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ABOUT THE WORKSHOP

The trend of change from science and technology policy to science, technology and

innovation (STI) policy becomes remarkable in Japan but also in Europe.

Policymakers intend to break down the sense of economic and social stagnation by

creating innovation driven by science and technology. In order to solve complex social

issues, innovation is definitely essential. However, it is also obvious that creating “real”
innovation needs some other elements than just the development of science and

technology. Innovation needs integration of knowledge beyond disciplines. Recently

the role of social science and humanities (SSH) in the innovation process is being

highlighted and science, technology and innovation policy of many countries now

expects SSH to play important role in conceiving, realizing and adjusting the policy.

Practical knowledge and involvement of the people is also important to create
innovation. As an integration of diverse knowledge, the implementation of
“Trans-disciplinary” research is requested to solve social issues in responding to social
demand and create innovation that the society expects. “Trans-disciplinary” research
requires involvement of non-academic sectors, namely co-design, co-production,
co-delivery of research and its results with various stakeholders in society.

In this workshop, French and Japanese researchers mostly from SSH will discuss the
role of society and SSH in innovation and in creativity.

The Fondation France Japon de I’EHESS is beneficiating from the support of the
following organizations for this event: the Ecole des hautes études en sciences sociales,
the Institut d’études avancées de Paris and the Toshiba International Foundation.

Contact and information: Ken Daimaru (ken.daimaru[at]ehess.fr) & Shiho Hamada
(shiho.hamada[at]jst.go.jp)



PROGRAM

Day 1 - June 2nd 2015, 9:00 a.m.-6:10 p.m.
Venue: EHESS (190 Avenue de France 75013 Paris, conference room 638-640 — 6™ floor)

8:30-9:00 a.m.
9:00-9:10 a.m.
Keynote Speeches
9:10-9:40 a.m.

9:40-10:10 a.m.

10:10-10:30 a.m.
10:30-10:40 a.m.

Registration

Opening remarks by Sandra Laugier (CNRS) and Sébastien Lechevalier (EHESS)
Moderator: Satoru OHTAKE (JST)

Masahiro KURODA (Keio University): “Redesigning “Science for Science,

Technology and Innovation Policy” and “Roles of Social Sciences and

Humanity””

Dominique PESTRE (EHESS, Centre Koyre): “The sciences between technology,

economy and political regulations. Historical overview, current situation and

normative principles”

Q&A with the audience

Coffee Break

Session 1: “Innovation: past and present”

10:40-11:00 a.m.
11:00-11:20 a.m.

11:20-11:40 a.m.

11:40 a.m. -12:00
p.m.

12:00-12:20 p.m.
12:20-1:00 p.m.
1:00-2:30 p.m.

Moderator: Sandra LAUGIER (CNRS and Paris 1 University)
Sayaka OKI (Hiroshima University): "Innovation and its intellectual history: The
necessity of questioning our built-in framework"
Sawako TAKEUCHI (MCJP): "New equilibrium between robotization and
human conscience— learning from Toyota’s experiences"
Bernd GRAMBOW (Ecole des Mines de Nantes, CNRS) : "Innovation, science
and society facing the environmental footprint of large scale technologies, such as
nuclear industry"
Maki UMEMURA (Cardiff University & EHESS, Michelin Fellow): “Reforming
innovation in Japan: On Science, Society, and paradigm shift in biomedicine”
Mathias GIREL (ENS): “Innovation, Progress and Acceleration”
Discussion and Q&A with the audience
Lunch Break

Session 2 - The role of SSH in science, technology and innovation

Moderator: Tadashi KOBAYASHI (Osaka University)

a. STI, social issues and risks

2:30-2:50 p.m.
2:50-3:10 p.m.

3:10-3:30 p.m.
3:30-3:45 p.m.

Takehiro OHYA (Nagoya University) : “To Do, or Not to Do: Function of Social
Sciences toward Innovation”

Laura MAXIM (CNRS, Institut des sciences de la communication): “Policy for
rescuing innovation: a Franco-American example on green chemistry”

Discussion and Q&A with the audience

Coffee Break

b. Interdisciplinarity: the contribution of SSH

3:45-4:05 p.m. Sandra LAUGIER (CNRS and Paris 1 University): “CNRS and University Paris 1
Panthéon Sorbonne): “SSH as the core of interdisciplinarity ”

4:05-4:25 p.m. Arisa EMA (The University of Tokyo): “We’ve been down this road before: Al
boom and the Role of SSH”

4:25-4:45 p.m. Suzanne DE CHEVEIGNE (CNRS, Centre Norbert Elias): "Practicing
Interdisciplinarity Around Climate Change"

4:45-5:15 p.m. Discussion and Q&A with the audience

5:15-5:30 p.m. Short Break

Institutional presentations (part 1) Moderator: Sébastien LECHEVALIER (EHESS)

5:30-5:40 p.m. Patrice BOURDELAIS (CNRS)

5:40-5:50 p.m. Satoru OHTAKE (JST)

5:50-6:10 p.m. General Discussion - Moderator: Sébastien LECHEVALIER (EHESS)
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Day 2 - June 3rd 2015, 9:00 a.m.-6:10 p.m.
Venue : Institut d'études avancées de Paris (17 quai d'Anjou, 75004 Paris)

8:30-8:50 a.m.
8:50-9:00 a.m.

Registration
Welcome by Gretty MIRDAL (Paris Institute for Advanced Studies)

Session 3: Society in innovation and creativity

Moderator: Maki UMEMURA (Cardiff University & EHESS, Michelin Fellow)

a. What societies expect from innovation

9:00-9:20 a.m.

9:20-9:40 a.m.

9:40-10:00 a.m.

10:00-10:30 a.m.
10:30-10:40 a.m.

Roberto FREGA (CEMS-IMM, CNRS): “How democratic innovation can be?
The case for democratic experimentalism”

Tadamasa KIMURA (Rikkyo University): “Rethinking “Information Society” as
Discursive Imaginary to Probe Future in the Age of Artificial Intelligence or
Posthuman”

Frédéric JOULIAN (EHESS, Centre Norbert Elias): “Between science and
technology, the cultural technology revisited”

Discussion and Q&A with the audience

Coffee Break

b. Inter and Trans-disciplinary research, social change, and well-being

10:45-11:05 a.m.
11:05-11:25 a.m.
11:25-11:45 a.m.

11:45 a.m.-12:45
p.m.

Official Ceremony

12:45-1:15 p.m.

1:15-1:30 p.m.

Sébastien LECHEVALIER (EHESS): “How taking into account social needs can
contribute to the emergence of new industries. The case of personal robotics”
Toshiya TSUJITA (Osaka University): “Rethinking the Design Methods for
Appropriate Technology: Some Implications for Japan”

Discussion and Q&A with the audience

Lunch Break

Signature ceremony of the Memorandum of Cooperation between the JST and the
EHESS in the presence of Satoru OHTAKE (JST) and of Pierre-Cyrille
HAUTCOEUR (EHESS)

Visit of Hotel de Lauzun at the invitation of Gretty MIRDAL

b. Inter and Trans-disciplinary research, social change and well-being (continued)

1:30-1:50 p.m.
1:50-2:10 p.m.
2:10-2:30 p.m.

2:30-3:00 p.m.
3:00-3:20 p.m.

