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Acting in an Uncertain World, An Essay on Technical Democracy

Presented by Callon and his colleagues (2001)
as a democratic and dynamic way to think and act together,
hybrid forums can be described as

public debates with the aim of constructing a common
project around a defined challenge.

Callon, M., Lascoumes, S. P., Barthe, Y., 2001, Agir dans un monde incertain. Essai sur la démocratie technique,
Paris, Le Seuil (collection "La couleur des idées)
translation by Graham Burchell 2009, Acting in an Uncertain World, An Essay on Technical Democracy , MIT.

Hybrid forum can be described as a general concept including
conventional public engagement methods, such as citizen juries,
consensus conferences, focus groups or deliberative processes.
The project Engage 2020 gives both overview and systematic
analysis of 57 different types of public engagement methods.
Several could have been considered as “hybrid forum” (as
charrette, deep democracy, citizen assembly, consensus
conference, citizen jury etc.).
Engage 2020 (2014), “D3.2 public engagement methods and tools”, in Andersson, E.,
Bussu, S. andDavis, H. (Eds), Engage 2020 Tools and Instruments for a Better Societal
Engagement in ‘Horizon 2020’, The Involve Foundation, London, available at:
http://engage2020.eu/media/
D3-2-Public-Engagement-Methods-and-Tools-3.pdf

Table I. Comparison of public engagement methods and
key evaluation principles, in Amilien, Tocco &
Strandbakken 2019, pp5-6

- Participation method

- Purpose and mechanism

- Public representativeness
- Degree of democratization and independence of
participants
- Transparency and equality of access to wider public
- Overarching considerations

 Citizen/ public advisory committee
 Citizens’ jury/ panel
 Civic dialogue - a range of methods
 Consensus conference
 Focus group
 Third generation deliberative process (3GDP)
 Hybrid forum 2.0

About HYBRID FORUM 2.0 –
A NEW GENERATION OF HYBRID FORUM

Background 1 – To construct together
Dialogue and controversies for common project
“By trial and error and progressive reconfigurations of problems and identities,
socio-technical controversies tend to bring about a common world that is not just
habitable but also livable and living, not closed on itself but open to new
explorations and learning processes.
What is at stake for the actors is not just expressing oneself or exchanging
ideas, or even making compromises; it is not only reacting, but
constructing.”
Callon and al., 2009.

Background 2 – Best practice
Democratic dialogue and equality
degree of democratization, measured on three
basic criteria, including the intensity or deepness,
the openness and the quality of the dialogue
(Callon et al.2009: 159)

 the extent to which their structure has facilitated the
dialogue, based on the equality of conditions of
access, transparency and traceability, as well as the
clarity of rules organizing the dialogues
(Callon et al., 2009: 163)

The main objective: To invite to a dialogue / democratic
dialogue
The main pillars:

 Controversies / disagreement
 Equality and openess
 Transparency and traceability
 A common world/ To construct together

HTTPS://WWW.STRENGTH2FOOD.EU/HYBRID-FORUMS-OPEN-PUBLIC-DISCUSSIONS/

All S2Food HF 2.0 aim at following a
dynamic and democratic mechanism to
reflect and act together, with the aim of
constructing a common project around a
defined challenge

PURPOSE AND MECHANISM
-DEGREE OF DEMOCRATISATION
TRANSPARENCY AND EQUALITY – ETC.

The purpose is to have a dialogue aiming at constructing a common project to
improve the local community on a defined ‘controversy’.
Dialogic interaction with different stakeholders and lay people. Free discussion
with little direction from facilitator. Equal influence of participants. Full
transparency as public dialogue open to wider public.
Dynamic and democratic mechanism.
Promote citizen-stakeholder knowledge exchange.
No final consensus or pre-defined result is required. May generate political
rather than technical outcomes, as idealist in nature.
Conclusions and key remarks via final report or press conference.

