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Preface 

CIVISTI (Citizen Visions on Science and Technology) is a cross-European project working 

from the assumption that the task of finding relevant and forward-looking research topics can 

gain from listening to citizen ideas and suggestions. 

 

The project is financed by the European Commission with the intent of gaining input for future 

research and development in the fields of science, technology and innovation. The objective of 

CIVISTI is to give citizens of seven European countries (Austria, Belgium, Bulgaria, 

Denmark, Finland, Hungary and Malta) the opportunity to develop their own visions for the 

future, whereupon they will be put forward as part of the input for the next EU framework 

programme for research.  

 

The Finnish citizen consultation was arranged at the premises of the National Consumer 

Research Centre in Helsinki on May 15 and 16, 2009. In total 23 citizens worked during the 

weekend with enthusiasm and produced ten visions of the future. These visions are reported in 

this vision catalogue as they were written by the citizens and translated by Susan Heiskanen. 

The editors of this report have written this preface and the introduction, otherwise the credit of 

this report goes to the citizens who took part in the event. 

 

During the summer and autumn of 2009, all national vision catalogues from the seven 

countries have been translated and they will be combined with corresponding visions from 

other citizen panels. This selection will become the CIVISTI Citizen Vision Catalogue. 

Subsequently, a group of experts and stakeholders will evaluate the catalogue from the 

perspective of the EU research programme and assess and assign priorities to these 

suggestions. The citizen panels will then convene for the second citizen consultation in autumn 

2010 to consider and comment the recommendations of the experts. Hereafter the results will 

be presented to the European Commission at the turn of the year 2010/2011. 

 

As the editors, we warmly thank all citizens who produced the visions presented in this report. 

 

 

National Consumer Research Centre, September 2009 

 

Mari Niva 

Mikko Rask 

 

 

 

 

 

 
The pictures in this report were taken by Eija Niiranen.at the Finnish citizen consultation on 

May 15–16, 2009  

  

This report is available at www.civisti.org.  
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Introduction 

 
CIVISTI in short 
 

What kind of problems will Europe have to solve in the future? What are the social characteristics we want 

Europe to exhibit in the future? What kind of goals should we set for the development of the European 

community? These and many more questions are discussed at two citizen consultations in seven different 

countries in the course of the CIVISTI (Citizen Visions on Science and Technology) project. 

 

The project is financed by the European Commission with the aim of gaining input for future research and 

development in the fields of science, technology and innovation. The objective of CIVISTI is to give citizens 

of seven European countries (Austria, Belgium, Bulgaria, Denmark, Finland, Hungary and Malta) the 

opportunity to develop their own visions for the future, whereupon they will be put forward as part of the 

input for the next EU framework programme for research.  

 

The visions in this catalogue are the result of the Finnish citizen panel’s dialogue, opinion sharing and 

arguments – in short, of citizens responding to a series of questions based on two perspectives governing the 

work within CIVISTI: 

• What challenges do citizens expect from the future, and what research is needed in order to address 

these? – An explorative perspective. 

• What kind of visions and wishes for the future should guide the European research agenda? – A 

normative perspective. 

 

During May and June 2009, all CIVISTI partners held their first citizen consultation. The national vision 

catalogues are translated into English and combined into a shared catalogue, in which all 70 visions from the 

seven countries are grouped providing an overview of the citizens’ visions. In spring 2010, all citizen visions 

are presented to a group of experts, who will prioritise the visions according to which of them are the most 

useful and best suited for a new European research agenda. This will provide an overview of potential new 

areas for science and technology. In October 2010, the seven citizen panels will reconvene in order to discuss 

the experts’ prioritising of citizens’ suggestions and ideas. By the end of the project, at the turn of 2011, the 

results will be handed over to the European Commission. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Picture 1.Discussing photographs and ideas inspired by them 
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The objective of CIVISTI  
 

The CIVISTI project is based on the idea that the task of defining relevant and forward-looking research 

topics can in many respects gain from listening to citizen ideas and suggestions. Our society is rapidly 

changing, and as a consequence of globalization, we see the creation of new technologies, multicultural 

societies, media developments, environmental and climate change, new energy opportunities, increased 

welfare and spending etc. Developments, which all include an interface between science, technology and 

society. Citizens may find the rapid societal changes giving rise to new concerns and new expectations for 

the future, and with the right methods, such concerns and expectations can be collected and turned into 

relevant research agendas. 

 

CIVISTI aims at: 

• Producing a list of new topics for European science and technology. 

• Producing suggestions for EU’s future framework programmes for research. 

• Basing these suggestions on a new process of citizen involvement (citizen consultations) in seven 

EU member states, supported by the analytical capacities of experts and stakeholders. 

 

 

Why European citizen consultations? Why ask the advice of citizens? 
 
Citizen consultations can contribute to a good outcome in several ways: 

• Higher quality once daily experiences and “hidden knowledge” are added to the scientific approach 

– new ideas on the table. 

• Increased credibility, citizens are presumed to be independent of economic or other direct interests in 

topics/programmes and able to make decisions benefiting the common good. 

• Greater cohesion/context, citizens view things in context, use experiences and knowledge from work 

and everyday life, can make ideas and suggestions more socially robust. 

• Greater transparency, arguments and well-founded choices throughout the process increase the 

openness and transparency of the decision-making process. 

