hard to sustain in a digital environment designed to compute everything,
including seemingly silent data points (e.g., skipping, scrolling, hesitations), this talk examines the
affirmative potentials of silence in a society that valorises values of voice and speech.

Taina Bucher is Professor in Media Studies at the Department of media and communication, University
of Oslo (UiO), and Head of the Screen Culture research and teaching cluster at the Faculty of
Humanities, UiO. She studies the relationships and entanglements between algorithms, social and
political concerns — examining how users experience and make sense of algorithmic power and politics.
She is the author of If...Then: Algorithmic Power and Politics (OUP, 2018) and Facebook (Polity
Press, 2021). She is currently working on projects on media silences, tech abuse in smart homes, and
imaginary social media. Her current research focuses on the politics of silence in the networked media
environment.

‘Studying Polarization: Experiences from the Polarization Lab’
By Chris Bail (online)

Professor Bail discussed recent research and experiments pursued at the polarisation lab on USA
democratic and republican opinion formation and echochamber effects.

Chris Bail is Professor of Sociology and Public Policy at Duke University, where he directs the
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Polarization Lab. He studies political tribalism, extremism, and social psychology using data from
social media and tools from the emerging field of computational social science.

Slides from the presentations are made available on www.iseedeurope.eu/midtermconference.

2.2 Invited Talks

Selected ISEED researchers were invited to contribute to the public workshop by presenting
their own work on inclusion and polarisation online. The sessions were chaired by ISEED
members with relevant expertise.

‘Understanding Polarisation Online’

By Bogna Gawronska-Nowak

The polarisation of the media message on the Internet (creating echo chambers) is a commonly cited
phenomenon. lts "popularity" often deprives it of its cognitive depth and makes it oscillate between
an artefact, a truism, and an important social discovery. Nevertheless, little is known about the
detailed characteristics of media polarisation, how and why it is exactly, and its relationship to the
quality of the social fabric and social relations. Understanding the methods of defining and
measuring polarisation and, at the same time, the bias of these methods appears crucial for
correctly reading these patterns. Our preliminary content analysis regarding COVID shows that the
discourse polarisation is not as obvious as it may seem.

Bogna Gawroniska-Nowak is Associate Professor at Institute of Urban and Regional Development in
Warsaw, Poland. She was a fellow and visiting researcher at the University of Padua and the University
of Glasgow. She has expertise in using multidisciplinary quantitative research methods with a special
focus on modelling instabilities and measuring policy effectiveness. She was consulting macroeconomic
aspects of the Comprehensive Economic and Trade Agreement (CETA) implementation in Poland for
the European Commission Representation in Poland. She has been a senior researcher and principal
investigator in various research projects co-financed by well-recognised institutions: the National Bank
of Poland, the National Centre for Research and Development in Poland, and the European
Commission. Her current research agenda and her research-led teaching focus on the study of public
opinion dynamics and social representations and the development of research methods based on the
Citizen Science approach.

‘A Community of Inquirers: Experts, Lay Experts and Wisdom’

By Pierluigi Barrotta & Roberto Gronda

The main thesis of our work is that scientific experts and laypeople can and must work together to
solve the socially relevant problems that any democracy faces. Scientific experts and laypeople
are the components of a community of inquirers, whose task consists in passing from the definition
of a problem to its solution. The goal of our presentation is to offer a typology of the distinct roles
and functions that scientific experts and citizens could perform in a public problem-solving inquiry.
Whereas scientific experts must possess epistemic wisdom, members of the public also bring
cognitive contributions of diverse kinds, at different levels of participation.

Pierluigi Barrotta is Professor of Philosophy of Science and holder of the Galileo Galilei chair at the
University of Pisa. He works in philosophy and history of science, epistemology of economics and the
social sciences, epistemology of environmental sciences, and dialectical rationality in science. Barrotta
is currently carrying out research on the relationships between science and democracy, and the role
played by scientific experts in democratic societies. On this topic, he has published the book Scientists,
Democracy and Society: A Community of Inquirers, New York and Heidelberg, 2018.

