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Has the public image of science and scientists deteriorated in the past decade ?  Where? Why?
Ten years ago the image of science was worse.  Over recent years there have been efforts to improve the image with campaigns, e.g. in the chemical industry.

Should the general public previously have put so much trust in the sciences?

A Eurobarometer survey pointed that 65% of Europeans believe scientists are dangerous, but there was a 50/50 split between those who want more info and those who don’t. Perception is crucial; it  raises question of who is controlling info/communication.  Whatever is unnatural is perceived as suspicious.  One’s image of science often depends on background/education.
Many countries in Western Europe have reported significant declines in university enrolments in the traditional sciences.  What are the reasons for this? What could be the consequences?

The falling number of students wanting to study science is partly because scientific studies are more difficult while the jobs provided don’t pay better. 

Also, it shows a lack of confidence in science. It is getting harder to discriminate between science and science fiction. Scientists don’t help, always want full result disseminated: not very friendly for public.  In the19th century, science/technology were trusted.  Today less so. Can’t blame industry, because it has always been very careful when doing R&D.  Scientist don’t like yes/no answers, they give qualified answers. Problem with press is that it will turn a scientist’s ‘maybe’ into a ‘will’ (rising temperatures, global climate change).  People now associate science with controversy and feel increasingly uncomfortable with it. Also in high school, science should be taught more and better.
 Could the decline be a reflection of the claim that Western Europe lacks, at the grassroots level, an innovation culture?  Do Americans face the same problem?

Big mistake to link innovation culture and science.  EPE is very innovative, but when science is brought into the equation, the EPE is a tougher environment  than the US for companies.  It is poorly, not overly regulated.  The US has a similar regulatory environment, but process seems to move better.  Public opinion influences politicians who affect the level of funding.
Is a little knowledge a dangerous thing?
The consensus was that it’s better to have some knowledge than none at all.  Scientists, however, need to communicate differently, not less. Children should be involved  from a young age. Science teachers should be passionate and keep their explanations simple.

What can scientists do to improve their image?
There should be more collaboration and better exchange of information between scientists and journalists.
They could dress better, work more closely with journalists to avoid misunderstandings and communicate the possible benefits of their research.  Moreover, there is a need to find a common and simpler language to ensure scientists and journalists understand one another. 