Modarator: Sayaka OKI (Hiroshima University)
Emiko OCHIAI (Kyoto University & EHESS, Blaise Pascal Fellow) : “Social
Innovation and the Innovation of World View: The True Contribution of SSH”
Vanessa NUROCK (CRESPPA- Labtop, Paris 8 University): “Innovation,
responsibility and care in nanomedicine”
Takayoshi KUSAGO (Kansai University): “Creating a Sustainable Local Society:
a Case of Local Revitalization and Innovation in Minamata”
Discussion and Q&A with the audience
Short Break

c. Social change and participation

3:20-3:40 p.m. Stéphanie RUPHY (Pierre-Mendés France University, Grenoble): “Public
Participation in the Setting of Research Agenda: Challenges from a Philosophical
Perspective”

3:40-4:00 p.m. Elise DOMENACH (ENS Lyon): “Blindness and denial in films on the 311
nuclear catastrophe”

4:00-4:20 p.m. Tadashi KOBAYASHI (Osaka University): “How was people’s voice heard? : A
Trial of Public Consultation on Energy Policy after Fukushima”

4:20-4:50 p.m. Discussion and Q&A with the audience

4:50-5:10 p.m. Short Break

5:10-5:40 p.m. General discussion - Moderator: Sandra LAUGIER (CNRS) and Tadashi
KOBAYASHI (Osaka University)

Institutional presentations (part 2) Moderator: Hiroshi TSUDA (JST)

5:40-6:00 p.m. Marie-Frangoise CHEVALLIER - LE GUYADER (IHEST)

6:00-6:10 p.m. Closing remarks by Tadashi KOBAYASHI (Osaka University)
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ABSTRACT

Masahiro KURODA (Keio University)
“Redesigning “Science for Science, Technology and Innovation Policy” and “Roles of
Social Sciences and Humanity™”

RH BH BEREXE)
BB A 7 R—=2 a VBOROB OB & AX - 2B ZFORE]

Alvin M. Weinberg has already written the message in 1974, “Many of the issues which
arise in the course of the interaction between science, or technology and society hang on
the answers to questions which can be asked of science and yet which cannot be answered
by science.” We are really recognizing the meaning of his caution at this stage passed more
than 20 years in 21st century. Is it due to the property of the modern science and
technology or the complexities of the modern society? In order to solve these
“trans-scientific issues”, we need to redesign the framework of science, technology and
innovation policy theoretically and methodologically as a “science”.

Alvin M. Weinberg 1%, 1974 ££{29"TIZ, £ D 3L Science and Trans-Science” D H?
T, [HBF - Hif et omb D GO TAET 5L < OMEP IR E b &
DTEZEZRDDLFIITELN, LOLARICL > TOATIE, B RWETH
MTEIR, 29 LICBEICH LT, TV AP AT R L W) FETE
BT 252 LaRETDH, ) LT, BIHESITBIT 2R FORBOM L S 2700
TW5, Divbiid, 21 D 20 FREZEBE 245, ZOEEOEBEMEITH < KD
WTW5, 2, BB FPEINOREN G Db DIEA I 22k b, B L
L7t OREED DA FNToMIRIRDTIEA 5 22 ZORIBEICH LT 57212, 9
— B BURICRI I A ) =29 VBOROREE & SO B R 2B FAIC FLE L T
HHOVER DD, T LT, £EZTOAXL - HESRFORFNEZEZ THIZNEE S,

Dominique PESTRE (EHESS, Centre Koyre)
“The sciences between technology, economy and political regulations. Historical overview, current
situation and normative principles”

FI=7 « "RV (77 ARSI R RSN, 7 V7 Y Kb s LRFSERT)

The aim of the paper is to spell out the tensions and synergies between technological development,
economic logics and democratic demands. My choice has been to put the question in historical
perspective and to conclude by drawing some principles that could underpin a normative attitude I
will do that by looking at key historical moments — around 1800, around 1900, and around 2000 —
and try to show changes and continuities.

I will then comment on the relationships between contemporary techno-science, expertise, economy
and ‘civil society’, and on the multiplicity of social spaces in which assessments are made and
decisions taken. Finally, I will become normative and propose some principles for the future.

Sayaka OKI (Hiroshima University)
“Innovation and its intellectual history: The necessity of questioning our built-in framework”
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One of the most essential roles of humanities in society is making critical arguments about the
meanings of words that we use often without reflexive analysis. Recent studies in the field of
intellectual history on the term ‘innovation’ reveal that it has been a contested idea for most of its
history, and has radically changed its connotation from the negative to the positive, as it came to be
defined as utility or progress (For example, see Benoit Godin, /nnovation Contested: The Idea of
Innovation Over the Centuries, Routledge, 2015, and similar works by him on this topic). In the
latter half of the 20th century, the word was firmly connected with technology and the market, and
is now represented as an indispensable element to imagine a new order of society, especially a
society driven by a knowledge-based economy. However, from some case studies, we know that
today’s tendencies carry a potential risk toward an excessive inclination to
industrial/market-centeredness in our science policy, as well as hasty adoption of a utopian vision
of progress by technological innovation. Indeed there exist a series of important approaches, such
as Responsible Research and Innovation (RRI), to avoid occurrence of morally or socially harmful
outcomes of innovation (especially outcomes of technological innovation), but I find it also
necessary to continue to analyze the concept itself to avoid its mystification and to be more aware
of hidden epistemological contexts of our use of the term. From my own point of view, I am
particularly interested in the semantic link between ‘innovation’ and the notion of ‘utility’. In fact,
the latter has several versions and each one supports different types of creativity in science and
technology.

(A ) _R— 3| OEERZEIC L iuiE, Innovation & WD) SE XD TIEFITR AT
TATREBERTH 120, AHAESCHEED A A=V B I OHEGERFE LN Z LT, 20
A BRI K WEREFFO L D107 o T, 70, ITHEA / X— 3 T SRR
20BYHFEDOL DO HERE Lo TS, LLZ DX 5 ICEROHEFAN AN
STIREET T4 /) R—=Ta v BDWEEOHLD L0 TCHWL KT D Z &id, WA
¥ - TGP L ERDBAS, HITRRBIC X DS 0L E2 TFAICE C2HEM 258D 5 Y
AT bbb EVbID, BEREAICED LS REECITHOMERE L6 9 0%
i, MEERVEIERIZONTERTLOMN, HRIBITDHALFEICE > TOEER
HHDOD—DOTH D,

Sawako TAKEUCHI (MCJP)
“New equilibrium between robotization and human conscience — learning from Toyota’s
experiences”

A ERT (N BAEL)
INAF 27, Bfy Me ARAOFHEEZELOREAT L A% BIEL T

There are many past theories in line with production innovation since the Ford Moter’s mass
production theory. But it is time to reconsider whether automation or robotization could contribute
to cost effectiveness in the long term. Toyota experienced the management crisis in the 2008
Lehman shock which led to closing down a number of plants. Since then, we can see inside Toyota
the reverse trend of production innovation with more emphasis on human conscience and less on
robotization. This new model is now being applied to a production of most advanced hydrogen
powered cars, “Mirai”. It can save 40% of investment and provides more flexible and effective
solutions. In light of Descartes’s concept on “conscience” I have developed an alternative new idea,
which can replace a conventional theory of automation and handmade production, by a new
dynamic equilibrium between conscience and robotization. This word “conscience” signifies the
judgement power of human being using correct inner sense, conduct and dexterity.
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Bernd GRAMBOW (Ecole des Mines de Nantes, CNRS)
"[nnovation, science and society facing the environmental footprint of large scale technologies, such
as nuclear industry"

N h e TTARY (T2 m B LR

Large scale technologies as those engaged in nuclear industry are strongly regulated often by
dedicated agencies, such as the nuclear safety authority ASN in France. Regulation shall be
independent and shall assure that the various actors operate the nuclear installations (reactors, fuel
cycle infrastructure, transports, waste disposal sites...) in a way as to minimize risk to operators,
population and environment. Regulations evolve both in technical and in organizational terms and
they set the bounding conditions for any innovation. In most cases innovation is only treated as a
technical issue with societal bounding conditions. We argue for a much stronger direct involvement
of social sciences in a dialogue with physical sciences in the innovation process in particular as far
as the environmental footprint of nuclear energy is concerned.