12
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Roberto Gronda is Assistant Professor of Logic and Philosophy of Science at the University of Pisa. He
received his bachelor's and master's degrees from the University of Torino, and his PhD from Scuola
Normale Superiore of Pisa. He is the author of Dewey’s Philosophy of Science (Springer, 2020), and
of several essays in philosophy journals. He is the editor of Esperti scientifici e complessita (Pisa
University Press, 2020) and Pragmatismo e filosofia della scienza (Pisa University Press, 2017). His
fields of research are the philosophy of scientific expertise, the history of American and ltalian
Pragmatism, and the philosophy of humanities.

‘A Search for Purity or a Search for Self-Enlargement: Populism, Polarisation, and the Aesthetics
of Self-Making’
By Elin Danielsen Huckerby

Recent populism research suggests that understanding populism through how it creates a sense of
unity is a more fruitful approach than established ideational or post-discursive, rhetorical
approaches (Katsambekis 2022, Seongcheol 2021). How such unity is made then becomes a pivotal
point. In this paper | use Richard Rorty’s sketch of two antithetical forms of identity-making — ‘a
search for purity or a search for self-enlargement’ — to examine the dynamics of communal self-
making. | suggest that populist identity making is dominated by an aesthetics of purity that the
requires an underlying belief in the possibility of metaphysics (essences). Taking a pragmatist
stance against metaphysics, | propose that to prioritise heightening anti-essentialist sensibilities in
democratic cultures might be more vital than we currently presume.

Elin Danielsen Huckerby is Researcher in the Department of Philosophy and Religious Studies Faculty
of Humanities, Norwegian University of Science and Technology, Norway. After a decade as a
computer engineer in industry, she did an MA in literary studies in Bergen, before earning her doctorate
from the University of Cambridge on the pragmatist philosopher Richard Rorty’s uses of literature. She
currently works for ISEED, examining how people narrate changes of heart on science-informed topics.

Slides from the presentations are made available on www.iseedeurope.eu/midtermconference.

2.3 Public Discussion at the House of Diversity

On the evening of Day 1, with the help of Gulabuddin Sukhanwar, founder of the Literature for
Inclusion initiative at the Litteraturhuset (Trondheim), we held a public discussion at Trondheim’s
House of Diversity (Mangfoldshuset). We collaborated with Mangfoldshuset to enhance the reach
of our workshop and to reach a broader public.

Mangfoldshuset is a non-profit, activity-oriented organization with a focus on volunteering in
grassroots work. The organization promotes engagement and values a diversity of cultures, ideas,
values and belonging. By facilitating contact and interaction, it aims to contribute to social
equalization and to making society better able to meet common challenges through common
solutions. Mangfoldhuset Trondheim is an open organization for anyone who wants to join. The
purpose is to facilitate practical inclusion and integration, dialogue and community across skin
colour, ethnicity, orientation, faith, political and ideological standpoint. Mangfoldhuset Trondheim
is not a religious or ethnic organisation. The organization stands for democracy, human rights,
equality and freedom of expression. (https://frivillig.no/mangfoldhuset-trondheim)

The discussion invited a panel of discussants, including Anastasia Kavada, Taina Bucher, Frederik
Rosén, Gulabuddin Sukhanwar, Giuseppe Veltri, and Elin Danielsen Huckerby, to reflect on
inclusion and democratic deliberation online. The discussion was chaired by Sophia Efstathiou.
Some questions were shared with panelists ahead of time to guide the discussion:

13



* How can we understand democratic inclusion?
*  What are the dynamics of exclusion in democratic debates online?
* How can inclusion be supported or enhanced?

After a presentation of their background and interests discussants debated the importance of
inclusion and modes for inclusion in democratic deliberation, as well as the role of technology in
enhancing democratic participation. The discussion started with questions posed to participants
by the chair, and then opened to questions from the public. It was a lively and engaging event.

