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(Hebrew University of Jerusalem)

Registration and refreshments (Maiersdorf Faculty Club, fourth floor)
Conference opening (Maiersdorf Faculty Club, room 405)

Participants are invited to proceed to the workshop as a group immediately
after the opening.

Introduction by workshop conveners

Ronit Justo-Hanani, Tel-Aviv University, The Politics of Transnational
Nanochemicals Risk Regulation: Analyzing the Expansion of State-Centric
Rule-making in the EU and the US

Discussant : Omri Preiss

Nadav Even Chorev, Ben Gurion University, The Construction of Risk in
Information Systems in the Field of Personalized Medicine

Discussant : Sharon Yadin

Coffee Break

Sharon Yadin, Tel Aviv University, Regulatory Contracts in Israeli Financial
Markets

Discussant : Ronit Justo-Hannan

Omri Preiss, Utrecht University, Promoting Corporate Social Responsibility in the
European Union

Discussant : Nili steinfeld

Lunch Break

Nili Steinfeld, The Hebrew University, Privacy as a commodity: Willingness to sell
access to private information online

Discussant : Nadav Even Chorev

Moty Boneh, Ben Gurion University, Institutional Changes and Public Policy:
The Case of Industrial Relations In Israel

Discussant : Albert Veksler

Albert Veksler, Dublin Institute of Technology, Diluted Regulation: A Comparative
Examination of Hidden Loopholes that Weaken the Lobbying Regulation
Discussant : Mor Sobol



16:30-17:20 Mor Sobol, University of Edinburgh, Principals, Agents and Neighbors - The
European Neighborhood Policy Through Principal-Agent
Discussant: Moty Boneh

17:20-18:00 Concluding Remarks (by conveners)

18:15- 20:00  Joint closing session (Maiersdorf Faculty Club, room 405)



List of Workshop Papers

Ronit Justo-Hanani, Tel-Aviv University
The Politics of Transnational Nanochemicals Risk Regulation: Analyzing the Expansion

of State-Centric Rule-making in the EU and the US

The globalization of nanotechnology markets is accompanied with globalization of their
risk regulation and governance. Decentralization of regulatory governance has been
reported sporadically, although the precise exertion of the EU and US regulatory power
has barely been studied systematically. This paper challenges a common conception on
the limited power of states in transnational nanotechnology risk regulation. We
examined whether state-centric rulemaking expands, and analyzed recent rulemaking
over nanochemicals in the EU and US. The evidence demonstrates a move towards
state-centric rulemaking and 'stronger' pattern of centralization in the EU, using the
examples of data-reporting and market-entry regulations. These findings counter a
widespread understanding of private rather than formal state-centric rulemaking as the
prevailing governance response in the context of scientific uncertainty and
interdependence of global nanotechnologies markets: despite such challenges, the EU
and US seriously consider to play a constructive role in transnational nanochemicals risk

governance.



Nadav Even Chorev, Ben Gurion University

The Construction of Risk in Information Systems in the Field of Personalized Medicine

This presentation will discuss the research | intend to carry out. The research will
examine the ways in which conceptions of risk are constructed and embedded in
information systems to be utilized in the developing field of personalized medicine. The
research asks which concepts of risk are manifested in the process of information
systems' development, implementation and use in the field of personalized medicine?

The field of personalized medicine aspires to offer a new paradigm for
healthcare. This novel field attempts to proactively predict, prevent and offer a
treatment tailored to the specific needs of the individual. The assessment of the
individual's risk to develop future health conditions is central to this field, and is
expressed in terms of probability. It is derived first and foremost from the individual's
unique genetic characteristics. Information systems are essential to this process, as they
locate the information about the specific, individual case within distributions across
populations. Although this vision of medicine originates from developments in the life
sciences, it has an affinity to social and political contexts that posit the concept of risk as
the axis around which individuals and collectives organize and manage themselves.

The proposed research will be carried out through an interpretive, case-study
strategy. It will contribute to contemporary risk theory by offering ways to overcome
methodological and epistemological gaps, pertaining to this concept. This will be done
first, by applying socio-political analysis to the study of information systems. Second, it
will be done by examining an empirical field which encompasses risks on multiple levels:
practices of health risk and the centrality of risk to the emerging field of personalized
medicine; the embedding of risk in information systems; the risks information systems
themselves bring about; and, risk as a central feature of late modern life. The case of
risk in information systems in the field of personalized medicine may exhibit new forms
of the expression of power, through the medical and technological domains, and may
shed new light on theoretical approaches, mainly the risk society thesis and

governmentality studies.