Maki UMEMURA (Cardiff University & EHESS, Michelin Fellow)
“Reforming innovation in Japan: On Science, Society, and paradigm shift in biomedicine”

WHER (W=7 4 7R%E, 77 RAEMNHESBFEESEMHERI V2T - 721 —)

Around the world, governments have targeted certain knowledge intensive industries for economic
development. In Japan, part of the government’s recent Abenomics programme to “revitalize” the
country includes support for the healthcare industry, with particular emphasis on regenerative
medicine — a field in which Japanese scientists have pioneered research. Within this context, this
paper examines the evolution of Japanese firms at the technological frontier in regenerative
medicine.

Part of the aim of the paper is to consider whether the state — albeit often underplayed in the
literature — continues to play a fundamental role in nurturing innovation and the development of
emerging industries even as firms leverage institutional diversity at regional and international
levels, and develop networks of innovation. Along with recent works, this paper questions the claim
made by Hall and Soskice (2001) that certain institutional environments are necessarily to be
associate with “radical” or “incremental” innovation. It suggests that high technology sectors may
at times capitalize more on tacit rather than codified knowledge, and develop in institutional
environments often associated with incremental rather than radical innovations.

Mathias GIREL (ENS)
“Innovation, Progress and Acceleration”

~FT A Vb (EEMEER)



Building on Hartmut Rosa’s analysis of acceleration as a global phenomenon, I will contrast the
concurrent notions of progress and innovation, in a context where (a) references to progress (and
with them all the meliorist perspectives it implied) are fading, and (b) where innovation becomes
the key notion. I will offer a defense of an updated version of the first notion.

Takehiro OHYA (Nagoya University)
“To Do, or Not to Do: Function of Social Sciences toward Innovation™

KE HER B EEKRT)
(A ) _— 3 KT DA B O R, TERAIHEHE |

By introducing the project of legisprudence, or study on legislation to investigate how "good
legislation" would be to generate social innovation artificially, explain its limit mainly derived from
the difficulty in confirming and estimating social demand in advance. Also explain the recent trend
to reestablish its goal as negative check to determine choices to be rejected, by investigating the
conditions of "bad legislation". Referring to this experience, try to indicate that in relation to
scientific and technological innovations, social sciences take the similar position, as to put their
importance on the function to make negative check against scientific and technological research
activities which tend to be recklessly driven by their own necessities and incentives, from the social
viewpoint taking the form as research or life ethics. Also try to suggest that such negative check
could have positive effects to remove obstacles for the developed technology to emerge social
demand, or even enhance such process of emergence.

NEW RS ) _R—=2a VA TR LWiiik] obv FaEeL ko Lz
SESFORBEFEI U, FRCAHBRRF T2 FAC MR - TS 22 EoRBICHEKT D
ZORRE, TELUXNIE OFMERIET D2 & THREIN DI RE BN ZMEEL LD &
THRITT 47 « Tz 7 ELTORERBREICOVWTHRAT L, £Ib, BEsiiis
WizBiFH A4 /) RXR—=varEoBRICBW LR AT 47 - Fov 7 & LTOMNBEMNITE
&9 252 & T, WFZEMER - EdfmERe Ak LD 2B geio 64 2 Sk
fil & LT R&EZEERIBT D,

Laura MAXIM (CNRS, Institut des sciences de la communication)
“Policy for rescuing innovation: a Franco-American example on green chemistry”

TUT XA (7T REMNBEENEE X — EWEEERT)

Based on interviews with scientists in France and the United States, the presentation aims at
showing that understanding the role of research and environmental policies for greening chemistry
is essential for sustaining this recent trend in chemical sciences and innovation over time.

Sandra LAUGIER (CNRS and Paris 1 University)
“SSH as the core of interdisciplinarity”

Yo FT -mvx (77 RAESNRENEE 2 — N E-RE)

The Interdisciplinary mission at the CNRS supports since 2012 various projects, many identified
now as societal challenges (Energy, Risks, Gender...). CNRS is the only French research
organization able to support innovative interdisciplinary projects in which its teams join forces
across a broad range of scientific fields and can take into account the social dimension of science,



with teh presence of HSS researchers. But these new challenges raise also the question of the
competing conceptions of such sociality:is it the "impact" of science, as measurable consequences,
or its responsibility to society and human beings, present and future ? HSS should not only be
"taken into account" but also involved at the outset in the developement of scientific challenges and
in the involvement of citizens in the construction of knowledge

Arisa EMA (The University of Tokyo)
“We’ve been down this road before: AI boom and the Role of SSH”

L AW GEEKXF)
Al 7 — A & AL - B ZORE . ZOBEIT W20 kTE]

Japan is currently facing overheating of the 3rd Artificial Intelligence boom with keywords “big
data” and “deep learning” (1st boom around 1970s after the Dartmouth conference, 2nd boom
around 1980s with the rise of “expert systems”). Along with expectations to potential of Al, ethical,
legal and social implications (ELSI) has been raised and the collaboration with social sciences and
humanities are required not only to prohibit dangerous technology but to promote innovation.
However, since Al is very old and new words, the definition of Al is vague and its social
implications range from long-term (the technological singularity hypothesize the moment in time
when Al will have exceeded the human intelligence) to short term (such as responsibility problem
on self-driving car). The presentation implicates organizational and structural problem (ex.
difference in management style and community scale) and the role of STS researchers in the
interdisciplinary project by introducing a case study that the presenter has been involved to link Al
& SSH researchers since 2014.

BE, BATIEEHE ZRATHET — 20K TEBY, BERMICH SSH & OE#ER ELSI ~0
BLENEE RO TS, TARF, NTHEWNED I 2=7 4 TlE, ¥or*¥=27Y
TADEHTHRVEoMEE, BEEERED X 94 L D BRNCS D BEMNREL TV
Do AFEFRTIT | FRIOFEERRIEE) B AL TE A M-8 (R &t - fmet
ROHNLDZE) . HER 72 (FHRRNH O IS/ D), A 7 voz% (IFRARDIF
W) BREERNTHI LT, FEREZBELTHHFEELE LTOS T SHIREENR
T2 D AREN L VA 72 D P D AR AR L 72,

Suzanne DE CHEVEIGNE (CNRS, Centre Norbert Elias)
"Practicing Interdisciplinarity Around Climate Change"

AP X e Ry« vz g—=a (77 RAEMLBREWIEE S ¥ —)

The natural scientists working on climate change are beginning to realize, more and more clearly,
that they need to collaborate with social scientists, to tale on board the cultural, social, historical, ...
dimensions of the problems they are analyzing. Based on two practical experiences, the Horizon
2020 Advisory Group on Climate Action, Environment, Resource Efficiency and Raw Materials
and the Regional Group of Climate Experts recently set up by Provence-Alpes-Cdte d'Azur Region,
I shall discuss how the collaboration can be integrated into research policy.