The discussion was filmed and we are working on an edited version of it to appear on our ISEED
website.

2.4 Improvisational theatre-based activities: Warmups, Walk & Talk, Show
The public workshop provided an opportunity to showcase our work on art-based approaches

for communication (cf. the ISEED report "Facilitating for Listening: Art-based methods of
engagement and communication”, part of deliverable D7.2)

Several segments of the programme were organised by Gibberish Improv Theatre, based in
Trondheim (www.gibberish.no).

The workshop started in the morning of Day 1 with a warmup session, where participants were
invited to form a circle and introduce themselves to each other through a name-game. This game
involved one stepping forward in the circle and saying their name, along with making a move
with corresponded with an animal, starting with the same letter as their first name. For example
“Hi, | am Anastasia, the anaconda” -accompanied by a snake-like move. The rest of the group
would have to step forward and respond, “Hello Anastasia, the anaconda” -and repeat the
move. This type of silly exercise invites people to relax, play, and make mistakes. And it offers
a memorable way to learn people’s names. Another exercise used to warm up participants was
an association game, also aimed to showcase group memory and ability. The first participant
said a random word associated with ISEED: Venice. The next then stated their first association
with this work, the third participant their next association, and so on. We then retraced these
associations backwards, demonstrating group memory and ability. The activities worked as
warmups and icebreakers, creating a relaxed atmosphere for the meeting to take place, and
set precedence that allowed people to take risks in discussion and communicating with each
other. A key emphasis for improvisational work is cultivating skills for attentive listening,
accepting what one is offered, and embracing failure and mistakes. We continued working on
these skills on the second day of the workshop.

On Day 2 we pursued an activity called “Walk & Talk”. Participants were invited o pair up
with a person whom they did not know and had not talked with much the previous day. In pairs
we took a walk alongside the river. People were invited to discuss a challenging situation at
work, or what they could think of as a ‘failure’, in turn. The first person would talk for 7 minutes,
uninterrupted followed by the second person. Then we changed pairs and the topic of the
discussion to a topic that came up through the workshop’s keynotes so far: how to create safe
and inclusive spaces for deliberation online, the role of care, the meaning of silence and
negative communication strategies for inclusion or the roles of social media technology in
democratic deliberation. Again, we allocated 7 minutes to each person to discuss the topic of
their choice. When we reached the river we also played with a way that penguins have for
warming up when in a group: shifting positions to let a different person stand in the middle of
the group, protected from the elements by the others.

On the evening of Day 2 we also attended an improv show presented by Gibberish which was

14
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inspired by themes of the workshop and discussion but taking a humorous twist on it. The show
was offered at the vegan restaurant where we had our invited dinner. This provided another
occasion for the ISEED team and our guests to relax and spend time together.

2.5 Media and Engagement from the Public Workshop

Each talk and activity presented previously in the agenda is illustrated in this sub chapter.
Contributors to the following pictures are Sarah Santos (NTNU), Maria Luisa Dall'Alba (Observa)
and Elin D. Huckerby (NTNU). Consent was asked and granted from participants through a form.

In the second part of this section, we present the dissemination work done to assure the
conference’s reach. In this part we also include examples of members and the public interactions
with our social media accounts through posts and sharing our material online, for which we thank
our conversation partners very much.