 

 

A vision 
 

What is a vision? In the CIVISTI project, vision is defined as an image or an idea of a desired future. A 

vision can be based on a hope or a dream for a person’s own future, for his or her family, for society as a 

whole or even for Europe. It can be based on hopes and dreams – but also on concerns and fears in relation to 

threats you don’t want to see realised in the future. 
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The Finnish Citizen Panel 

 

Recruitment of the panel  
 

The participants for the Finnish citizen consultation (CC1) were recruited by sending an invitation letter to 

all members of the Consumer Panel maintained by the National Consumer Research Centre in the end of 

February 2009. In case they knew that they could not themselves take part in the event, the invitees were also 

encouraged to give the invitation to someone else (especially to young people under 30 years of  age as the 

share of them in the Panel is relatively low). It was also explained that the participants’ travel expenses 

would be compensated, they would receive a 100 euro reward (taxable income) for their participation, and 

those coming from outside the capital region would be accommodated in a hotel for one night.  

 

In total 709 invitations were sent out, and we received a little more than 100 positive replies. From among 

them 29 people were selected bearing in mind the central recruitment criteria agreed in the project: an 

(almost) equal number of men and women, between five and six participants from each of the five age 

groups (18-25, 26-35, 36-50, 51-60 and 61-75), and diverse educational and professional backgrounds. 

 

Prior to the citizen panel commencing its work on 15–16 May, the participants were given the opportunity to 

familiarise themselves with CIVISTI and future thinking by sending them a CIVISTI magazine titled ‘Eyes 

on Tomorrow’ (translated into Finnish) that was produced in the project during spring 2009. The magazine 

presented various opinions and perspectives on the future and on the significance of visions in relation to 

how the future will turn out. The magazine was shared reading for all seven citizen panels, and translations 

into all seven languages are available on the website, www.civisti.org. 

 

 

Carrying out the Finnish CC1 
 

The Finnish CC1 was arranged at the premises of the National Consumer Research Centre in Helsinki on 

May 15 and 16, 2009. These were Friday and Saturday, and the event took place between 4 pm and 9 pm on 

Friday (followed by a dinner) and between 9 am and 5 pm on Saturday. Due to some cancellations during the 

weeks before the event and one no-show there were 23 citizens in the group. Of them 11 were women and 12 

were men, six of them were between 18 and 29 years of age, seven were between 30 and 49 and ten were 

between 50 and 68. The educational and professional backgrounds were varied, however, with high 

education and white-collar professions relatively well represented. In total nine participants came from 

outside the capital region (from Haukipudas, Järvenpää, Lappeenranta, Nokia, Oulu, Tampere and Turku). 

 

The programme for the Finnish CC1 followed the common programme developed for all the seven citizen 

consultations. However, the times originally planned for Saturday–Sunday event were adjusted for the 

Friday–Saturday schedule adopted in Finland. The introductory part included introductions by Mikko Rask 

(as a representative of the national organizer) and Mari Niva (facilitator). In addition, there were two 

interviews. First, project manager Anders Jacobi from the Danish Board of Technology was interviewed 

about the background of the CIVISTI project and the prospective use of its results. Second, the expert of the 

Committee for the Future of the Finnish Parliament Dr. Osmo Kuusi was interviewed about what visioning is 

all about and how future studies can be used in science and technology policies. The contents of other 

sections followed the shared programme for all partners.  

 

After the introduction the citizens worked in varying groups of different sizes, produced ideas of the future, 

drafted 24 ’draft visions’ and voted ten visions from among them to be developed further. The main part of 

the day two of the consultation was spent writing the final visions. With help of computers, the citizens 

wrote about the central contents of the vision, about its pros and cons and about the measures needed to 

accomplish the vision. In the end of day two, all visions were presented to the others and discussed.  
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A general instruction for the participants was that their task was to reflect, talk, listen to the others and go 

into a dialogue, respect each other’s views and make compromises if needed. The target was not a consensus 

of all matters but a richness of ideas and viewpoints.  

 

Before visioning, the participants were given a brief introduction to what visioning is about. The presentation 

on visioning emphasized the following points. 

 
What is a vision?  

− a vision is a description of  a desirable future 

− a vision can be based on hopes and dreams but also on worries and threats that we do not want 

to be part of the future 

− there are values, wants, knowledges, present-day problems behind a vision 

− a vision is not a prediction but a desirable state of things 

− visions can be most diverse 

− a vision can be based on everyday life issues (e.g. home, family, friends, work, hobbies, 

health, living environments, food, sports, etc.) 

− a vision can be societal, political, economic, social, ecological, cultural, etc.  

− a vision can be national, European or global  

− these ’levels’ can be mixed; a single theme can be looked at from different angles 

− visions can be all-encompassing and focus on a variety of themes or they can focus on a single 

theme 

− visioning is not only a task for the experts, it’s for citizens, too 

 

What can visions be used for? 

− to influence opinions, attitudes and behaviour 

− to create (a common) direction – a vision as a ’lighthouse’  
− to work out strategies and take purposive decisions and action in the present 

− to prioritise – ”if we want vision X to happen, then we must do Y and not Z” 

− to motivate citizens and politicians for active contribution for a certain development 

 

 

Of the visions produced by the panel 
 

The heterogeneity of the panel is reflected in the variety of the visions generated. The final visions were 

written in groups of 2–3 people and presented to others by reading them aloud and showing the texts with a 

projector. Hence, the visions below are not co-produced or unanimously accepted by all citizens. Some 

visions and their details even stirred quite heated debate.  
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The Finnish CIVISTI citizen panel 

Sami Aatela 

Petri Ahtela 

Riitta Argillander 

Niklas Bengtsson 

Jenna Brisk 

Ah Woon Chan 

Markku Heino 

Netta Hänninen 

Laura Ihalainen 

Irmeli Jokinen 

Satu Kaakinen 

Jouko Koppinen 

Risto Kuhalampi 

Hanna Liisanantti 

Heli Mustonen 

Eero Pokela 

Essi Rajakangas 

Asko Saarela 

Aukusti Salmela 

Pär-Erik Sjöström 

Monika Sola  Picture  2. Discussing the past and earlier visions 

Kenneth Westlake 

Anssi Virta 

 

  

 
 

The staff at the National Consumer Research Centre 
 

Mari Niva  senior researcher 

Mikko Rask senior researcher 

Päivi Timonen research director 

Mika Saastamoinen researcher  

Jenni Väliniemi researcher 

Eija Niiranen research secretary  
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The visions 

 

Vision 1. 