Sharon Yadin, Tel Aviv University

Regulatory Contracts in Israeli Financial Markets
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Omri Preiss, Utrecht University

Promoting Corporate Social Responsibility in the European Union

Given the immense power wielded by corporations in our world today, their role in our
societies has become a crucial consideration in recent decades. However, the definition
of corporate social responsibility (CSR) has been intensely debated since its inception.
This has given rise to inevitable paradoxes in its aims and implementation, that is, where
‘contradictory interpretations’ of a situation appear to be true depending on the
perspective taken (Stone, 2002:1). This paper sets out to examine the European
Commission’s policy for promoting CSR in the EU between 2001 and 2011, while
highlighting these ambiguities, and the significance of policy framing for an effective
evaluation of these policy’s outcomes.

First, the various problems that gave birth to CSR are laid out, along with a discussion of
how it has come to be promoted as a national or European policy. Then, we analyze the
explicit and implicit aims EU policy-makers had in making their choices, as given in
Commission memoranda and publications. Lastly, we proceed to evaluate to what
extent the policies in place from 2001 to 2011 have been effective at achieving their
intended goals, based on a compilation of published reports. Particular attention is
given to unintended consequences and constraints encountered in implementation, in
light of specific policy paradoxes. All in all, it emerges that the European Union is in fact
becoming a ‘pole of excellence’ (European Commission COM2006: 1) for CSR, as it

aspires to be, given a set of recommended adjustments.



Nili Steinfeld, The Hebrew University
Privacy as a commodity: Willingness to sell access to private information online
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Moty Boneh, Ben Gurion University, Institutional Changes and Public Policy: The
Case of Industrial Relations In Israel
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Albert Veksler, Dublin Institute of Technology
Diluted Regulation: A Comparative Examination of Hidden Loopholes that Weaken the

Lobbying Regulatio

Lobbying is integral to democratic politics, yet it has challenged the policy making as the
risks and opportunities associated with policy change are large.

Conflict of interests might arise when a former politician or a civil servant turns the
contacts gained at taxpayers? expense into a valuable commodity as a lobbyist, which
challenges the functioning of a well-functioning democracy.

Many scholars present evidence that lobbying regulations offer increased

accountability to the voters and transparency of the decision making processes, as well
as diminishing loopholes in the system which would otherwise allow for corrupt
behavior.
Lobbying regulations, however, might be diluted by tricky loopholes. For example, the
undefined position of the parliamentary assistants, who are not employed as Knesset
workers, allows them to function as self-employed advisors-lobbyists. Also the former
Knesset members are granted the Knesset entrance permits and have the unlimited
freedom for possible lobbying activities.

When the lobbyists helped to conduct the coalition talks between the parties in 2008
in Israel, it revealed a new facet of the legislator-lobbyist relationship: the attempt to
influence the coalition at the very moment of its conception might leave the interest
group fingerprints right in the very DNA of the government coalition.

Chari et al. (2010: 13) used the quantitative method of analysis developed by the
Center of Public Integrity (CPI), to measure certain aspects of lobbying legislation in
order to theoretically classify different regulatory environments. The questions, used by
the CPI do not cover the cases of parliamentary assistants that can turn into lobbyist or
issues like strategic counseling during the coalition formation talks.

The research question - what is the extent of dilution of the lobbying regulations in

the high-regulations, medium-regulations and low-regulations systems caused by the



additional number of the lobbyists that don't need to register like the Israeli
parliamentary assistants that can simultaneously function as lobbyists.

| would use the textual analysis of legislation, questionnaires and elite interviewing
as a principal methods of inquiry. Additionally, | would use open-ended questions for
the interviews, allowing the respondents to organize their answers within their own
framework. In the next phase, | would use the comparative case study method in order

to view all the country cases in the comparative framework.



Mor Sobol, University of Edinburgh
Principals, Agents and Neighbors - The European Neighborhood Policy Through
Principal-Agent

The paper objective is to test the efficacy of Principal-Agent (PA) assumptions in the
field of EU Foreign Policy. As such, the research question is: ‘Under what conditions
does the agent enjoy ‘agency discretion’ in the field of EU foreign policy towards the
neighborhood?’ The focal point of the analysis is the examination of the emergence and
development of the European Neighborhood Policy (ENP). The ENP is a fascinating case
study for the deployment of PA analysis because PA use in the field of EU external
relations is a recent development as well as due the ENP’s sui-generis design, i.e. cross-
pillared foreign policy without a legal basis. This unique characteristic may provide us
with some interesting insights concerning the relationship between principals and
agents. For example, demonstrating how traditional PA explanations to the 'agency
problem' could be present in the case of the 'principal problem'. Methodologically
speaking, using process-tracing and mixed-methods triangulation, the study analyses
the formulation and implementation process of the ENP while identifying the interests,
preferences and possible conflicts between the EU Member States (as principals) and
the European Commission (as an agent). Finally, the study's aim is not only to provide a
different account of the development of the ENP, but also to expand the literature on

EU and PA analysis to a new area of research.



