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Our process for Council design

» First 15 months, workshops, engagements, reviews etc

» Describe and agree the purpose and preconditions of the Council

Purpose

» |dentification of trends and factors — what do we see that will affect the
council

Prioritisation of these trends and factors and identifying key questions for
Sy each about the role of or implications for the Council

. . . )
» Development of a scenario framework based on these key questions leading
to the development and description of 4 possible scenarios

» Design of the council based on preferred scenario(s), March 2021
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Mapping

Providing stakeholders access to information on nanorisk issues and the landscape within which they operate.

o)

Informing stakeholders on results from private and public research on nanorisk issues.

Providing a platform where stakeholders can share information on nanorisk issues.

°)

. Identifying emerging nanorisk issues, e.g. via foresight studies.
Conducting P dentifying emerging 9 g 0000 )
anaWSlS [ B Identifying gaps in research, e.g. by engaging researchers in analysing gap analysis. 9000)
[ B Conducting analysis upon request on nanorisk issues. 0909)
[ B Monitoring progress on goals of the Nanorisk Governance Council, e.g. with a dashboard on selected indicators. 0000 )
Stimulating
dialogue
. [} Engaging stakeholders in dialogue on nanorisk issues, e.g. with stakeholder meetings, conferences and public debates. oooo)
What
are the potential
services of the
Nanonsk GO\_fernance [ B Organizing training opportunities for stakeholders, e.g. on safety-by-design or management of risks or data. 699)
Council? .
.. [ B Linking stakeholders to relevant training opportunities.
Organizing ©00 )
training
o Engaging stakeholders in forming joint positions on nanorisk issues, e.g. on research priorities. 20000
o Advocating stakeholder positions in other organisations, e.g. to decision makers on research programs. 0000
. Signaling topics for stakeholders to focus on, e.g. suggesting important research topics.
Forming o ©eo0o
recommendatlons o Providing policy makers and regulators with advice upon request on nanorisk issues to support descision making. 20000
o Engaging stakeholders in forming plans to improve safe and sustainable development, use and disposal of nanomaterials. 20000
o Helping stakeholder implement plans, e.g. by monitoring progress of implementation. 0000

Forming plans
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Summary Map
Nanorisk Governance Council

4 Possible Scenarios to build the Councill

( The Committee is an intergovernmental organisation... \

r The Panel is an intergovernmental organisation...

(- N . O focussed on policy makers and regulators from the EU and member states. Target audience\
Target audience focussed on European policy makers and regulators. O The European ] P90 with a staff of experts working directly for the Committee Members
Members with a staff of experts working directly for the Panel. O~ Intergovernmental The EU A(_'.'\IISOW O with funding from the European Commission and membe.r states Funding

kFuncling with funding from the EC and European governments. Q Panel Committee . 2/

( The Committee has an informing and advising role by offering EU policy makers and regulators... )

( The Panel has an informing role by offering European policy makers and regulators...
O information on selected nanorisk issues and research results, Mapping

O insights in trends in nanorisk issues. Analysis
O a platform for engaging in stakeholder dialogues on topics relevant to them. Dialogue
O providing advice upon request to support decision making. Recommendalions)

'rMapping information on selected nanorisk issues and research results. Q

Analysis  insights in trends in nanorisk issues, analysis upon request and monitoring progress on goals of the Center. ©
\Dialogue a platform for engaging in stakeholder dialogues on topics relevant to them. ©

What are
the most characteristic
elements in the four
scenarios for the
Nanorisk Governance
Council?

The Roundtable is a non-governmental organisation... 1

r The Center is a non-governmental organisation...
O as a non-governmental organisation informing and advising stakeholders in Europe. Target audience

O with a seconded staff of experts from other (nanogovernance) organisations. Members
O with funding from member organisations, and additional private and public (research) funds. Fundinq)

(Target audience focussed on stakeholders in the EU. ©
Members with a staff of experts working directly for the Center and seconded staff from other organisations. Q=i ]
kFunr:ling with funding from the EC and member states, research programs and commissioned research. Q

The Roundtable has an informing and advising role by offering European stakeholders... w

( The Center has an informing role by offering EU stakeholders...
O an online portal with access to information on nanorisk issues, research results and information sharing.  Mapping

The European

(Mapping an online portal with access to information on nanorisk issues, research results and information sharing. © The EU Center O insiahts in trends in nanorisk issues Analysis
Analysis insights in trends in nanorisk issues, research gaps, and monitoring progress on goals of the Center. O °® Roundtable 'Y-o- plgtform for stimulating debate a|-1d engaging in dialogues on topics relevant to them Dialo;ue
Dialogue a platform for stimulating debate and engaging in dialogues on topics of societal relevance. O O a platform for forming and advocating positions and signaling topics to focus on Recommendations
Traini L d reffering to traini rtunities. .

\ aining Organizing and retiering o training apportunities. © O a platform for forming and implementing plans to improve nanorisk governance. Plans)
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Next steps

 Selection of evaluation criteria
and focus points

- What are the arguments for and _ Nanorigo
against the (i) the main services G4N Consortium Taskforce possible
and (ii) the 4 scenarios? meeting workshops members”

- Distil focus points for evaluation workshop
sessions

- Evaluating scenarios e e - :
- Evaluation sessions with User Committee igh feve SIS

specific stakeholder groups Interviews group

- What are the arguments for and
against the main scenarios?

* Building the blueprint High Level Stakeholder

- What does the NRGC look like? group workshops

+ Defining the building blocks of
the council

3 project

workshop
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