 

Strengthening of language and culture 

 

Short description 
The vision is meant for all Europeans and it relates to a positive strengthening of 

linguistic and cultural identity.   
 

What is the vision? 
Immigrants will come to Europe from all the continents, they are needed due to the ageing of the original 

population and decreasing birth rates. The immigrants/refugees have to be assimilated into the culture 

through language. Correspondingly, the mainstream population has to be  “adjusted” to the immigrants, with 

respect and support for their difference. Preserving and respecting cultural identity is an equally important 

question to both the mainstream population and the immigrants. The language assimilation has to be realized 

in a consistent and equal manner between the countries and the regions. The need for cultural assimilation is 

just as strong, but its contents should depend on the regional culture. The challenge here is posed by human 

nature, with its built-in tendencies towards prejudice and xenophobia.  

 

What are the benefits associated with it? For whom? 
Strengthening of identity has to aim for people respecting themselves and others, so that there is less 

prejudice, better sense of security, less ill-feeling and a stronger role of community. The goal is a permanent 

state of peace. Language and mastering it are the key to communication,  education, work, equality, people 

defending their own rights and democracy. In the long-term, meaningful linguistic and cultural assimilation 

create economic benefits to the society and enrich the lives of the mainstream population as well. The 

mainstream population will have a more positive attitude towards the immigrants who speak its language 

than towards those who use, for example, English as an intermediate language.     

 

What are the negative repercussions of this future? For whom?  
There is a danger that first-generation immigrants will remain only on the level of plain language and will 

not learn to use richer forms of language and expression. Social relationships within the immigrant families 

may become distorted as the children end up teaching their parents, but this vision should help us past that. 

In the short term, genuine assimilation is expensive, its benefits become visible in the long term.   

 

What is necessary for this future (knowledge, policies, resources, skills)? 
Strengthening the position of plain language (not only dyslectics and other special needs groups need plain 

language, immigrants do as well). Learning the language should not however remain only on the level of 

plain language, learning plain language should be a stepping stone to integration to society. Digital television 

should be developed so that viewers can select subtitling in a language of their choice. The practice of 

dubbing TV programs should be given up in all EU  countries: programs should be subtitled so that all 

citizens could learn to listen to foreign languages and read faster. The use of intelligent pens that read text 

aloud will increase in the future and facilitate communication. Other innovations yet to be conceived will 

also assist communication between people of different languages in the future.  Portable computers will 

become smaller, providing better opportunities to use www. pages in education and communication. People 

can, for example, use speech synthesizers on websites in everyday situations: a handheld computer can help 

to place an order at a restaurant. Web studies and learning are one alternative to traditional language and 

cultural courses. Information on cultural questions should be provided in a more profound and diverse form 
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through different media. Here attention needs to be paid to the different target groups, such as young people, 

ageing people, etc. Support should be given to translating literature from small languages to the main 

languages and vice versa. Common standards for assimilation must be set at EU level, and mutually agreed 

upon in a European Parliament plenary session.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Picture 3. Organising and grouping ideas
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Vision 2. 

 

Favouring ecological lifestyle 

 

Short description 
The aim of the vision is to guide people towards living in an environmentally friendly 

way and to favour an ecological and sustainable way of life. Realizing the vision 

requires changes in people’s attitudes relating to e.g. consumer choices. These 

changes can be achieved, for example, by means of marketing and legislation.  The 

goal is that every individual will lead an ecologically sounder life and have the 

knowledge and will to make good choices.    
 

What is the vision? 
Society should favor ecological lifestyle. The shift will take place, first, by influencing attitudes, and finally, 

through legislation. People will be guided to act and live ecologically through gradual change. More 

information needs to be available on how to live ecologically and make good choices. Through this change, 

the effects of market economy on people’s lives and behavior will decrease. The throwaway culture will 

have to give way to a fostering of quality and sustainability. Attitudes are affected through, for example 

advertising and awareness raising. Society should take part in the financing of advertising against 

consumption. An advertisement quota could even be set up for businesses to prevent people from building up 

unnecessary needs. What is offered instead is factual information about ecological issues such as recycling or 

biodegradable products.    

 

What are the benefits associated with it? For whom? 
The environment will remain vital and productive also for future generations: it will offer enough food, 

visual pleasure and relaxation. People’s quality of life is improved and there is a return to the natural state of 

being which is integral to human existence. Consumption will also decrease. All products can be recycled 

and reused. The whole product lifecycle, from manufacturing to packaging, transportation and marketing, 

has to be based on ecological design. It should be rewarding to favor environmentally friendly choices. Good 

choices can be encouraged by offering “carrots” to buyers of products.      

