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Production and use of evidence in the arena of public (policy) dispute
resolution and controversies, and the role of S&T.
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HENRRZIE U IZmBE/RFEE  robust “learning” through joint inquiry
ﬁtr/%,uﬂd)F'nEJ orientation toward resolution <-> “agony”
SBENTEBRARNSESAICIRD  agenda setting itself as the foci of controversy
AHEERM EARTEM uncertainties and indeterminacy

W&z $ksbSD narrowing down
XD ERBEORTER%  probability distribution and a standard for setting a threshold
. BEREFED T BN ? how to make a decision under such conditions
BRSNZRR  limited time
SRBAEME  accountability
. ,fifm% EDFBIN?  similarities to judicial procedures?
. TEFT>RICEDLKEKEKSFUA  evidence-based future scenario
. EREFESIDH/\F> R realizing governance that tolerates experiments
AME T/ < not extrapolation
FINF > RIS D158 developing trust in governance
BEDIB - B4 responsibilities of experts, legitimacy
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meta-processes for introducing a new collaborative project

. AF—=20mILST -0 - B8 stake/incentives/interests for joint inquiry

. BB NIXZIRBEDFIE champions

. (BART) #EHOBDN?  Who will actually put efforts in it (in JPN)?
EDSVWDHBIEFTIFFN ? Under what systems?

. HERIZFD®EE|  Role of social scientists and humanities

i l F F . ATF—IRIVS — (SR DH ?  Who are the stakeholders?