Event pictures

=
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Figure 2 — Sophia Efstathiou (NTNU) in the welcome reception
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Figure 3 - Nathalie Morata (MNHM) watching the welcome reception

Figure 4 - Icebreaker with Gibberish Improvisational Group led by Bogdan Glogovac
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Figure 5 - Bogdan leads the icebreaker with ISEED members

Figure 6 — Warm-up with ISEED members
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Figure 7 — Name game with ISEED members

Figure 8 - Bogdan concludes the icebreaker with ISEED members
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Figure 9 - Chair Sophia Efstathiou (NTNU) and Anastasia Kavada (Westminster) for Kavada'’s
talk "Care Vulnerability and Online Deliberation”

Figure 10 - Anastasia Kavada (Westminster) for the talk "Care Vulnerability and Online
Deliberation"
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Figure 11 - Chair Eleonora Montuschi (Ca' Foscari), Pierluigi Barrota and Roberto Gronda
(UNIPI) for the talk "A community of inquirers"

Figure 12 - Chair Giuseppe Veltri (UNITN) and Bogna Gawronska-Nowak (IRMiR) for the talk
"Understanding polarisation online"
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Figure 13 - Bogna Gawronska-Nowak (IRMiR) for the talk "Understanding polarisation online"

[ . i
Figure 14 — Chair May Thorseth (NTNU) and Elin Danielsen Huckerby (NTNU) for the talk “A
search for purity or a search for self-enlargement: Populism, Polarisation, and the Aesthetics of
Self-making”
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Figure 15 - Chair Sophia (NTNU) and Anastasia Kavada (Westminister), Taina Bucher (UiO),
Frederik Rosén (DBT), Gulabuddin Sukhanwar (House of Litterature, Trondheim), Giuseppe Veltri
(UNITN), Elin Danielsen (NTNU) for the Panel Discussion “Inclusion and Deliberation Online”

Figure 16 - ISEED members and general audience attend the Panel Discussion “Inclusion and
Deliberation Online”
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Figure 17 - Taina Bucher (UiO) for the talk "Silent virtues for a noisy world" and chair Magda
Roszczynska-Kurasinska (UiW)

Figure 18 - Taina Bucher (UiO) for the talk "Silent virtues for a noisy world"
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Figure 19 — Participants go on the “Walk & Talk” organised by Gibberish and led by Sophia
Efstathiou

Figure 20 — Participants during the "Walk & Talk"
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Figure 21 - Chair Giuseppe Pellegrini (Observa) with representants from WP4 for ISEED case
studies presentation

—e——

Figure 22 - Participants attend the Online Webinar with Chris Bail (Duke University) on
"Studying polarisation: Experiences from the Polarisation lab"

25



Figure 23 - Dinner at Stammen Café with Gibberish Improvisational Theater performance (Left
to Right: Sophia, Kristoffer, Sarah, Bogdan and Thomas)

Figure 24 — Participants applauding the Gibberish Improvisational Theater performance
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Figure 26 - "Work in Progress". ISEED members discuss the conference outputs and the project's

steps forward on Day 3 of our meeting
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ISEED Dissemination on our Social Media and Website

f Wa'ra THRILLED to present the workshop "Heated
Debatas across Virtual Yoids™ &} happening very soon
I Tromdheirm, hometown of cur partner @NTHNU 4 For
details, refer to tha link fhome e/ SEFERRETWE

HEATED DEBATES ACROSS
VIRTUAL VOIDS

am Dt Fad fcdadigmnedehncae il et d adeim
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A Hebereete T Tals fweels 10 Lkee

Figure 27 - Post on Twitter disseminating the Midterm
Conference

£ DAY 2! What a refrashing start with Tains Bucher's
speech in "Silent Virtues for a Noisy Warld" B Silence
ie indeed an urderestimated alternative
commurication in today's world, Thank youl
HISEED2022 #HeatedDobatesacrossWirtualVoids
Hactivell ::fg'-.n"r.g fitainab

025 AN - Mone |, Z0EZ - Twhtar Wik Bpd
il Viw TWICE Snaktcs

CHES DUTIER R TR (TR E IR LT

Figure 29 - Tweet on Taina Bucher's talk on Day 2

28

{F Warkshop kick-off! i Great to start with
@ nastasiaKavada very interesting discussion in
HCare #Vulnerabitity and # OnlineDeliberation

