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The establishment and organization of NBT was inspired by the Danish Technology Council (DBT). Its main task is to advise politicians on new technology. Technology councils around the world are organized very differently, and it varies greatly whether they involve ordinary citizens in their work.
Citizen involvement has been a cornerstone in the work of DBT. It is also an important element of NBT’s mandate, basically because it was such an important part of DBT’s work. However, NBT does not involve citizens, lay people as much as they would want, partly because it is so resource-intensive.
· Citizen involvement in research originates from the 60s and 70s, mainly due to developments in the area of biotechnology and atom … it is based on a tradition there as well. What is stated in our mandate is that we must involve broadly. Very generally, we use experts, interest groups, and lay people, where it can provide useful info., It is something we consider in all our projects, it is something we consider when we consider method.
· DTR is an independent institution. But the mandate of the council states that it must involve broadly.
Marit sums up: So, three considerations NBT takes into account when considering whether to involve citizens or not:
· NBT’s mandate 
· Whether it is expected to result in useful insights  
· Resources
Marit: Is it useful to involve equally broadly in each project?
Marianne: The form of involvement is often linked to ethical questions that are raised, the citizens are always influenced by the choice politicians make, but they are influenced by them do different degrees. For example, in a project on dementia it would be important to involve broadly; biotechnology is another field, and the development of new safety technology.
The projects where we often involve broadly are EU projects, due to requirements and resources set aside for it, but also independent of EU projects. NBT often takes the initiative to citizen involvement.
The technology board decides which projects to work on. All our projects will end in advice to politicians, even if the NBT participates in EU projects. NBT only participates in externally funded projects if it deems that they can take something away from the project in terms of policy advice. 
Marit: How can one achieve real involvement? To what extent are the views expressed by the citizens and other stakeholders included in the advice that is ultimately sent to the politicians?
Quote #1
“It is difficult to measure impact here. We are therefore interested in trying out different methods here - public summits, lay conferences - but we are concerned that the participants should be allowed to formulate their own recommendations, either individually or in groups. We always try to summarize the advice at the end of a consultation process so that something concrete comes out of it. For instance, one formulation that we may use in the final report may be «we recommend that…», or, "when healthcare is digitalized it is important to take x values ​​into account…". The format of the recommendations is different, depending on the topic. Those who have participated in the process can recognize what has been said.
We may also write a separate chapter concerning the conclusions drawn from a consultation process, or a separate small report on the involvement of lay people, and hand it over to the decision-makers. We try our best to ensure that those who have participated can follow the process.
Marit: Is there an element of lay people's involvement in everything you do?
Marianne: No, but other forms of involvement, stakeholder involvement, experts; 
“we always try to orient ourselves broadly. And if we see that here it is extra important or interesting with lay people's involvement, then we try to make it happen”.
Marit sums up: So, one reason why you involve lay people and other stakeholders is the fact that there are some areas that raise some ethically very difficult questions, there are some dilemmas there that it is difficult to decide on related to basic values ​​many have an opinion on. This is one of the main reasons why it is natural to connect with lay people and/or interest groups.
The second reason is that the development goes so fast, and we are unable to see the consequences. There is therefore a need for a new way of thinking about risk evaluation. Does this make sense to you?
Quote #2
 “Yes absolutely. In almost all projects we involve experts, and also user organizations; the next assessment we make is what insights it is important to pass on to the politicians, and that is when we consider whether lay people should be involved”.
Marit: the precautionary principle seems to have been an important driver behind the Danish Board of Technology’s active involvement of citizens and other social actors in their work. Has this been a theme at the Norwegian Board of Technology? This issue of how to define risk?

Quote #3
“the precautionary discussion is a historical backdrop, the discussion has been related to nuclear weapons technology, genetic technology…”
We are co-located with the national committees for research ethics; the intention being that one could draw on each other's competences and discuss these issues amongst us.  NBT also often collaborates with the Biotechnology Council. Then NBT stands for an involvement perspective. The Biotechnology Council has not taken that approach. But we had a project together about stem cells and cloning. At that time, NBT was responsible for user involvement.
Quote #4
“We also want to further develop the methods of lay involvement. The resources set limits. Thinking about whether it is possible to do it digitally, could be a way to lower the threshold.”
Marianne refers to the CIMULACT project, which focuses on the possibility of involving lay people and other stakeholders already in the design of framework programs (pre-call consultations). CIMULACT is coordinated by the DBT. The NBT was involved in the "Assisted living" project. Based on RRI, did not use the keys, but the principles.
Quote #5
[bookmark: _heading=h.gjdgxs]“It is difficult for researchers, and especially research groups in basic research, to know how to involve lay people. The time perspective also makes it difficult. Perhaps it is more appropriate to do so as CIMULACT suggests [pre-call consultations]; and perhaps it is more relevant to make such demands [of public engagement] in innovation projects; which are more practically oriented?”
Tips for who I can interview further:
Ellen Marie Forsberg
NFR: Elisabeth Gulbrandsen.
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