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Organization Description Funding Action Target Goal 

Erosion, Technology, and Concentration 
Group 
•Issues: Consumer Safety & Equitable Dev. 
•Represent: Public 

Donations Publications 
International 
Governments 

Moratorium 

Greenpeace 
•Issues: Environmental 
•Represent: Environment 

Members Publications 
Nanotech 
Industry 

Moratorium 

Environmental Defense Fund 
•Issues: Environmental and Consumer  H&S 
•Represent: Environment & Public 

Members 
Publications 

& 
Partnerships 

U.S. 
Government 
& Industry 

Regulatory 
Change 

Friends of the Earth 
•Issues: Public and Environmental H&S 
•Represent: Environment & Public 

Members Publications 
Government 
& Industry 

More EHS 
Research 

Project on Emerging Nanotech 
•Issues: Environmental & Consumer 
•Represent: Public 

Private 
Org. 

Conferences 
& 

Publications 

U.S. 
Government 

Regulatory 
Change 

International Center for Technology 
Assessment  
•Issues: Ethical and Social  
•Represent: Public 

Members Petitions 
EPA & FDA 
(Regulatory 
Agencies) 

Moratorium  

Center for Responsible Nanotech 
• Issues: Socioeconomic 
•Represent: Public 

Donations Publication Public 
Regulatory 

Change 

Natural Resource Defense Council 
• Issues: Public and Environmental H&S 
•Represent: Environment & Public 

Members Publications Government 
Regulatory 

Change 

Soil Association 
• Issues: Consumer H&S 
•Represent: Public 

Donations 
Publications 

& Organic 
Std. 

Food Industry 
& Farmers 

Regulatory 
Change 

Silicon Valley Toxics Coalition 
•Issues: Consumer, Environmental, 
Occupational Health and Safety 
•Represent: Public and Environment 
 

Donations Publications 
Nanotech 
Industry 

Regulatory 
Change 
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 With possible unknown health and safety 
risks and no regulation on handling practices 
(Maynard et al. 2006; Nel et al. 2006; Scheringer 
2008; Oberdorster et al. 2005), engineered 
nanomaterials are attracting new research to 
understand public risk perception and its role in 
the development of nanotechnology (Kahan 
2009). Non-governmental organizations, or 
interest groups, serve as self-identified 
representatives of and advocates for the public. 
As such, they have the potential to effect public 
perception and the future governance of 
nanotechnology (Hess 2010). My research will 
look to answer the first two research questions 
listed bellow, so that future research will have a 
good framework from which to build to be able to 
answer the broader research questions. 
 

. 

Findings 

Primary Research Questions: 
1. What issues are these non-governmental 

organizations  (NGO’s) concerned about?   

2. What actions have these NGO’s taken in 
response to those issues? 

3. What impact have NGO’s had on regulatory 
policy and industry practices on engineered 
nanomaterials on nanotechnology? 

4. Why are certain NGO’s concerned with 
nanotechnology as compared to other 
organizations who are not? 

 

To answer the research questions my research 
team and I first constructed a hypothesized 
relationship (poster - middle) between the data I 
collected on the organizations researched and 
what conclusions future research will look to 
draw from that data. Then a matrix of 
organizations and summaries (memo) of data on 
those organizations was created through internet 
search tools and organizational references and 
then catalogued. An example of theses memo’s is 
shown below.  

Methods 

1. Acción Ecológica  
2. African Centre for Biosafety 
3. Allied Workers’ Associations 
4. American Federation of Labor and Congress of Industrial 

Organizations  
5. Bakery, Confectionery, Tobacco Workers and Grain Millers 

International Union 
6. Beyond Pesticides  
7. Biological Farmers of Australia 
8. Brazilian Research Network in Nanotechnology, Society and 