 

What are the negative repercussions of this future? For whom? 
There are hardly any negative repercussions, other than losses for market economy. Jobs may, for example, 

be lost in the short term but, on the other hand, more will be created in new fields. One negative aspect is that 

some people may find it hard to adjust to the changes. It is not easy for old people, for example, to learn new 

practices, and people who have become used to mass consumption are unwilling to give up their lifestyle. 

This means that the changes should be realized at a considerate pace, unless a major natural disaster occurs 

and forces humankind globally to undertake quick decisions and changes. 

What is necessary for this future (knowledge, policies, resources, skills)? The fulfillment of this vision 

requires research information on what is ecological.  Information could be offered by, for example, attaching 

an ecological footprint label on products so that all buyers could compare products.  Organically and locally 

produced food should be favored. Eating meat decreases and vegetarianism increases. All the used raw 

ingredients are utilized as effectively as possible in production. Information is also needed about different 

means of communication and how they reach people, as well as a good knowledge of anthropology. 

Especially needed is politics which is respectful towards the environment: there wouldn’t be just one 

environmental party, ecology would be a common question for all. Legislative measures would have an 

influence on e.g. advertising, product design, upgrading, recycling and other actions of ecological 

importance. The applied measures should be sensitive and subtle. They should aim to affect people’s 

everyday life and consumption behavior. Guidance is needed on how to act ecologically. Teaching videos 
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could be shown and training events could be organized in, for example, schools, daycare centers and work 

places. Society could also support the kind of film industry that supports ecological thinking or offers 

scenarios of what kind of a future may await if people don’t change their behavior. The vision requires 

economic resources and support to be realized. For example, an “unnecessity tax” could even be considered 

on certain products to avoid excessive consumption. The obtained funds would be used for protecting the 

environment. Naturally sustainable energy production should be adopted. For example, wind, solar and sea 

power should be increasingly used and new ecological means of energy production should be developed. 

Discussion should be initiated on the possibility of establishing an international non-governmental 

organization focused on environmental issues, comparable to, for example, the UN, with influence and 

powers to act in questions concerning the environment.    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Picture 4. Organising ideas 
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Vision 3. 

 

Europe-TV 

 
Short description 
A TV channel is established to report on EU operations and decisions and other 

European current affairs and to introduce the cultures, customs and events of the EU 

countries. The channel offers programs that give more detailed insight to timely 

questions relating to the EU and introduce them in an understandable and clear form 

(e.g. contents of the Lisbon Treaty). The channel offers a diverse selection of both 

politics and entertainment. News is reported from all around the world, with an 

emphasis on the EU perspective.  
   

What is the vision? 
Our vision is to provide all EU citizens with information on “what they are actually doing over there in 

Brussels”. The channel is free and distributed through television and the Internet in all EU countries. Opinion 

polls are open to ordinary people on the Internet concerning e.g. decisions to be taken in the European 

Parliament. The Internet enables an interactive relationship between the viewer and the channel. It also offers 

a so-called on-demand service, so that the viewers can decide for themselves when to watch what. The 

programming would include, besides news and political contents, also lighter content, such as travel 

programs and music from different EU countries or features introducing their cultures (e.g. on special events 

in the countries; c.f. wife carrying contests, swamp soccer, traditional holidays in Finland). The TV programs 

would be run at CET-time. News would be broadcast on the hour, a full report every third hour, news briefs 

at other times. In between the news there would also be more detailed “news documentaries” on questions 

relating to the EU. The language of the programs would vary but subtitling would always be available in the 

national languages. The news would however be in English but also subtitled and dubbed (digital TV) in all 

the national languages within the EU. Subtitles and language would thus be left  to the viewer’s choice. The 

channel would also serve, if needed, as a European-wide emergency information channel.          

 

What are the benefits associated with it? For whom? 
The channel provides us citizens with information we need on the EU. The EU also benefits as citizens 

become less resistant to change as they are better informed. We learn to understand the customs and cultures 

of other countries and become more tolerant. In the overall, we learn to understand our fellow nations (e.g. 

correcting prejudiced stereotypes; people in Finland don’t live in igloos). We can learn from good practices 

in other countries and apply them in our own country. The channel can be seen by all EU citizens. People get 

to compare their own views to those of the politicians.       

 

What are the negative repercussions of this future? For whom? 
There is a risk that the news reporting might be biased/colored/ uninformative as to the negative aspects of 

the EU, since the EU would itself be the financier and responsible for the contents. The channel could be 

used as a political weapon or to serve the interest of particular groups and create conflicts and juxtaposition. 

The aim would be to keep the channel as neutral as possible but there is of course the danger that the larger 

countries might override the smaller ones in terms of program content.   

 

What is necessary for this future (knowledge, policies, resources, skills)? 
Approval and financing from the EU. An independent EU news agency should be established, which would 

cooperate closely with the national news agencies of all the EU countries. All the EU countries should be 
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represented on the board of directors of the channel. The staff should be multinational and willing to produce 

unbiased information. The neutrality of the channel should be overseen. What is also needed is a popular 

wish for such a channel to be created. This is achieved by a European-wide promotion campaign. Top 

professionals in the TV industry should take part in developing the contents. The channel would not compete 

with other TV channels (e.g. commercial channels). It would not be a commercial channel.    

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Picture 5. Voting for the final visions 
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Vision 4. 

 

Joint citizen action  – let’s get going! 

 
Short description 
There are unutilized resources in society which it cannot afford to leave unused. 

These resources should be brought to use by, for example, giving people with 

disabilities or elderly people the opportunity to act as part of the productive society. 

Each citizen will do their bit according to their skills and abilities. When realized, the 

vision will enrich the content of all people’s lives.  
 

