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The SATORI project

» A response to the call for Mutual Learning
and Mobilisation Action Plans (MMLAPs) on
Societal Challenges

» Part of the Science in Society work
programme

» Stakeholders Acting Together on the ethical
impact assessment of Research and
Innovation




Aims of SATORI

» Development of an ethical assessment
framework for scientific research and related
Inhovation activities

» Active involvement of all of the main actors
involved in the design and application of
ethics, principles and laws in research and
Innovation

» Aim to contribute to better, more inclusive
practices of governance for the European
system of research & innovation

SATORI
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The partners will develop an ethics assessment framework  based on thorough analysis, commonly accepted ethical principles, participatory processes and engagement with stakeholders, including the public in Europe and beyond. 


Rationale for SATORI

» Lack of uniformity of ethics assessment
frameworks

- Variety of ethical theories & methodologies, different
ethical approaches, different national/regional focus

» Dissimilar legislation and practices

» Implications of globalisation for “ethics dumping’
- Exporting “less ethical” research practices outside the EU

» Evolution of technologies and societal concerns
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Current academic approaches to ethics assessment employ a wide variety of ethical theories and methodologies, e.g. deontological, utilitarian, virtue ethics ethics of care and other approaches 

Different ethical approaches  have been developed within different areas of ethics assessments: medical ethics, for example, is dominated by principlism (an approach based on the four ethical principles of autonomy, beneficence, nonmaleficence and justice). 

Different focus in different countries/regions: XXX

Ethical assessment of R&I currently lacks unity, recognised approaches, professional standards and proper recognition in some sectors of society. EXAMPLE?? As the uniformity of the ethics framework increases, an improved understanding of ethical issues will be facilitated. 

Dissimilar legislation and practices affect ethical impact assessment. It is vital that any mutual learning about ethics assessment takes the legal environment into account. The rapid growth of legislation and regulation at the European level must be taken into account and its consequences for ethics assessment explored. Major legal initiatives such as the *proposed* new Clinical Trials Directive and the proposed Data Protection Regulation also impact the way ethics assessment is organised and implemented in the Member States. EXAMPLE…

The progressive globalisation of research activities implies an increasing risk of research with sensitive ethical issues being conducted by European organisations outside the EU without proper compliance structures and follow-up. The risks of ethics dumping – the exporting of research practices that would not be accepted in Europe on ethical grounds – will be addressed. Policy and legal options that can minimise such opportunistic behaviours – including international agreements and suitable legal provisions – will be proposed. 

Making sure that ethical principles and laws in research and innovation are adequately adapted to the evolution of technologies and moral and societal concerns. 













Required elements in the
framework

» The framework should encompass all
scientific disciplines




Mutual learning

» Mutual learning between different fields,
ethics assessors & approaches in different
European countries




Dialogue & participation

» The societal challenge of ethics assessment




Uniformity and diversity

» Finding a balance

» Variety in ethics assessors, nations and
regions, regulatory, social and institutional
settings
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Need to find a balance between universality and generality, on the one hand, and  diversity and context-specificity, on the other. Need to develop a framework and practices (?) that can fit all actors and can be used in different national and local settings. 
Different assessors have different roles, capabilities and resources, while different nations and communities may have different values and priorities, in addition to different regulatory, social and institutional settings. 



Participation of stakeholders

» Results should be useful to a wide variety of
ethics assessors

» Research ethics committees (IRBs)
» National ethics committees

» Funding agencies

» Science academies

» Research institutions

» Industry

» Civil society actors




Scope and terminology: research

“Research” here refers to scientific research
using scientific methods
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Scope and terminology: innovation

» Innovation: the development of new products,
processes and services

- Technological innovation
> Social innovation




Objects of assessment

1) Research and innovation plans and agendas
2) Research and innovation practices

3) Research and innovation systems and
infrastructures
4) Products of research and innovation

5) Impacts of research and innovation




Steps in the assessment

» Ethics assessment may involve three steps:

1) ldentification of ethical aspects of R&l
2) Evaluation of ethical aspects of R&l

3) Recommendations based on identification
and/or evaluation of ethical aspects




Building the ethics assessment
framework: existing & novel
approaches

» Research ethics
- Major focus on practice-internal issues

» SATORI will also have a major focus on
practice-external issues

» Ethical impact assessment
- » Anticipatory issues
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Research ethics is a major topic within ethics assessment. In the SATORI project, we will study the research ethics standards and approaches that have developed in different fields and different countries and we will investigate both their differences and similarities. 

Traditionally, research ethics has focused on practice-internal issues, including ethical issues in human subjects research, use of animals in research, institutional integrity, scientific integrity and conflict of interest. Traditional research ethics has had a limited focus on the potential utilisation of research results and resulting impact on society. Most approaches in research ethics focus on the actions of researchers who may have only limited responsibility for the application and utilisation of their research and have only limited means and expertise to assess societal impacts. However, the ethical assessment of research has increasingly become an activity that involves many actors beyond researchers and ethics committees and that also takes place at the policy level. Also policy-makers, funding agencies and industry involved. Corporations engage in R&D within frameworks of corporate responsibility which requires its own types of assessments. Thus there are good reasons to consider expected or actual utilisation and societal impacts as a major topic in ethics assessment, in addition to more internally oriented topics that have traditionally been central in research ethics.

In this project, we focus in on two new approaches, namely EIA and anticipatory ethics 



 


Ethical impact assessment

v

A process for identifying, examining and assessing the
ethical issues arising from the development of a project,
technology, service, policy or other initiative and, in
consultation with stakeholders, for taking remedial actions
as necessary in order to avoid or minimise the negative
impacts.

» An early warning system, a way to detect ethical problems,
build safeguards before, not after, heavy investment - fix
ethical issues now, not later

» Avoids costly or embarrassing mistakes
» Enhances informed decision-making
_» A way to gain the public’s trust and confidence

LR



Anticipatory ethics

» Anticipatory (technology) ethics is an approach for
broad ethical assessments of emerging technologies.

» It combines futures studies (including technology
assessment and forecasting) with ethical assessment.

» It identifies and studies ethical issues at three levels:
the technology level (fundamental techniques and
processes), the artifact level (actual and future products)
and the application level (actual and future uses by
different users in different contexts)




Structure of SATORI
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The challenge of diversity

» Precedents exist...

- Ethics review for EU research funding,
European Group on Ethics in Science and
New Technologies

- Also at the global level: 2005 Universal
Declaration on Bioethics and Human Rights




Towards a framework

» Focus on values?
o European constitution
> Linking and prioritising
values?

» Practices and protocols?
- Approaches, expertise,
cost — effectiveness

» Institutional structures?

- How to strengthen European policy and institutions for
ethics assessment?



Presenter
Presentation Notes
What form should the SATORI ethics assessment framework take?
Guidelines for R&I in Europe?
Standards for ethics assessment?
A framework that can be implemented by the European Commission?




Thank you!

Trilateral
Research &
Consulting

 SATORI

clare.shelleyegan@trilateralresearch.com
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