Wi al - ok Bi B0EE - Toather Wiob ApE

1 Wibrer Tosmsd: savsabyt i

A Fmimariy | 1nm Twea| 14 Likax

Figure 28 - Tweet on the first workshop talk with
Anastasia Kavada

{? Bafore lunch we've listened to this great peopla
fram WP2, WP3, WP, WPS and WPE sharing diffarant
HISEED2022 case studies = The investigations will
be later published ag short videos g Are you curious
to see what thay have found out? <=

#iHaated DebatesaorossVirtualaids

Figure 30 - Tweet on the different ISEED case studies
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(P DAY 3, the last & We visited the exposition "Reelt { Ta be cortinued! In conclusion to the great
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3. ISEED GENERAL MEETING

3.1 Steering Committee Meeting

On October 31st, during the 3-day meeting, the ISEED consortium convened both as General
Assembly and as Steering Committee for the periodic monitoring meeting foreseen in the GA
(MS17). Participants who were not in presence participated remotely.

In the first part of the meeting Sophia Efstathiou representing NTNU -the partner in charge of
communication- provided updates on WP7, and in particular:

Website (https://iseedeurope.eu/): it has been slightly modified in recent months to
make it more user-friendly, in particular the “happenings” section has been updated with
the more recent ISEED events held in July and October 2022; the 'publications' section
has also been reorganized and updated (eg.: Policy Brief, Summary Reports etc). In
addition NTNU team has made greater use of and continually updated the social
networks (Facebook, Twitter and Youtube), which, being linked to the website, keep this
tool alive and up-to-date. The whole partnership has been involved in sharing posts and
tweets in order to reach a wider public. In conclusion, it is pointed out that the 4 case
study videos to be produced during the meeting should find a prominent place on the
website and, in general, further improvements should be made to make the website more
user-friendly and attractive.

Webinars: NTNU and MEC are working together to plan a webinar series starting in
spring 2023, each webinar will be held approximately one per month. NTNU will
provide a more detailed description of the series by the end of November 2022.

DP series: UNIVE is looking into setting up an online Discussion paper series, and
requesting an ISSN code for the paper series. Two routes will be explored:

o Application for an ISSN - The British Library (bl.uk)

o ltalian ISSN Centre (cnr.it)

In the second part of the meeting Chiara Ghirardo (UNIVE), ISEED project manager, addressed
some internal management issues:

Next interim payment: guidance is provided on internal monitoring of expenditure
progress, more details are available for partners in Teams platform. Special attention
is paid to the correct use of resources and underspending.

Next deliverables: the project manager lists the upcoming deliverables in particular
those due on month 22 (D7.3), 23 (D3.3) and 24 (D1.2, D2.2, D7.4). It is emphasized
who is responsible for each deliverable, who the internal reviewers are and the
timeframe for submission.

Involvement of the Advisory Board members: Edna Einsiedel, one of the AB members,
was invited as a speaker at the mid-term conference but - shortly before the conference-
had to cancel for personal reasons. The other members were however made aware of
the conference organization and invited to participate remotely. In general, ISEED
pariners discussed how to encourage a greater involvement of the advisory board.

The proposals that emerged concerned:
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® AB members involvement in the webinar series, both as invited speakers and as chairs;

® participation of one (or more) of them in presence as speaker in the next 2 project
meetings, or in other events related to the project;

@ participation in presence of all of them at the final conference in January 2024.
® Next meetings:

O WP5 monitoring meeting (NTNU): will be held by the first week of February
2023, still to be defined if in presence (Trento - ITALY) or on line

O WP6 monitoring meeting (UPF): will be held by the first week of July 2023, most
probably in presence (Barcelona - SPAIN)

O Final conference: This is scheduled for January 2024, the date will be defined
some months before. The consortium started talking about the location. From GA
it should be held in Brussels. But, as the kick-off meeting could not be held in
Venice because of the pandemig, it is being considered whether to hold the final
conference in the city of the project coordinator. Participants seemed to be
generally in favour of that.