What is the vision?  
The vision is about increasing the role of community in society. Social resources are distributed more evenly. 

New forms of work are created between paid work and voluntary work, with support from society. This 

could be called, for example, “incentive work”. The idea is not to concentrate incentive work in separate 

work centers but it could be done in existing places of employment or, when necessary, possibilities could be 

created for it to be carried out in different environments. Every citizen is given the opportunity to do their bit 

for the good of the community and to maintain their own well-being. Marginalization is prevented by 

encouraging citizens to  take part in joint action. 

 

What are the benefits associated with it? For whom? 
Increase of community-based activity. More even distribution of resources, which also means that society 

has more resources at its use. Improved opportunities to participate among different groups prevent 

marginalization and increases social interaction. When realized, the vision will enrich the content of all 

people’s lives. Employers will have low-cost labor, since incentive work is supported by society. The whole 

society benefits in this vision. Especially the groups that are now marginalized or at risk of marginalization 

(e.g. young people, the unemployed, people with disabilities, elderly people) will benefit from the 

opportunity to participate. Hobbies, for instance, could be made use of in incentive work, or any other work 

for that matter.    

 

What are the negative repercussions of this future? For whom? 
There is a danger that a new all the more marginal group will emerge. Employees might take advantage of 

the available cheaper labor at the cost of employees with higher education and better pay. Will there be 

conflicts in the work place when some people work for wages and others do incentive work? Trade unions 

would not necessarily be willing to accept these changes.  

 

What is necessary for this future (knowledge, policies, resources, skills)? 
Major political and societal changes. The current systems of unemployment benefits, pension, sick pay, etc. 

would need to be completely reformed. Everyone should be provided the opportunity to participate in 

working life within their capacities. The participation should be made rewarding with clear incentives. 

People’s attitudes have to change: more tolerance is needed, as well as joint citizen action, pulling together, 

community spirit and the initiative to make it happen.        
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Vision 5. 

 

The worst environmental threats have been beaten 

 
Short description 
Global warming is brought under control. Sustainable development. New 

transportation solutions. Decreased use of toxic substances. Development of 

technologies with less burden on the environment.   
 

What is the vision? 
Greenhouse gases have decreased. Recycling has increased and the level of reusing waste has improved. 

Instead of toxic substances, more natural methods are used. If toxic substances have to be used, they must be 

biodegradable. New solutions are conceived for transportation (new means of transport, new solutions to 

replace fuel, etc.)  

 

What are the benefits associated with it? For whom?  
The environment remains habitable for both humans and other forms of life. There is less disease and people 

are healthier. Funds are saved in health care. Increased wellbeing.     

 

What are the negative repercussions of this future? For whom? 
Citizens will have to make sacrifices. Compromises may have to be made in the standard of living 

(restricting consumption hysteria). Developing new technologies is expensive. It is difficult for developing 

countries to commit to these goals, because they have a great number of other problems to solve.   

 

What is necessary for this future (knowledge, policies, resources, skills)? 
Raising public awareness and affecting attitudes so that people begin to understand the importance of these 

issues and change their behavior. Selective fees are assigned to steer companies towards environmentally 

sounder solutions. It takes both will and commitment from society, businesses and private citizens to 

translate good ideas and goals into practical measures.   

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

 

17

 

Vision 6. 

 

Finland as a pioneer of innovations 

 
Short description 
Finland is in the world vanguard of creating new innovations. Finland is globally 

trusted as a top expert. The development of innovations has been enhanced by 

supporting education in the fields of technology, medicine and (to some extent) 

environmental research. The benefits produced by the new innovations are distributed 

between the developing and the industrial countries equally. New skills are developed 

continuously. Inventions are advanced in an innovation workshop that supports 

creative problem solving among both people with and without education.     
 

What is the vision? 
Finland has become a developer of innovations in the future. Finland is globally trusted as a top expert. The 

development of innovations has been enhanced by supporting education in the fields of technology, medicine 

and (to some extent) environmental research. The benefits produced by the new innovations are distributed 

between the developing and the industrial countries equally. New skills are developed continuously. 

Inventions are advanced in an innovation workshop that supports creative problem solving among both 

people with and without education.  

 

What are the benefits associated with it? For whom? 
Finland benefits from its focus on innovation. It raises Finland’s profile and reputation internationally and 

profits the country’s economy. The goal is to equally distribute the benefits between the developing and the 

industrial countries. The innovation workshop helps to develop high-quality and internationally known 

products. The workshop’s brand is known all over the world.  

 

What are the negative repercussions of this future? For whom? 
The rich countries may be quick to reject the innovations of the poorer countries and thus hinder 

development. The rich countries will soak up the economic resources of the poorer countries if, for example, 

paper factories are set up in China. The gap between educated and uneducated people and nations will grow. 

The developing countries have relied and continue to rely too much on someone else creating innovations for 

them elsewhere. This is because an excessive amount of resources is sucked out of them and not enough is 

given back; this has long historical roots in the colonial mindset.     