Roberto FREGA (CEMS-IMM, CNRS)
“How democratic innovation can be? The case for democratic experimentalism”

g~ ke 70 (7T AENMEFEMEE 2 —)
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Recent debates in political theory has shown the existence of an increasing troubling tension
between efficacy, competitiveness, innovation on the one hand and the respect of democratic
procedures and values on the other. The rise of expertise as a legitimate basis for decision making at
several level of national and international policy making only confirm this. Yet democracy was
traditionally praised not only for its legitimating power but also for its efficacy in dealing with
social problem and, hence, in producing social innovation attuned with perceived needs.
Democratic experimentalism provides a promising framework for combining legitimacy and
efficacy in dealing with social problems, especially when seen as a theory of public institutions. In
my talk I will introduce this approach and explore its potential for recombining democratic
aspirations with social change in a time of deep transformations.

Tadamasa KIMURA (Rikkyo University)
“Rethinking “Information Society” as Discursive Imaginary to Probe Future in the Age of Artificial
Intelligence or Posthuman”

A BIE GLEKF)
MMHERERHIFE~ATHRELDVEFRA M a—~< UV EBRICBIT AR KEERZT HEDR
XAl E LT~

In the 2010s, there has been a growing interest in artificial intelligence as a core technology to

generate a great deal of innovation in the near future. Artificial intelligence, associated on one hand
with neuroscience and brain science, and on the other hand with robotics, might well bring about a
multitude of impact on society. Those agents and robots with artificial intelligence that think and
behave as an autonomous entity will be diffused in society, so that industrial structure, job structure,
social life and so forth will be transformed profoundly. The boundary between human and machine
(non-human) is ambiguous, so we human beings may have to define ourselves in a radically
different way. Some show great concern about what the race against the machines will cause to us;
others point out the danger of the emergence of fully developed autonomous artificial intelligence
beyond human’s capabilities. For science of science, technology and innovation policy, it is no
doubt that artificial intelligence is among the most important issues to explore.
In this presentation, I will not discuss the issue of artificial intelligence and innovation in terms of
technological forecast and evaluation. Instead, I scrutinize the issue in terms of a discursive
imaginary of "Information Society." In fact, I assume our discursive practice concerning artificial
intelligence is a state-of-the-art fashion of the discursive imaginary of "Information Society" in the
Age of Posthuman. The concept of "Information Society" was set forth and became popular in the
1960s in Japan to seek for a future direction of Japanese society with an emphasis on industrial
development. It became a discursive imaginary to formulate policy measures and curiously has
survived for more than half a century. Its significant feature is that it claims that computer and
digital technology will cause revolution and “Information Society” is a society to come due to this
revolution. In Japan, we have had a huge amount of discussion of "information revolution",
"multimedia revolution" "IT revolution", "broadband revolution" "ubiquitous revolution", and the
like and “the advent of (advanced) information society.” Moreover, in the future image resulting
from such revolutionary changes, there have been both rosy pictures and dark pictures; curiously,
those pictures have been basically the same, though core technologies allegedly causing changes
have been on the cutting edge of each era. The discursive imaginary of artificial intelligence could
be considered to be the latest version of “(Advent of) Information Society,” which interpretation
would shed different lights on current discussion of artificial intelligence and societal changes
associated with its development.
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Frédéric JOULIAN (EHESS, Centre Norbert Elias)
“Between science and technology, the cultural technology revisited”

ZV Ry s -2 0Ty ((EEEEEENTE)

The aim of this presentation is to relate the cultural technology recent history (from Leroi-Gourhan
first impulse during the sixties) and to describe this crucial moment of cristallization during the
seventies, at a time the analysis of techniques means also an original dialogue between marxism,
structuralism and a socio-technological approach.

In a second moment, I will try to describe the critical epistemology at stake (with Robert Cresswell
work for example) to bridge the gap between “science” and ‘“society”, through techniques and
technology (in their economic, social, symbolic, and of course, reflexive acceptions.

I will tackle the innovation question through examples borrowed to craft making activities, focussing
of the idea of know-how transmission and pleasure at work (raised by F. Sigaut), and illustrated by
new public mediations explored with Technique&culture interdisciplinary journal.

Sébastien LECHEVALIER (EHESS)
“How taking into account social needs can contribute to the emergence of new industries. The case of
personal robotics”

ENZAF Yy Nvayy Ve (77 AESASH RSN IER)

It is now widely recognized that the major condition for a new technology to give birth to a new
industry is that it meets a market. To put it differently, technological developments alone are not
enough to create growth and wealth. They need to be connected to social needs and this process is
nothing but automatic. This may explain the following paradox regarding the deepening of the
division of labor: it is necessary to lead to innovation in a context of increasing complexity of
technologies but, at the same time it contribute to the increasing distance between engineers and the
rest of the society. The purpose of this contribution is to investigate this paradox and its solutions
by focusing on the difficult emergence of personal robotics as a new industry in Japan. It primarily
lies on new technologies that may potentially create a breakthrough in the field of robotics by
giving birth to robot that are mobile in random environments, in interaction with human being and
with a capacity of learning. We argue that the major difficulty for this potential new industry to

12



emerge comes from a lack of attention to social needs.

Toshiya TSUJITA (Osaka University)
“Rethinking the Design Methods for Appropriate Technology: Some Implications for Japan”

TH &R RERKF)
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Appropriate Technology (AT) has been known as a technological solution that aims to improve
the lives and livelihoods of people who live in a very limited circumstance. Since this idea was
introduced in the 1970s, there has been much discussion on how to design the methods for
implementing AT, including the interdisciplinary approach. This presentation aims to explore the
evolution of the AT concept, and seeks to identify what is and is not new in the latest trends in
design methods for AT. It argues that the AT concept has evolved through four waves, and
highlights the impact of ‘diffusion of power’ and the ‘digital fabrication revolution’ on
implementing AT in the fourth wave. After describing the issues of design methods of the fourth
wave, it examines the possibilities and challenges of implementing AT projects in ‘advanced
issues’ country Japan that faces a mountain of social problems, such as aging population,
urbanization and depopulation of rural areas.
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Emiko OCHIAI (Kyoto University & EHESS, Blaise Pascal Fellow)
“Social Innovation and the Innovation of World View: The True Contribution of SSH”

wEEET GHRZE, AR ENER T L— A2 VT 21 —)

The current world is facing fundamental changes. Globalization and the tensions arisen from it is
definitely a significant challenge in the world today. Population ageing is said to be an irreversible
change that affects economy and requires deconstruction and reconstruction of welfare systems.
The hegemony change in the world system is also a serious issue. The modern values created in the
Enlightenment period are challenged by multiculturalism. The innovation of the world view is
necessary to frame those changes and to find future directions. Then, social innovations are needed
to adjust existent social systems to current changes and to create new ones. Technological
innovations are important but it is risky to restrict the imagination and discussion about innovation
within that area. This presentation reviews successful and unsuccessful examples of social
innovations and the innovation of the world view to cast light on their huge impacts.