Environment 
9. California for GE Free Agriculture  
10. Canadian Environmental Law Association 
11. Center for Biological Diversity  
12. Center for Cognitive Liberty & Ethics  
13. Center for Community Action and Environmental Justice  
14. Center for Environmental Health 
15. Center for Food Safety  
16. Center for Genetics and Society 
17. Center for the Study of Responsive Law  
18. Clean Production Action 
19. Corporate Europe Observatory  
20. Corporate Watch  
21. Ecological Club Eremurus  
22. Econexus  
23. Edmonds Institute  
24. Education  
25. Environmental Research Foundation 
26. Farmers Link  
27. Forum for Biotechnology and Food Security  
28. Foundation on Future Farming  
29. Foundation Science Citoyennes  
30. Gaia Foundation  
31. GeneEthics Network  
32. Genewatch  
33. GRAIN   
34. Health and Environment Alliance  
35. Henry Doubleday Research Association  
36. India Institute for Critical Action-Centre in Movement 
37. Indigenous People's Biodiversity Network 
38. Institute for Agriculture and Trade Policy  
39. Institute for Bioethics, Culture and Disability 
40. Institute for Molecular Manufacturing 
41. Institute for Social Ecology 
42. Institute for Sustainable Development  
43. International Council on Nanotechnology 
44. International Network of Engineers and Scientists  
45. International Society of Doctors for the Environment  
46. International Trade Union Confederation 
47. International Union of Food and Agricultural Workers  
48. International Union of Food, Agricultural, Hotel, Restaurant, Catering, 

Tobacco and 
49. Intrnational Risk Governance Council 
50. Lok Sanjh Foundation   
51. Loka Institute  
52. Meridian Institute 
53. Nanotechweb  
54. National Farmers Union  
55. National Toxics Network  
56. Oakland Institute  
57. Pakistan Dehqan Assembly 
58. Polaris Institute  
59. Practical Action  
60. Public Employees for Environmental Responsibility  
61. Quechua Ayamara Association for Sustainable Livelihoods  
62. Research Foundation for Science, Technology and Ecology  
63. Science and Environmental Health Network  
64. Sciencecorps  
65. Sunshine Project  
66. Tebtebba Foundation - Indigenous Peoples’ International Centre for 

Policy Research and United Steel Workers  
67. The Nanotechnology Group Inc.  
68. Third World Network 
69. Vivagora ( 
 
 

1. Number of Non-Governmental Organization’s Found: 
a. 80 NGO’s Found 

i. 30 committing resources to nanotechnology issues 
ii. 50 Allied organizations 
 

2. What issues are these non-governmental organizations (NGO’s) concerned about? 
a. Primarily Environmental and Public Health and Safety Issue 
 

3. What actions have these NGO’s taken in response to those issues? 
a. Publications 

i. Regulatory Change 
1. Moratorium 
2. Safer Industry Practices 
3. More Environmental Health and Safety Funding 

  
 

Nano-Focus 

Impact on 
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Industry Practices 
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Type of Organization 
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NGO Risk Perception 

Strategy 

 Future research will look to answer: 
  
1.What impact has NGO’s had on regulatory policy and industry practices? 
 
2. Why do NGO’s care about nanotech? 
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Data Collected on NGO’s 

Research results from this preliminary examination of NGOs 
engaged in nanotechnology issues provide a basis on which to 
understand the impact of NGOs on: 
  
1. Emergent regulation of the nanotechnology industry 
2. Funding for environmental health and safety (EH&S) 

research 
3. Industry voluntary practices 
  
Future research will involve a more in-depth examination of 
NGO actions and their potential outcomes. 
  
Further research will also examine why NGOs care about 
nanotechnology-related issues as opposed to other issues. To 
approach this research objective, researchers will compare the 
nano-related NGOs identified in this preliminary study to 
NGOs that are comparable but are not concerned about 
nanotechnology-related issues. By making this comparison, 
researchers will gain a better understanding of NGO risk 
perception. 
  
NGO’s risk perception and actions with regard to 
nanotechnology are important, because NGOs are uniquely 
positioned to influence policymakers and the public. Such 
influence has implications for the future development of 
nanotechnology. 
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