 

What is necessary for this future (knowledge, policies, resources, skills)? 
Policies are needed for the funding of innovations especially in the fields of technology and medicine and 

partly also in the environmental field. The funding is used to support better education in the future, 

particularly in the developing countries. Inventions are furthered at the innovation workshop which supports 

creative problem solving among both educated and uneducated people. The innovation workshop is a 

market-based inventions factory. It is an international corporation, comparable to Nokia, which specializes in 

inventions. Initially it is financed from state funding, like the business parks maintained by the Economic 

and Employment Development Centers in Finland. The inventors are bid against each other and the ones 

offering lowest cost are selected. The factory centers its operations on inventions and patenting them. The 

resources should be distributed as equally as possible. The innovation workshop would operate on a non-

profit basis in developing countries. On the basis of the generated ideas, the workshop would set up factories 
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in developing countries; when they start to show profit, they will be placed under state ownership. If 

resources are transferred to developing countries, the transfers should be managed from the industrial 

countries in the establishing phase. As the operations start to thrive, a situation is gradually born where the 

developing countries can manage on their own. New skills are constantly needed in the future to avoid 

innovation deadlocks. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Picture 6. Organising the ideas on a wall
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Vision 7. 

 

Technology (eServices) reduces bureaucracy 

 
Short description 
Bureaucracy can be reduced through technology (e.g. developing integrated databases 

for public authorities and providing services via the Internet). Various matters can be 

taken care of at the same desk or electronically. Of course “not everything can be 

placed under the same roof…”  
 

What is the vision? 
Bureaucracy can be reduced through technology (e.g. developing integrated databases for public authorities 

and providing services via the Internet). Various matters can be taken care of at the same desk or 

electronically. Of course “not everything can be placed under the same roof…” Technology is “instructive” 

to such an advanced degree that no unnecessary questions or communications are needed for a transaction. 

Databases will also be able to conjecture what forms or services the user needs.     

 

What are the benefits associated with it? For whom?  
People can take care of matters better and faster regardless of time and place. The service supply will grow 

along with technological development. Young people will probably also become more active service users.  

 

What are the negative repercussions of this future? For whom?  
There will be fewer jobs for office workers as “service outlets” are cut back and services are provided 

electronically. Electronic services may not be suitable for all groups, such as elderly people or people with 

disabilities. Common databases enable misuse and people’s right to privacy is endangered. As a consequence 

of electronic services, natural face-to-face interaction dies down. Implanted ID chips/barcodes are also seen 

as a real threat.      

 

What is necessary for this future (knowledge, policies, resources, skills)? 
Laws need to be changed because the current legislation doesn’t support the development. Privacy protection 

must be at a high enough level for the common use of databases to be possible. Data security professionals 

should receive high enough wages to ensure that there is less temptation for misuse, e.g. passing on 

information unlawfully. Overall improvement of working conditions in the field of data security. 
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Vision 8. 

 

The triumph of scientific worldview 

 
Short description 
During its 220-year journey, the scientific worldview of The Enlightenment has been 

put to trial by, for example, totalitarian and religious pressures. Sciences have 

improved people’s quality of life in a significant way. Yet science is still today only 

understood to a limited degree. According to the Finnish Science Barometer, one 

third of the Finnish population believes in ghosts.  In this vision science is advanced 

by increasing its resources, productivity and popularization. Society is better able to 

use information for making important decisions and to resist pseudoscientific 

manipulation.  
 

What is the vision? 
Science is a means to generate real information while minimizing error. In other words, it is intellectual 

honesty. Unfortunately people’s perceptions of science are tenuous. Basic knowledge of scientific method 

and the self-correcting nature of science is, for example, lacking. Science is often regarded as a system of 

beliefs, even though scientific method strives to minimize error and scientific knowledge is constantly 

renewed. In this vision, decision makers and citizens have a realistic conception of science and they are 

better able to use scientific knowledge.  

 

What are the benefits associated with it? For whom? 
The achievements of science are undeniable. Improvements in people’s life expectancy, health and nutrition 

are for the most part a result of scientific development. There are however threats to science, such as 

totalitarian systems, religious fundamentalism and pseudoscientific systems of beliefs. Defending and 

promoting science benefit the whole humankind. Science and technology are the most important weapons 

against the dangers threatening all humankind, such as climate change.    

 

What are the negative repercussions of this future? For whom? 
Control and risk assessment are an endemic part of scientific work. If they fail, it is possible that research 

may cause damage. For example, if the results of GMO technology aren’t thoroughly tested before it is put to 

use there may be harmful effects on the environment. There is also the possibility that chemical and 

biological weapons developed by science end up in the possession of terrorists.  

 

What is necessary for this future (knowledge, policies, resources, skills)? 
Enough resources must be reserved for education, research and scientific work. Correspondingly, more 

should be expected from universities and other institutions of higher education. Universities should be 

expected to produce scientific results and clear, preferably internationally applicable criteria should be 

developed to measure the performance, without however completely depriving universities of their 

autonomy. The productivity criteria should be adjusted so that they don’t favor applied research and basic 

research also stands to gain. It is not enough to produce high-quality information. We also have to know how 

to use it. There are several tools for achieving this. Popularization of science is increased. Lay people are 

informed about scientific results in understandable language. Decision makers are better informed about 

scientific work. This improves their possibilities to make sensible, risk-conscious decisions on the basis of 

factual information. If science proves a threat to be real, decision makers will have to be able to make 

decisions that may require sacrifices. Only decision makers who are knowledgeable about science and its 

methods can make big decisions. Scientists and scientifically informed decision makers should actively take 
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part in general discussion on science. This is especially important when science is threatened by superstition, 

populist horror scenarios, religious narrow-mindedness and pseudoscience. In Finland the tradition of 

civilized scientific debate is thin. When this vision is realized, scientists will see as their social responsibility 

to participate in the critique of superstition and pseudoscience, even though it may call for a rather strong 

personal contribution. Finland will continue and increase its international cooperation in the field of science; 

a small country doesn’t have the resources needed for large-scale research projects. The cooperation will 

produce significant benefits for the use of e.g. energy economics or telecommunications technologies. 

