I. 
What are the “no brainers” 

· need an educational initiative, badly

· earliest applications will have strong influence on perceptions of field

· would benefit from advance planning for protocols and standards a la Asilomar

· must restrain ourselves from hype (Y2K as example of reprecussion). 

· Dual use of SB is very serious concern and must be seriously addressed

· funding sources are getting info on SB and this can inform how SB presents itself

· public perception of SB will affect funding

· need some trusted source of info for SB

II. 
Some Questions 

· How to define SB and provide that info to anyone who asks (this presumes we are the community)

· how many of us are there?

· how to distinguish GE from SB?

· how can public opinion be moved/shaped? What is mech for positive communication?

· what are lessons from Asilomar?

· is SB more rational than GE? If yes, can this increase public’s comfort level

· how to avoid repeat of GMO crops/European reaction

III. 
Themes from discussion 

· Associations with past technologies (Asilomar, GMO, nuclear e…) strength of associations

· Consider social and religious contributions to perceptions.

· Who people trust are guided by political sources, funding sources

Vignette: When Amy gave short presentation to a local church group she found that most hadn’t heard of any of SB efforts but all wanted to know more. Amy found this a heartening response. But what would have happened if she had taken dismissive or chicken little stance? What if folks presenting info to public for first time are perceived as having personal stake in outcome/funding? 

· We are part but not all of community. Is our voice “the voice”? Are we the people to speak for the community? 

· If we build code of ethics, do we exclude some not in on the effort and consequently build or alienate public trust

· Other organizations use “responsible care” any worth hooking up with.

· In the face of such uncertainty for SB’s future applications and development, do we want to find a reassuring message? 

IV.
Suggested reading
Cambridge reaction to recomb DNA coming on line…
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Studies related to “what does public want from oversight”

Article on path for scientific discoveries to make their way to public: 

1° journals

review articles

Discover

Time/Newsweek

Reader’s digest

This might give some clue as to who understands what and might help us formulate some strategies for engineering this information flow.

V. Previous efforts

John Durant: MIT museum, 

UK study PUTS (public understanding of science): Level of education and trust in science are not correlated

VI. How to guide public perception? Ideas/Caveats for our initial efforts

· articulate our ideas/goals** and send that to our friends. 

· Is it better to defend SB as philosophy as opposed to lauding its technology? 

· Public may better understand application.

· What is our agenda? Do we agree that SB has to be done?

· People are looking for information. What are pressure points for distribution: educators, journalists, local and national organizations, government

· Collect our ideas and have crisp presentation, but is this valid as voice for community? 

**Articulate our goals:

--our feelings will inform SB society day but will not be only voice.

--do we need new professional society or colonize exist

--de facto meeting that all workers attend (self-selection). 

--are there commonalities in SB efforts? Not yet. Gets back to “Can we define SB?” 