3.2 General Discussion on WPs Connections — Empirical and Theoretical
Discussion

The empirical-conceptual interaction in ISEED — Pointers
Post-Trondheim discussion

i) The discussion in Trondheim stressed the need for more interaction between the results of our
case studies and the work done so far on the conceptual framework of our project. This translates
into using our case studies (rather than choosing examples at random from consolidated
literature) as domains of data to inform conceptual analyses from now on. Equally, empirical
research should look at and reflect on the leading concepts of our project, and the way they
have been developed so far, in order to choose which among them can suitably work as
guidelines for the type of research conducted in their tasks.

WP2 have started this kind of exchange by setting up informative meetings with members of
WPA4,

The coordinator suggests that this type of work is carried out further, envisaging WP3 and WP6
in the lead.

ii) The work carried out for the typology of public/civic engagement should be discussed by all
WPs. The coordinator suggests that WP3 set up a number of meetings with WP leaders to inform
about the stage of construction of the typology, the rationale behind building one, and the
purpose of developing such a tool for the progress of our project, including suggestions as to
how individual WPs can profitably make use of this tool.

ACTION: Frederik Rosen (WP3) to coordinate this.

iii) Serious preliminary work is now needed on scalability— the ultimate output of ISEED, led by
WPA6. To set things in motion, and taking the cue from our discussion in Trondheim, the coordinator
suggests the following:
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1 — Giuseppe Veltri mentioned that he could provide the list of features of scalability according
to EC. Could Giuseppe circulate such list, or details as to where to find it?

2 - Roberto Gronda circulated an article on scalability (Pfotenhauer, S. et al., The politics of
scaling, Social Studies of Science 52 (1), 2022, 3-34).The coordinator suggests that we all apply
ourselves to find suitable articles on this topic, so that we can build an little archive of material
to be used as a point of reference for forthcoming discussion. The coordinator would also
welcome that we a few meetings could be planned to discuss one or two articles from such an
archive. The aim is to figure out at least a broad preliminary vision of what we all mean by
‘scaling up’.

ACTION: Carolina Llorente Lope (WP6) to coordinate this.
3.3 Case Studies: Presentations and Description

During the meeting in Trondheim, the partners in charge of the 4 case studies, foreseen in work
package 4, presented their work.

Four videos were made interviewing the project partners who are working on 4 case studies.
They are Magdalena Roszczynska-Kurasinska (Uniwersytet Warszawski, Poland), Michael
O'Grady (University College Dublin, Ireland), Nathalie Morata (Muséum National d'Histoire
Naturelle, France) and Daniela Pereira (Ministerio de Educacion y Cultura, Uruguay).

Before the recording work, the four case-studies were presented describing how the activities
were carried out and how citizens were involved in participatory practices.

Below the presentations shared during the meeting for each of the case studies on Understanding
and upgrading citizen science practices.

Case-study 1: Grassroots knowledge production in the context of nature protection (UNIWAR)

University of Warsaw explores grassroots knowledge production in the context of nature
protection, in particular safeguarding of trees and greenery. In recent years the environmental
activism increased in Poland significantly. It was a reaction to a new legislation that simplified
cutting trees without special allowance. Mass destruction of trees motivated intensive citizens’
efforts to monitor and protect the nature that is still there. Through this collective action citizens
regained a sense of agency and developed a shared understanding of the unique role of nature
in human habitats.
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Understanding and upgrading
citizen science practices

Task 4.1

University of Warsaw (UNIWAR)

(M2-M32)

4.1.!

ﬁf 22 Task 4.1 Grassroots knowledge production — UW, IRMIR

Tasks 74.1.1 Exploration of the knowledge production field
T4.1.2 In-depth interviewing — insight into activists’” methodsd strategies, opportunitiesnd obstacles

T4.1.3 Critical examination of coding community products (apps and interactive websites) from both the user and
creator perspective — to propose innovation and scaling-up opportunities.