Increasing the resources requires allocating tax money to science. It is important to show the benefits of the 

vision in open discussion. 
  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Picture 7.Writing the final visions 

 



 

 

 

22

Vision 9. 

 

Nature and modern society in harmony 

 
Short description 
We are building tomorrow’s sustainable development today. Power is being 

transferred to the countries that still have (natural etc. ) resources at their disposal. So 

a balance needs to be found.  

The change calls for a “reward – punishment” method to advance or hold back the 

application of already existing technology. The climate of attitude is already there, it 

is time to go from words to action.  

For the vision to be realized, the provision of information has to be concentrated so 

that it reaches everyone (on e.g. natural disasters and major disasters caused by 

humans).  

Prioritizing financial support and obliging businesses to meet with the requirement of 

technological renewal.  

This will improve people’s quality of life directly.  
 

What is the vision?  
Definitely feasible. It only ties up capital and commits humankind to act for the good of sustainable 

development. The idea of the vision is not to revert to the Stone Age or any other point in the past but to 

move towards a future where humans and nature are in harmony. Let’s not give our children an end of the 

world.  

 

What are the benefits associated with it? For whom? 
The benefits are for all humankind, including businesses and their leadership and stockholders. The 

development of new innovations may even produce financial profit for businesses. Our close environment 

starts to recover and nature is able to mend its wounds to a certain extent. We are able to stop the permanent 

damage caused by humans. There may be a decrease in catastrophes caused by climate change throughout 

the world.    

 

What are the negative repercussions of this future? For whom?  
It meets with resistance due to greed and envy. Businesses and some states don’t understand that the effects 

of the change aren’t negative but genuinely positive. All the negative effects are ostensible, only to last 

during the transition, but once harmony is established, the positive effects will start to increase at once.    

 

What is necessary for this future (knowledge, policies, resources, skills)?  
Real and true will to make radical decisions and changes. At the initial stages incentives are needed to get 

everyone to stand behind the common goals. Private citizens could, for example, be offered material rewards 

if they commit to switching to alternative and renewable technologies. The decision for the change of 

direction should come from high enough level (new governing bodies may have to be established above the 

existing ones, with also legislative and executive powers) so that states will commit to the change and take 

the required decisions also at national level. The states that do not join in the mandate of the jointly accepted 

governing body and commit to the jointly agreed upon agenda will be isolated from all international activity. 

Information exists and the procedures are known. There are resources as well as skills. All that is needed is a 

clear decision and that decision has to be made now. 
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Vision 10. 

 

Go countryside! 

 
Short description 
Living in urban communities becomes harder by the year. Introversion and spiritual 

individualization must be brought to an end. The change is achieved by carrying out 

measures that enable a return to the countryside. People can live and lead their lives 

in the countryside aside from agriculture etc. Living in the country supports people’s 

physical, psychological and social wellbeing. The day after tomorrow is too late.   
  

What is the vision?  
Leading a meaningful life doesn’t mean that people have to live in the city. The countryside offers more 

natural and healthier opportunities for a good life. People have already begun to regard living in the country 

as a tempting alternative. They just haven’t in the past decades been given a chance to do so. Achieving 

things or succeeding in life do not require living in the city.  The time spent traveling to work is not 

increased, only the distance and means of transportation are different (own car <-> public transportation). 

With controlled guidance and support measures, the change can be quite easy to realize. The prevailing 

negative media image of the countryside should be turned around.   

 

What are the benefits associated with it? For whom? 
Children: The house and yard, forests, space etc. provide a safe environment for growing up, playing, etc. 

The countryside allows for creativity to be born and evolve. Plants, birds and even the changing seasons 

enrich a child’s life. Learning is based on more than school. Young people: Learning to act and think 

independently and to solve problems, stronger responsibility both for one’s own family and the close 

community. Friendships are closer and deeper. The dangers of running aground are fewer. Growing up to 

real adulthood takes place in a healthy manner. Adults: A family-centered lifestyle is better realized in the 

country than in the city, meaning more time spent together with the family, and hence, also a sense of 

security about raising children (e.g. trip to the forest pond, cf. hanging around the block). Families have more 

possibilities to engage in hobbies together in the countryside. Commuting outside rush hour times serves as a 

useful transition to “home time” or as a possibility to orient oneself to work. Returning home to the peaceful 

countryside, by the latest, sweeps the thoughts away from working life and work doesn’t get to rule over life. 

For elderly people living in the country offers a possibility to live with their offspring, supporting and 

passing on their life experience to the younger generations, while at the same time receiving support and 

assistance with the challenges that come along with ageing. With the new technologies, the countryside 

provides excellent opportunities for creative distance work. There is access to all information from the 

countryside. A rural cultural environment has its own special features and potentials. The hallmark of 

Finnish culture – the countryside – is preserved! General wellbeing is increased and people’s quality of life is 

improved. Country living, instead of hysterical running around from hobby to hobby. Communality.   

 

What are the negative repercussions of this future? For whom? 
Uncontrolled change: in the transition phase municipal investments are unevenly distributed.  

 

What is necessary for this future (knowledge, policies, resources, skills)?  
Mass media should stop putting down the countryside in the context of politics. Living in the country should 

be made attractive, applying both legislative and support measures. A special “rural living commissariat” 

should be established in the EU – Finland to pilot the project! Successfully implemented, the good models 

and practices that are born can be utilized in other countries. There is an urgent need for these measures! A 

deserted countryside does not attract people and the direction in which attitudes have lately turned makes the 
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situation even harder. In recent years the last touch to the countryside has been lost. Services should be 

developed into so-called “services on wheels”, c.f. library van. For example, traveling nurse, school, etc.  