Vanessa NUROCK (CRESPPA- Labtop, Paris 8 University)
“Innovation, responsibility and care in nanomedicine”

G Ry Xy s (Y HAKE)
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Recent innovations in nanomedicine in general, and in research on diagnosis in particular, are often
considered as a prototypical example of what is often called “the nano-revolution”. However, this
“scientific revolution “ is in the same time a conceptual revolution. It transforms how we shape our
world and some essential concetps, e.g. how we consider the concepts of “patient” in the medical
field or of “responsibility”. For this reason, nanomedicine may be a good candidate for thinking
afresh interdisciplinarity, social changes as well as the role of the Social Sciences in this process.

Takayoshi KUSAGO (Kansai University)
“Creating a Sustainable Local Society: a Case of Local Revitalization and Innovation in Minamata”

B FH BEERF)
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Minamata, a local city in Kyushu, benefitted of prosperity of local economy through modern
industrialization and then suffered severely of Minamata-disease problems for a long time. In 2008,
however, the city was selected as one of the first six environmental model cities by the central
government of Japan. Minamata, in its process leading to the model city, re-examined the meaning
of affluence and made a shift toward a well-being society to improve the quality of life. In the
modern world facing the daunting task of balancing economic development and environmental
conservation, we can learn most from the case of Minamata’s revitalization. Thus, we will discuss,
in the city of Minamata, why and how local people and the public sector started to collaborate for
creating a sustainable local society and unique local environmental policy measures and a practical
local innovation tool such as neighborhood study method from a view point of an action researcher.
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Stéphanie RUPHY (Pierre-Mendés France University, Grenoble)
“Public Participation in the Setting of Research Agenda: Challenges from a Philosophical
Perspective”

AFTr= AT 4 (EZ—JL s LT A+ 75 AKF)

Pleas for a democratization of the setting of research agenda are often made, and rightly so, on
political and moral grounds. In a nutshell, citizens, it is argued, are affected in their daily life by
scientific breakthroughs (genetic tests, nanotechnologies, GMO, etc.), and research is (at least
partially) funded by their taxes, therefore, in a democratic society, they should have their say in the
choices made about research priorities. I will investigate to what extent these pleas may be
compatible with a defense, on epistemological grounds, of the autonomy of science and how they
can be articulated with existing decision processes as regards science priorities.

Elise DOMENACH (ENS Lyon)
“Blindness and denial in films on the 311 nuclear catastrophe”
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In this presentation I will explore Philippe Rouy’s Four Buildings Facing the Sea. And I will move
from questioning the film’s audience to reflecting on the issues of denial and blindness in Philippe
Rouy’s trilogy of films using Tepco’s propaganda images of the crippled nuclear plan in Fukushima
Daiichi. My aim will be to question the blinding and revelatory powers of the medium of film itself
in relation to nuclear energy; to enlighten our fascination for the nuclear technology as well as the
blinding effect of radiation itself. Using both Stanley Cavell's concepts of doubt and denial, I would
like to suggest a way in which films can help changing our ways of thinking about the nuclear
technology.

Tadashi KOBAYASHI (Osaka University)
“How was people’s voice heard ?: A Trial of Public Consultation on Energy Policy after Fukushima”

R B R CRIRKEF)
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Since the beginning of the 21th century increasingly stressed was the importance of dialogue
between science and society. Actually advanced countries have tried many kinds of the dialogue
using participatory methods such as the consensus conference, the planungszelle, the citizen jury
and deliberative polling on many kind of scientific issues.

However such dialogues have been rarely utilized in the policy making and remained
experimental. Japan being in like situation faced the radical challenge to the competency of the
government after Fukushima. Especially reconsidering of the energy policy was understood a
critical and urgent challenge. At this moment interestingly enough the word “public discussion”
was invoked by many sectors in Japan and the government also announce to tackle the challenge
through “national discussion”.

The deliberative polling (DP) on the energy policy in 2012 was the method for the public
consultation Japanese government chose. In my presentation how the DP was carried out will be
shown briefly and what impact the DP gave on the policy making will be examined. Then the
achievements and challenges of the DP will be reviewed. Finally the third World Wide Views
scheduled on 6th this June as another case of the public consultation will be compared with the DP
in Japan.
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Marie-Francoise CHEVALLIER-LE GUYADER (Institute of Advanced Studies for Science and
Technology)
« About the Institute of Advanced Studies for Science and Technology »

<= TTVT 2Ty x b T AT = (BRI E SR R)

IHEST’s ambition is to create a network of leading figures attentive to the issues raised by research
and keen to participate in an informed debate on science, technology and innovation, and their
impact on society. As a forum for learning and reflection on the relationship between science and
society, IHEST organises a one-year national training course from October to June for scholars
nominated by ministerial decision. These scholars constitute a pool of top level actors from all
sectors of social activity — whether or not they have a scientific background. Every year, a European
Summer school brings together some 80 participants and speakers for a short, targeted course.
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SPEAKER PROFILE

Satoru OHTAKE (JST)
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Satoru OHTAKE joined science and technology administration in
the Government of Japan in1984, after conferred Master Degree of
Science in high energy physics in science administrations, he engaged
in the policy planning and R&D management; establishment of
Government’s Science and Technology Basic Plans (in 1996, 2001
and 2011), establishing and running research programs and projects
and engaging International Human Frontier Science Program in the
HFSP Organization in Strasbourg in France. He used to work in
international collaborations, both bilateral and multilateral programs
like Global Science Forum of OECD, GEO/GEOSS, and the
International Thermonuclear Experimental Reactor Project (ITER) In
JST, he is in charge of science and technology information science
communication programs, and to overall management of JST as a
deputy to the president from 2013. He occasionally gives lectures on
science, technology and innovation policy in universities.

Masahiro KURODA (Keio University)
BE B (BERRXTF)

Masahiro KURODA is a Principal Fellow, Center for Research and
Development Strategy, JST. Professor Emeritus of Keio University.
Ph.D. (Business and Commerce). He was promoted to Professor in
1982. Through the Director of the Keio Economic Observatory and
Vice President (provost) of Keio University during June 2001- May
2005, he moved on to President of Economic and Social Research
Institute, Cabinet Office during June 2005-May 2008. In June, 2008
he affiliated with current position. He experienced President of the
International Input-Output from 1997-1999; and Chairman, the
Advisory Committee for Natural Resources and Energy, Energy and
Supply Sub-committee from 1998-2010. (Awards): the Economist
Award and the Japan Statistical Society Prize. (Publication) General
Equilibrium Analysis of Japanese Economy (co-author, 1974);
Introduction to Positive Economics (1984), Quantitative Analysis to
General Equilibrium (1989) etc.
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Dominique PESTRE (EHESS, Centre Koyre)
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Dominique PESTRE is a social and political historian of 19" and 20"
Century science and technology. He has also written on philosophical
aspects and on quite contemporary topics. He has co-edited Science in
the Twentieth Century with John Krige, and Dictionnaire culturel des
sciences with N. Wittkowski and JM Levy-Leblond. He has published
History of CERN, in collaboration, 3 volumes, Heinrich Hertz,
L’administration de la preuve (PUF, collection Philosophies, 2002,
with Michel Atten), Science, Argent et Politigue (INRA 2003), Les
Sciences pour la guerre, 1940-1960 (EHESS, 2004), with Amy
Dahan, Introduction aux Science Studies (La Découverte, 2007) and 4
contre-science. Politiques et Savoirs des sociétés contemporaines
(Seuil, 2013).

