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Two mai n i ssues wer e di scussed:  
 

Who ar e t he sci ence communi cat i on communi t y? 
What  ar e t he bar r i er s t o di al ogue? 

 
 
WHO ARE THE SCI ENCE COMMUNI CATI ON COMMUNI TY? 
 
A wi de- r angi ng di scussi on t ouched on t he f ol l owi ng poi nt s and 
i ssues.   A consensus was not  r eached i n ever y case.  
 
The sci ence communi cat i on communi t y i s:  
 

• br oad aggr egat i on of  gr oups ( i ncl udi ng t he medi a)  
• over l ap of  ot her  communi t i es e. g.  pol i cy,  educat i on but  

i ncl udes some “ speci f i c”  sci ence communi cat or s 
• t he communi t y whi ch debat es i ssues such as “ What is science 

communication?” 
• t her e i s a sense of  communi t y t hr ough psci - com emai l  

di scussi on l i s t  -  t he onl y l i s t  t hat  cover s ever yt hi ng;  al so 
sense of  communi t y t hr ough t he Sci ence Communi cat i on 
Conf er ence.  

 
I t  was not ed t hat :  

• t he communi t y has no cl ear  l eader shi p 
•  “ sci ence communi cat i on”  has become “ sci ence i n soci et y”  – i s 

t hi s what  ever yone want s? 
• has been st eady change i n t he f i el d over  about  20 year s,  

t hough t he causes of  t hi s ar e har d t o pi npoi nt  
• cer t ai n j obs can now only be adver t i sed on psci - com,  i . e.  

communi t y has f ound a ni che 
• does par t  of  t he change i n t he f i el d r ef l ect  change i n 

soci et y? 
• ar e pol i cy maker s genui nel y i nt er est ed i n sci ence 

communi cat i on? ( maybe! )  
• medi a and pol i cy have become separ at ed f r om t he cor e 

communi t y 
• some gr oups mi ssi ng f r om t he communi t y ar e t eacher s and 

sci ent i st s 
 
 
BARRI ERS TO DI ALOGUE 
 
The f ol l owi ng i ssues wer e deemed,  f r om per sonal  exper i ence,  t o be 
bar r i er s t o genui ne di al ogue:  
 



• Audi ence:  l ast  mi nut e cancel l at i ons/  no- shows 
• Li t er at ur e:  can be har d t o mar ket  di al ogue 
• New met hodol ogy:  sci ence communi cat or s st i l l  l ear ni ng how “ t o 

do di al ogue” ;  but  have t o do i t  t o l ear n t o do i t !  
• Ti me:  some di al ogue pr ocesses r equi r e l onger  t i me commi t ment  

t han t r adi t i onal  event s 
• Subj ect :  some i ssues encour age di al ogue,  e. g.  “ f er t i l i t y”  

easi er  t han “ nanot echnol ogy”  -  nanot echnol ogy i s l ess 
f ocussed,  t angi bl e or  cur r i cul um- t ai l or ed 

• Basi s of  knowl edge:  easi er  t o di scuss “ neur osci ence”  t han 
“ nanot echnol ogy”  as ever yone can r el at e t o br ai n i ssues;  mor e 
nebul ous t opi cs can make peopl e f eel  st upi d 

• Tr ust :  of  sci ence and sci ent i st s 
• Sci ent i st s:  may be unwi l l i ng t o specul at e about  devel opi ng 

ar ea of  r esear ch 
• Quest i ons:  need t o ask t he r i ght  ones 
• Rel evance:  nanot echnol ogy has l ess of  a hook;  what  do t he 

audi ence get  out  of  t he di al ogue? what  wi l l  we do wi t h t he 
r esul t s? 

• Def i ni ng:  how open do you keep t he debat e? need some 
di r ect i on t o t he di scussi on but  want  t o di scuss t he sci ence 
and t he appl i cat i ons;  need t o f i nd hooks as can end up wi t h 
t he same end r esul t s ever y t i me e. g.  we need mor e r egul at i on 

• Need f or  act i v i t y/ scenar i o:   need t o l ear n how t o f r ame t he 
quest i ons;  posi t i ve exper i ences i ncl ude r epeat i ng event s or  
usi ng one event  t o shape t he next  t hough many event s come t o 
same concl usi ons e. g.  r egul at i on/ cont r ol  