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Picture 8. Revising the final visions 
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Next stages of CIVISTI 

After translation of the national vision catalogues all visions will be combined into a shared CIVISTI 

catalogue, in which the visions from the seven countries are grouped, providing an overview and identifying 

common themes and differences between the visions developed by national panels. 

 

In April 2010, the citizen visions will be discussed in an international workshop with experts and other 

stakeholders. This expert workshop will reflects on the visions and prioritise them according to which of 

them are most suited for a new European research agenda. 

 

In October 2010, the seven citizen panels will reconvene for the second citizen consultation. Here, citizens 

will discuss the experts’ suggestions and recommendations and decide whether or not they can accept their 

being delivered to the European Commission as results from CIVISTI. The Finnish citizen panel will meet 

again on 2 October 2010. 

 

In January 2011, the CIVISTI results will be presented and handed over to a policy workshop to be held in 

Brussels.  
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Partners of CIVISTI 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 The Danish Board of Technology  

Kööpenhamina, Tanska 

Yhteyshenkilö: Lars Klüver 

LK@Tekno.dk 

www.tekno.dk  

 

  

Kuluttajatutkimuskeskus 

Helsinki, Suomi 

Yhteyshenkilö: Mikko Rask 

Mikko.Rask@ncrc.fi 

www.kuluttajatutkimuskeskus.fi 

 

 
 

  

Institute Society and Technology 

Bryssel, Belgia 

Yhteyshenkilö: Robby Berloznik 

robby.berloznik@vlaamsparlement.be 

www.samenlevingentechnologie.be 

 
 Malta Council for Science and 

Technology 
Villa Bighi, Kalkara, Malta 
Yhteyshenkilö: Giovanni Battista 

Buttigieg 

giovanni-battista.buttigieg@gov.mt 

www.mcst.gov.mt 

 

 
 Applied Research and Communication 

Fund 
Sofia, Bulgaria 

Yhteyshenkilö: Zoya Damianova 

zoya.damianova@online.bg 

www.arcfund.net 

 

 

 
 

 Medián Public Opinion and Market 

Research Institute 
Budapest, Unkari 

Yhteyshenkilö: Eszter Bakonyi 

bakonyi@median.hu 

www.median.hu 

 

 

 

 Institute of Technology Assessment,  

Wien, Itävalta 

Yhteyshenkilö: Walter Peissl 

wpeissl@oeaw.ac.at 

www.oeaw.ac.at/ita 
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Appendix. The programme of the Finnish Citizen Consultation (CC1) (1/2) 
 

 
CIVISTI – citizen consultation at the National Consumer Research Centre, May  
15–16, 2009  
 
Programme 
 

 

Friday, May 15, 2009 
 

 

16.30-17.00 Presenting the CIVISTI project (Mikko Rask) 

Interview of Anders Jacobi, Danish Board of Technology (Mikko Rask) 
 

17.00-17.15 Introduction to the working (Mari Niva)  

 

17.15-17.35 Introductory round (names, what makes CIVISTI worth participating in) 
 

17.35-18.10 
 

 

Discussing the past in small groups  
Looking into the past, thinking about life 30–40 years ago:  

1. What were the challenges people faced in their daily life? 

2. What hopes and dreams did they have for their day-to-day life?  

3. What societal developments did people dream of?  

 

Summarising the session (moderators, Mari Niva) 

 

18.10-18.25 

 

Interview of Dr. Osmo Kuusi, the expert of the Committee for the Future of the 
Finnish Parliament (Päivi Timonen) 
 

18.25-18.30  Break  

 
18.30-18.45 

 
 

Brainstorming in small groups  
Use of pictures for inspiration. What can pictures say about future ideas, hopes and 

worries?  

 

18.45-20.00 
 

 

Looking into the future in small groups, generating ideas 
Thinking about one’s own and family’s life, society and Europe in 30–40 year’s time. 

Writing down ideas – hopes, dreams, worries and challenges –, presenting them to the 

others and grouping them together. 

 

20.00-20.20  
 

Plenary: Presenting the results  
 

20.20-20.30  Break 
 

20.30-21.00 Plenary: Discussion 
What kind of ideas and groupings were produced in the groups?  

 

21.00- 22.15  
 

Taking a group picture 
Food and wine 
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Appendix. The programme of the Finnish Citizen Consultation (CC1) (2/2) 

 
 
Saturday, May 16, 2009 
 
 

9.00-9.25 Introduction to vision making (Mari Niva)  

Selecting an idea or ideas for further work  
 

9.25-10.30 
 

Producing rough visions 
Working in small groups  

 

10.30-10.45  

 

Coffee break 
 

10.45-11.30 Plenary: Presenting rough visions  
Getting back to room ’Monitori’, groups present their rough visions 

 

11.30-11.45  

 

Selecting top ten visions for elaboration 
Voting 

 

11.45-12.30 Lunch break 
 

12.30-14.15 Writing the final visions 
12.30-12.40 Dividing into new small groups  

12.40-14.15 Working in small groups 

  

14.15-14.30 
 

Coffee break 

14.30-15.00 Feedback session  
Small groups comment on each other’s visions. 

 

15.00-15.45 Revising final visions  
Working in small groups 

 

15.45-17.00 Plenary: presenting the final visions, discussion  
Each group presents its vision to everybody (room ’Monitori’) 

Next stages of CIVISTI project (Mikko Rask) 
Practical issues 

Closing and thank you 
 