Sandra LAUGIER (CNRS and Paris 1 University)
YR vy (79 RAELHRER ¥ —, RN E—-KZF)

Sandra LAUGIER is Professor of Philosophy at Université Paris 1
Panthéon-Sorbonne, Paris, France, and Senior member of Institut
Universitaire de France. She has been the Deputy Director of the
Institut des Sciences Humaines et Sociales, CNRS since 2010. Laugier
is the translator of Stanley Cavell’s work in French and is specialized
in Ordinary Language Philosophy, Ethics, American Philosophy
(Cavell, Emerson, Thoreau) and gender studies (Ethics of care). She is
the author of many books in French, English, Italian, German,
including: Tous vulnérables, le care, les animaux et [’environnement
(Payot, 2012), Face aux deésastres, le care, la folie et les grandes
détresses collectives; co-authored with Anne Lovell, Stefania
Pandolfo, Veena Das (Ithaque, 2013), Why We Need Ordinary
Language Philosophy (U. of Chicago Press, 2013), Recommencer la
philosophie, Cavell et la philosophie américaine (Vrin, 2014), and Le
principe démocratie, with A. Ogien, (La Découverte, 2014).

Sayaka OKI (Hiroshima University)
Rk &X&F (KEBRF)

Sayaka OKI is Associate Professor of History of Science
&Technology at the Hiroshima University, Graduate School of
Integrated Arts and Sciences. She is Member of Science Council of
Japan (2014-present), Executive committee member of the Japanese
Society for Science and Technology Studies (2013-present). Her
research interests include History of Science & Technology in the
18-19th century of France, especially on the relationship between the
government and academic institutions of Science, Science and
Technology Studies, and Science Policy. Ph.D. in Arts and Sciences at
the University of Tokyo, Graduate School of Arts and Sciences,
Tokyo, Japan (2008). She is recipient of the JSPS Prize, Japan Society
for Promotion of Science in 2013 and of the Japan Academy Medal,
Japan Academy in 2013.
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Sawako TAKEUCHI (MCJP)
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Bernd GRAMBOW (Ecole de
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Sawako TAKEUCHI is President of the Maison de la Culture du
Japon a Paris. Born in 1952. Ph.D. in Engineering and in Economics.
Studied in Paris under Prof. F. Perroux of Collége de France. Taught
at Pantheon-Sorbonne and Ecole Nationale des Ponts et Chaussées. In
Japan, at the University of Tokyo & Kyoto. Worked for Prime
Minister’s Cabinet during Obuchi’s administration. Served as
Ambassador at the Ministry of Foreign Affairs. Others include
Leadership Program for Social Value Creation at Nissan Science
Foundation. Chevalier de I’Ordre national du Mérité and chevalier des
Arts et Lettres. Main publications include “European integration”,
“Urban policy for 21st century”, “Designing Urban culture” etc.

s Mines de Nantes, CNRS)
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Bernd GRAMBOW is a Professor of excellence at the Ecole des
Mines de Nantes, France. He graduated at the Freie Universitét Berlin,
worked for one year at the Pacific Northwest National Laboratory
(WA, USA) followed by research positions in Hahn Meitner Institute
Berlin and Forschungszentrum Karlsruhe. He holds today the Chair on
nuclear waste disposal in Nantes and is head of the Subatech
laboratory in Nantes, France, a laboratory working on high energy
nuclear physics, on nuclear medicine and radiochemistry.
SUBATECH is a mixed research unit between the CNRS-IN2P3, the
Ecole des Mines of Nantes and the University of Nantes. Coordinator
of various European projects and former director of the national
CNRS-academic/industrial research network NEEDS “nuclear:
environment, energy, waste, society”, his areas of scientific expertise
are radiochemistry, nuclear waste disposal science, geochemical
modeling, radionuclide migration in the environment, chemical
thermodynamics, and dynamics of solid/liquid interfaces. He
published 143 peer reviewed research papers. In 2008 he received the
Grand Prix Ivan Pechés of the French Academie of Science and in
2013 he became Chevalier of the Ordre des Palmes Académiques.

Maki UMEMURA (Cardiff Business School & EHESS, Michelin Fellow)
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Maki UMEMURA is lecturer in International Business at Cardiff
University. Her publications include: The Japanese pharmaceutical
industry: its evolution and current challenges, Routledge, 2011;
«Crisis and change in the system of innovation: the Japanese
pharmaceutical industry during the lost decades, 1990-2010», in
Business History, vol.56 (5), 816-844, 2014. Dr Umemura is recipient
of the 2015 Michelin Junior Research Fellowship at the Centre for
French-Japanese Advanced Studies in Paris. She will conduct the
research program titled «Building innovative competences through
public innovation policies in Japan: Pushing technological frontiers in
regenerative medicine and solar energy».
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Mathias GIREL (ENS)

~FT R VU (BEAEFER)

Mathias GIREL is Associate Professor at the Department of
Philosophy at Ecole Normale Supérieure in Paris. His work centers on
the pragmatist tradition, but also on the history and philosophy of
science, and environmental and sanitary controversies. He has recently
edited an issue of the FEuropean Journal of Pragmatism on the “Social
Articulation of Doubt” and the French edition of Robert Proctor’s
monograph on the Tobacco Industry, Golden Holocaust.

Tadashi Kobayashi (Osaka University)
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Tadashi KOBAYASHI is presently Professor and Vice Director of
Center for the Study of Communication-Design, Osaka University. He
is also a Director of Program for Education and Research on Science
and Technology in Public Sphere (STiPS). His research interests
include philosophy of science, science, technology and society (STS)
studies. His publications include University as a Research Site: What
Knowledge is for? (editor, Iwanami Shoten Publishers, 2013), The
Age of Trans-Science (NTT Publications, 2007), Science and
Technology for Society (The University of Air, 2007), Who Should
Consider on Science and Technology? (Nagoya University Press,
2004). Technoscience for the Public Sphere (Tamagawa University
Press, 2002). He also served as a member of organizers for Japanese
first and second Consensus Conferences (1998/9), a member of
organizers and a facilitator of the first Nation-wide Consensus
Conference on GMOs (2000), the first President of Japanese Society
for Science and Technology Studies (2001- 2003), a Director of
“World Wide Views on Global Warming Project” in Japan (2009),
and the Deputy Area Director of Research Institute of Science and
Technology for Society (RISTEX), JST (2005-2013), and a principal
fellow of RISTIX and an adviser of the Science Communication
Centre JST since 2014. He is a junior member of the Science Council
of Japan since 2008.