Results (desk research of 65 NGOs and 28 interviews)

l 56% of the interviewees were familiar with citizen science before the interview; 15% of them run CS project in the past;
further 7% declared that they are preparing to conduct CS project in future.

Most of the interviewees expressed positive attitude toward citizen science (93%) underling that it
¢ can activate/empower citizens, especially those from the marginalized groups
* can contribute to building critical thinking skills, deliberation, and civic awareness among citizens
¢ can serve kids in their education, in their pursue of knowledge

Main barriers P
* low quality of the data that are collected by non -professionals (NGOs sometimes prefer the data to | ‘7

them via email)

¢ low level of participation of citizens

¢ low saturation of advanced technologies (only 2 native technologies were identified)
lack of resources (time and money)
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=" Citations and conclusions

,Citizen science can promote the culture in which one has to support own views with facts, be able to defend their opinions,
butalso be ready to depart from them to some.’extent

I perceive it [citizen science] not only as a method of knowledge generation in a given field, but also as an opportunity for
obtaining analytical competewbeésh is an important characteristic of civil society that should be able to make more

rational election decisions.”

LI think it is something that gives a chance to participtat@eople who do not have opportunities to get involved other

way.

,I would say so intuitively that it makes no sen¥ho would correct it, who would check it and who would check the
credibility of these sources, as if to verify everything. [...] | am not convinced of this method, but | am not againstit. | d on't

know, maybe I'm old fashioned.’

Are the members of NGOs lay expertsThey have the skills to collaborate with different groups of
stakeholders: public administration, citizens, scientist and experts. They know how to communicate the

results.

Febinan
Sownes ond

rueon
Danoacce

A

Plans for the next
months

* Interviews with scientists- the potential and barriers

in implementation of citizen science

* Interviews with representatives of the coding

community - evaluation of the tools/apps
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Case-study 2: Citizen observatories and data cooperatives (UNEXE-UCD)

Fundamental to evidence-based decision-making is data. Indeed, the effectiveness of all
decisions is closely correlated with the quality of the information or data that informs an
arbitrary decision. Data management and quality are particularly problematic for local
community groups who wish to liaise with their regional authority and actively contribute to
policies that affect their communities. Citizen scientists have much to contribute to the resolution
of this problem.

Understanding and
upgrading citizen science
practices

Task 4.3

University College Dublin (UCD)
University of Exeter (UNEXE)

Trondheim
31 October — 1° November 2022

A

Two models of data use within participatory science are being explored — Data Collaboratives
and Citizen Observatories. Both offer different but complementary models of data governance,
management, and purpose. The University of Exeter is undertaking a qualitative study of data
collaboratives. University College Dublin is undertaking an extensive survey of citizen scientists
to comprehensively understand their experiences and perspectives on data management. Both
investigations are ongoing and will be completed in the spring of 2023.

Insights from each study will guide and inform recommendations to promote citizen engagement
and participation in local and regional governance.
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Case-study 3: Citizen science pilot in black corridor policies (MNHN)

Due to environmental reasons and more recently energy crisis, cities in France have to reduce
public lightning. Two French municipalities wanted to mobilize their citizens in this policy
decision.

For 3 months, their citizens were invited to explore and share their individual relationship to
darkness through a protocol. On the platform, they also could ask questions and make
recommendations on turning off the light, based on the community shared experience.

Four intern researchers conducted interviews to evaluate this citizen science method as a possible
tool for stimulation of participation and making informed decisions.

