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Introduction

Camilla Modéer and Carl Johan Sundberg welcomed participants to the seminar and
explained the format. The aim of the session was to create an open forum for dialogue.
Session I would focus on why a dialogue between politics and the research community is
necessary, while Session II would examine how to improve this dialogue. Each session
would begin with brief talks by invited guests to stimulate dialogue amongst the groups
of participants.

Session |1 Why is a dialogue between
politics and the research community
necessary?

1. Karin Hermansson

Karin Hermansson gave an overview of a recent research project undertaken by the
Vetenskap & Allmanhet (Public & Science), entitled Politics and Science in Sweden. A
booklet containing a short summary of the main findings was distributed to
participants.' The research was conducted in 2006 and took the form of a telephone
interview survey with 595 politicians.

The survey showed that politicians have a high degree of trust in researchers (94%). This
is higher than the trust among the Swedish public (71%). It was thought that this finding
might reflect the higher educational status of the politicians compared with the general
public.

Politicians were asked to consider the level of influence that research has on individual
policy areas. The policy areas scoring highly were health (71%), energy and the
environment (65%) and education (42%). Areas that scored lowest were social welfare
(38%) and business (30%).

Politicians were asked to consider which research disciplines they thought had the
greatest impact on societal development. Medicine scored top (86%) with humanities
and social sciences thought to be less influential in this respect (39%). Interestingly,
when asked how often politicians used research results to inform policies, the reverse
ranking applied. Humanities and social sciences scored top (33%) with medicine lowest
(16%). Swedish politicians generally have a background in the social sciences, with very
few having a medical or engineering background.

! The report is available for download at http://www.v-a.se/downloads/varapport2006_5_eng.pdf
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The main conclusion from the study was that researchers and politicians need more
opportunities to meet. This would encourage the exchange of information in order to
make research easier for politicians to access and understand.

2. Dr Ashok Kumar MP

Dr Kumar began his presentation by pointing out that pressure on parliamentarians on
scientific issues comes from three main groups: constituents; lobby groups; and the
scientific community. He explained that of 646 MPs in the UK Parliament only around
80 have a scientific degree while 30 had been practising scientists before entering the
House. He went on to explain that parliamentarians need some way of accessing
scientific advice that they can understand. In the UK, the Parliamentary Office of
Science and Technology (POST) was established 20 years ago to provide briefing notes
on scientific topics likely to be debated in parliament. The office serves both the House
of Commons and the House of Lords, and provides impartial information, leaving the
politicians to make decisions. He then mentioned that another important source of
scientific information in the UK Parliament is parliamentary committees, in particular
the House of Commons Innovation, Universities, Science and Skills Committee and the
House of Lords Science & Technology committee. They carry out detailed inquiries into
government policy and produce reports.

Questions, Comments and Discussion

A questioner picked up on the point that few parliamentarians have a scientific
background. He said that the EU is run by lawyers and accountants, who do not
care about science and asked “where are the invaders?”. Malcolm Harbour
responded by pointing out MEPs who do have a science background, and
emphasising that there has been a 40% rise in the EU science budget within this
parliament.

3. Ulla Burchardt MP

Ulla Burchardt began her presentation by explaining her positions and responsibilities
in the German Bundestag. She went on to describe the challenges facing
parliamentarians. A key question for this group is awareness of scientific knowledge
available and how to access it. Equally important is how this information then is used to
inform the decision making process, which requires a solid knowledge base. Politicians
are often in the position of having to find solutions which are themselves caused by
technological advances, such as climate change.

Finding solutions requires scientific expertise and knowledge to understand cause and
effect as well as any detrimental impacts of new technologies on society, the economy
and ecology.

There is a need for special scientific advisory bodies with a specific remit to inform
parliaments. The German Parliament established the Biiro fiir Technikfolgen-
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Abschitzung (TAB) to fulfil this role. TAB has several policy areas which focus on the
environment, the economy and healthcare policy. The results of their studies are
published to stimulate debate and to feed into the parliamentary process.

Questions, Comments and Discussion
Frau Burchardt was asked to give an example of a situation where scientists and

politicians have not agreed on an issue_

4. Enric Banda

5. Gerhard Schdny
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