Takehiro OHYA (Nagoya University)
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Takehiro OHYA graduated from the School of Law, the University
of Tokyo, in 1997. After serving as Joshu (Assis. Prof.) there, he
moved to Nagoya University Graduate School of Law as Associate
Professor in 2001, to be full Professor in 2013. One of his main
research interests lay in the influence of developing information
technology to legal and political systems. He published 3 books,
including Give Me Liberty or Give Me Happiness: Three Models of
Coming Society in the 21st Century (Chikuma Shobd, 2014), and
What Liberty Means to "Person" in Surveillance Society (Chikuma
Shobo, 2007).
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Laura MAXIM (CNRS, Institut des sciences de la communication)
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Laura MAXIM is researcher in Science and Technology Studies at
the National Center for Scientific Research - Institute for
Communication Sciences. Her research focuses on how scientific
knowledge is produced, used and communicated, both in regulatory
processes for chemical risks governance, and in innovation practices
in the field of green chemistry.

Arisa EMA (The University of Tokyo)
LH AY GREXRF)
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Arisa EMA is an assistant professor of Science Interpreter Training
Program, college of Arts and Sciences at University of Tokyo, and
was previously an assistant professor of the Hakubi center at Kyoto
University. With some colleagues she launched a study group
“Artificial Intelligence with Responsibility: AIR” in 2014. She also
promotes lifestyle-related diseases prevention game “Negotiate Battle”
as a member of a board of directors of Citizen Science Initiative Japan
(NPO).

Suzanne DE CHEVEIGNE (CNRS, Centre Norbert Elias)
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Suzanne de Cheveigné is senior researcher (directrice de recherche) at
the Centre National de la Recherche Scientifique (CNRS) and director
of Centre Norbert Elias in Marseilles, France. She has also been a
Visiting Senior Research Fellow with the London School of
Economics. She carries out research on public problems in the areas of
science, technology and the environment, with particular attention to
the role of media and to the place of women in science. She is a
member of the Editorial Board of Science Communication and
Enquéte and vice-president of the Scientific Committee of the PCST
(Public Communication of Science and Technology) International
Network.
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Sébastien LECHEVALIER (EHESS)
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Sébastien Lechevalier is Associate Professor at EHESS, President of
Fondation France Japon de I’EHESS, and director of the French
network of Asian Studies coordinated by the CNRS (GIS-Reseau
Asie). Specialist of the Japanese economy, he is the author of several
books and articles, including The Great Transformation of Japanese
Capitalism (Routledge, 2014, Iwanami Shoten, forthcoming, 2015)
and “Diversity in patterns of industry evolution: how an
“intrapreneurial” regime contributed to the emergence of the service
robot industry in Japan” Research policy (2014, 43 (10)).

Patrice BOURDELAIS (CNRS)
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Patrice Bourdelais is directeur d’études at the EHESS and heads the
Division of social sciences and humanities (INSHS) of the CNRS. As
a historian and demographer, he has worked on public health in France
in the last two centuries. He has notably published Une peur bleue.
Histoire du choléra en France (1987), L’Age de la vieillesse. Histoire
du vieillissement de la population (1993), Epidemics Laid Low. A
History of What Happened in Rich Countries (2006). He edited Les
Hygiénistes. Enjeux, modeéles et pratiques (xviiie-xxe siécles) (2001)
and, with Didier Fassin, Les Constructions de [’intolérable (2005),
still, with John Chircop, Vulnerability, Social Inequality and Health
(2010).

Roberto FREGA (CEMS-IMM, CNRS)
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Roberto Frega (PhD Université Paris 8), philosopher, is researcher at
the CNRS (French National Center for Scientific Research) in Paris.
He has published two monographs on John Dewey’s philosophy
(Pensée, experience, pratique. Essai sur la théorie du jugement de
John Dewey, L’Harmattan, Paris, 2006; John Dewey et la philosophie
comme épistémologie de la pratique, L’Harmattan, Paris, 2006), a
book on political epistemology (Voci della ragione, Quodlibet,
Macerata, 2009), a book on social theories of normativity (Les sources
sociales de la normativite, Vrin 2013), a book on pragmatist moral and
political philosophy (Practice, Judgment, and the Challenged of Moral
and Political Disagreement. A pragmatist Account, Lexington,
Lanhan, Md. 2012) and more than thirty articles on contemporary
moral and political philosophy. Besides several edited volumes on
pragmatist philosophy, he has also edited and translated a selection of
Dewey’s epistemological essays (Filosofia sperimentale. Teoria
naturalistica della conoscenza e del pensiero, Quodlibet, Macerata,
2008). He is co-executive editor of the FEuropean Journal of
Pragmatism and American Philosophy.
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Tadamasa KIMURA (Rikkyo University)

AF BIE QLEKF)

Tadamasa KIMURA is a former Department Chair of Cultural
Anthropology at the University of Tokyo and currently Professor of
Communication and Media Studies at Rikkyo University. He
graduated for his Master’s degree in Cultural Anthropology at
University of Tokyo and his Ph.D. in Cultural Anthropology at State
University of New York at Buffalo. He is among those early Japanese
scholars in SSH who anticipated the profound effects of the Internet
on society and culture in the early 1990s and began to commit
themselves to Internet Studies/Network Society Studies. Relying on
both qualitative and quantitative research methodologies and a wide
variety of frameworks such as virtual ethnography, social network
analysis, comparative institutional analysis, cultural dimensions
theory, and moral foundation theory, he has investigated the
intertwined relationship between ICT and society and culture.
Especially he is known for his study of digital divide as a systemic
change of wealth/risk production and redistribution associated with
social diffusion and diversification of ICTs and their globalization
process, and his study of CMC and media choice among digital
natives and their development of socio-communicative practices. He
has also been a member of a number of governmental councils related
to ICT policy in Japan.

Frédéric JOULIAN (EHESS, Centre Norbert Elias)
ZVRY w2 - P27y (HEBFEEEHLER)

Frédéric JOULIAN is anthropologist. Associate Professor at the
EHESS, Deputy Director of the Laboratoire d'anthropologie sociale at
the Colleége de France, he is responsible of the research team of the
CNRS "Homme et Primates en Perspective", that gathers scholars
studying on behavioral Relationships between animals (primates, in
particular), prehumen and the mankind.

Toshiya TSUJITA (Osaka University)

TH&R (RERXZF)

Toshiya TSUJITA is specially appointed associate professor at the
Center for the Study of Communication-Design (CSCD), Osaka
University. From 2006 to 2008 he served as a special assistant
(political affairs) at the Embassy of Japan in Israel. He received his
Ph.D. in international public policy from Osaka University in 2011.
His research interests include international security, conflict
management, and international development.
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Pierre-Cyrille HAUTCOEUR (EHESS)
Bz — YU N F—7 =) (B EREFR)

Pierre-Cyrille HAUTCOEUR is Professor of Economics and
President of the Ecole des Hautes Etudes en Sciences Sociales.
He is specialist in financial and monetary history and the
Director of the High Quality Data Project for Financial History
whose purpose is to build a complete historical database for the
French Stock Exchanges from the nineteenth to the twentieth
centuries.

Gretty MIRDAL (IEA de Paris)
TVyT 4« INFN (N BEFER)

Gretty MIRDAL is director of the Paris Institute for Advanced
Studies, and Professor of Psychology at the University of
Copenhagen, Denmark. She is specialised in clinical psychology
and health psychology. She has researched the long-term impact
of immigration and cultural integration on mental and physical
health. She is currently working on a transdisciplinary project on
the psychology of ageing, entitled “Ageing in Exile”. Dr Mirdal
is also involved in research administration at the national and
international levels. She has chaired the European Research
Council’s group on “The Human Mind and its Complexity”, the
jury of Institut Universitaire de France, the European Science
Foundation’s Standing Committee for the Humanities, and the
Agence Nationale de la Recherche’s Scientific Committee for
Fundamental Research in the Humanities. She has also been a
member of the CNRS’s Scientific Board.