Citizen science pilot in black
corridor policies

Task 4.2

MUSEUM NATIONAL D'HISTOIRE
NATURELLE (MNHN)

Trondheim
31 October — 1° November 2022

A

39



e

-
From
-~ Libourne and
Anale et Melesse
ity of Melesse with inhabitants were
invited to
participate online.
iSE
 FD Participation steps
?
¢ e ¢ ‘
“N | create an account I share a childhood I share my
memory linked with observations with the
darkness community

e

X

| sum up my | ask questions to the
observationson a collectivity and
Likert scale comment questions of

other participants

| express my
recommendationson
lights out

40



www.iseedeurope.eu

Case-study 4: Science Clubs educational networks (MEC)

A Science Club is a non-formal educational programme involving children, young people and
adults. The Clubs are small incubators of national scientific development. Their educational
strategy seeks to respond to real problems linked to the community through the development of
projects. Follow the "problem-based learning" methodology and work in coordination with
schools and local organitations.

Science clubs educational
networks

Task 4.4

MINISTERIO DE EDUCACION Y
CULTURA (MEC)

Trondheim
31 October — 1° November 2022

A

Er# =~ Science clubs - MEC

Task: 4.4.2. Analysis of good practices - Search for similar practices in EU - In progress

STEP 1.- SEARCH FOR SIMILAR PRACTICES IN EU/ STEP 2.- IDENTIFY GOOD PRACTICES OF SCIENCE CLUBS
LATAM AND HOW THEY COULD BE IMPLEMENTED IN OTHER

ﬂ COUNTRIES
Tasks: Tasks:
* Identify similar programs (LATAM Participants of the *  Visit Uruguay - WP4 Coordinator team (2 weeks) to
National Science Club Fair (November 17, 18 and 19 in participate in the National Science Club Fair (17, 18 and 19

of November, Uruguay)

Uruguay) ; *  Visit Clubs in situ (between November 21 to 25)
* (Contact the responsible persons * Interviews with key actors of the experience (students,
* Elaboration of data collection instruments (data teachers, directors of educational centers, community,
collection form). NGO)
*  Systematize information *  Knowing Science Clubs’context

Preparatory tasks for the visit:

A selection of Science Clubs from different parts of Uruguay (In

progress) '
Preparation of the working agenda for the visit (In progress) .
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Activities mobilise more than 50,000 people each year in 100 localities across the country. The
annual number of Clubs ranges between 800 and 1000. All projects are presented annually at
departmental fairs and in the end of the year at the National Fair. This policy has positive results
in the educational communities involved. It contributes to the acquisition of new competences,
stimulating teamwork, creativity and innovation. The Science Club is a programme of the
Uruguayan Ministry of Education with the entire National Education System.

EZD XD D D ID I
Update

z?s!l;: 4.4.1. Evaluation of participation in Science  [SCHEDULE OF ACTIVITIES AND MILESTONES
ubs

Total Duration: 2 months
ﬂ ¢ A public call for hiring a research team was made Day 1: 21 October | Days
* "OPCION Consultores” was hired 1.7] 14 | 21 | 45 | S5 | &
* Research proposal: collect quantitative and qualitative data "“m“: :;:Mm"
* The general work plan proposed by the research AdustTents and GQRIZation of
team is organized in 3 steps Questionnare

Survey team training

STEP 1: ONLINE IN-DEPTH INTERVIEWS WITH TEACHERS EBOL Tast
" o Apphcation of the survey

STEP 2: ONLINE IN-DEPTH INTERVIEWS WITH STUDENTS T1ab0ralon Of FEouls FepOrTS
STEP 3: ONLINE CENSUS Final

2) Final products of the research

Thanks to this information, it was possible to build the interview track that explored the following
topics:

a. The objectives of the groups involved in the activities

b. The process of citizen involvement and the relationship with public decision-makers
c. Barriers to involvement

d. Main results achieved

The project partners presented the activities explaining the issues addressed and how, where
possible, citizens could influence decision-making processes.
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ISEED maps and explores how inclusive science can support European democracies.

For more information, comments or suggestions feel free to contact the Communication and
Information Architect Sarah Santos at: sarahsan@ntnu.no

europe.eu

@ISEED_EU
(@ISEEDEurope

ISEED Europe
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