Emiko OCHIAI (Kyoto University & EHESS, Blaise Pascal Fellow)
HEEET (REBRZE, HERFREMERT VL —XAARINVT 2 v —)

Emiko OCHIALI is Professor of Sociology and the Director of the
Asian Research Center for the Intimate and Public Spheres at
Graduate School of Letters, Kyoto University. She is a family
sociologist and family historian who is also active in the field of
gender studies. She has been involved in the comparative studies of
care practices and care regimes in Asian societies since the beginning
of this century. Her recent research projects combine family studies,
welfare state studies, and migration studies to develop a framework to
understand the on-going transformations in private lives and public
institutions intermingled with each other, especially focusing on Asian
societies. The outcomes of the projects are being published as a series
The Intimate and the Public in Asian and Global Perspectives (from
Brill), of which she is the series editor. Professor Ochiai is recipient of
the 2015 Blaise Pascal International Research Fellowship of the
Region ile de France at the Centre for French-Japanese Advanced
Studies in Paris.
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Vanessa NUROCK (CRESPPA- Labtop, Paris 8 University)
UVrxyv¥«Znvys (RNYENKF)

Vanessa NUROCK is a French philosopher. She is actually
associate professor in the Department of Political Science of
Paris 8 University and researcher at the CRESPPA . Initially
trained in philosophy and cognitive science, her research deals
with bioethics understood as two complementary issues : first,
the biological constraints of our moral valuation and second, our
moral evaluation of biology.

Takayoshi KUSAGO (Kansai University)
EH FE4 BEEKRTF)

Takayoshi KUSAGO is Professor, Faculty of Sociology, Kansai
University. He obtained his PhD in Development Studies at the
University of Wisconsin-Madison. Following posts that included the
World Bank, Meiji Gakuin University, Hokkaido University, United
Nations Development Programme, and Osaka University, he is
currently a professor at the faculty of sociology, Kansai University.
From the perspective of human development and capability approach,
he has studied a variety of subjects pertinent to modernization and
sustainable development. He places enormous importance on how
local people can actively engage in creating own community/society
where they can achieve higher level of well-being. He also pays
careful attention to people’s perceptions over their own life and
community to understand what statistical data tend to miss. He
provides technical assistance by travelling to Bhutan and Nepal (rural
community development), to Minamata, Niigata and Fukui
(community revitalization), and to Hyogo and Nagakute, Aichi
(well-being index and policy). He involves in a research project on
post-MDGs and SDGs by conducting citizen survey on environmental
concerns and development issues. He has published research papers in
academic journals such as the World Development, Social Indicators
Research, and coauthored GNH (Gross National Happiness), 2011.

Stéphanie RUPHY (Pierre-Mendés France University, Grenoble)
ARFTy=+ W74 (FZ—)L <2V T R+ TTFAKRE)

Stéphanie RUPHY holds a PhD in astrophysics (Paris VI
University) and a PhD in philosophy (Columbia University).
She is currently Professor in the Philosophy of Science and
head of the research laboratory Philosophie, Pratiques &
Langages at Grenoble-Alpes University. Much of her work
has concerned the unity or plurality of science debate, computer
simulations, the role of values in science and the
democratization of the governance of science. Her recent
publications  include Pluralismes  scientifiques,  enjeux
epistemiques et métaphysiques (Hermann 2013).
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Elise DOMENACH (ENS Lyon)
TY—X - FaF7 (VA UEBEMmEER)

Elise DOMENACH is a philosophy and film scholar working on
skepticism in films. Associate professor in film studies at Ecole
Normale Supérieure Lyon. She is specialized in philosophy and film
and the author of Stanley Cavell, film and skepticism (PUF, 2011). As
a Japan Society for the Promotion of Science Scholar she has been
working on philosophy of films on 3.11 at the University of Tokyo
Center for Philosophy from 2013 until 2015. She is preparing a book
of interviews with film directors on films on 3.11 (to appear at
University of Tokyo Press, UTCP Booklets, in 2015).

Hiroshi TSUDA (JST, Research Institute of Science and Technology for Society)
BE EE FHFERIRREEE (LR EREE S & —)

Hiroshi TSUDA is Director, Department of Planning and
Management, Research Institute of Science and Technology for
Society (RISTEX) of JST.
Professional Experience:
Research Development Corporation of Japan (JRDC) 1992
- Department of International Affairs
Science and Technology Agency (STA), Prime Minister’s office 1996
- International Affairs Division
Japan Science and Technology Corporation (JST) 1998
- Department of Contract R&D
Japan Science and Technology Agency (JST) 2003~
- Deputy Manager, Department of Promotion of Basic Research
- Director, JST Paris Office, France 2005-2008
- Fellow and Manager, Center for Research and Development
Strategy (CRDS)
- Manager and Director, RISTEX 2011~

Shinichiro IZUMI (JST, Research Institute of Science and Technology for Society)
R OM—B BFRATIRAEEE LRI & —)

Shinichiro IZUMI is Director-General, RISTEX of JST from 2013.

1977 Graduation: School of Engineering, University of Tokyo

1977 Employment: Science & Technology Agency(STA) of
Japanese Government

1989 First Secretary, the Japanese Embassy in France

1995 Director, Nuclear Fuel Div., Atomic Energy Bureau, STA

1999 Director, Space Development Div. , Research and
Development Bureau, STA

2004 Deputy Director-General for Higher Education Bureau,
Ministry of Education, Culture, Sports and Science &
Technology(MEXT)

2006 Vice President, University of Tsukuba

2008 Director-General, Science and Technology Policy Bureau,
MEXT

2010 Director-General for Science, Technology and Innovation
Policy, Cabinet Office

26



Marie-Francoise CHEVALLIER-LE GUYADER (Institute of Advanced Studies for Science and
Technology)

RYU— T30 VT vaTy Iz NV TAYT =N (BZEENEE L)

MARIE-FRANCOISE CHEVALLIER-LE GUYADER has been the
Director of Institute of Advanced Studies for Science and Technology
(IHEST) since it was established in 2007. She was previously in
charge of the unit for information and science culture at the Ministry
of Higher Education and Research. She was, in her early career, a
researcher and teacher at the Higher Normal School in
Fontenay-aux-Roses. She also taught in secondary schools. In parallel,
she worked as a science journalist for general and specialised
publications. She then joined the French Alternative Energies and
Atomic Energy Commission (CEA) to develop communication about
biology. She then became Director of information and communication
at French National Institute for Research in Agronomy (INRA), and
then at French National Institute for Health and Medical Research
(INSERM). She created and is co-editor of the collection « Questions
Vives » Actes Sud-IHEST, who reflects the reflections she leads with
IHEST on the place of science in society: La Science en jeu, 2010 ;
L’Economie,une science qui nous gouverne ?, 2011 ; La Science et le
Débat public ,2012 ; Partager la science. L’illettrisme scientifique en
question, 2013 ; Sciences et société. Les normes en questions, 2014
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