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Abstract

Intheir dialogue Dieter Krohn (Germany) and Jos K essels (The Netherlands) discussthe question of an
appropriate understanding of what comprisesa Socratic dia ogue. What doestruth mean?What would bean
insight?What isthe connection between written and spoken language, on the one hand, and the process of
gaining ingghts, onthe other? These questionsform the core of thediscussion.
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Abstract

Thisessay isan account of the Socratic dialogue asaform of philosophical practicein an unusua setting,
inprison. It conveysan overall picture of how in Tegel Penal Institution (JVA Tegel) Socratic dialogue pro-
ceeds, and thekind of application for it inthat setting. Among important aspectshandled here arethe charac-
teristicsthrough which Socratic dial ogue demarcatesitself from those customarily practi ced techniques of
psychologica and therapeutic dia oguein prisons. Thefocusison the question, whether any, and which kinds
of, effectscan be hoped for through Socratic dialoguein prisons.
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Abstract

The paper discusses neo-Socratic dialogue as aparticipatory method to tackle bioethics, focusing onthe
field of new medical biotechnol ogies. Recent sociologica research hasinvestigated theroleof so caled ethics
committeesinthefield of the new biotechnol ogies, approaches of participatory technology assessment and
mora communicationin bioethical controversies. The paper givesabrief overview about thisresearch and the
deficienciesof these approaches. Neo-Socratic dialogueis presented asamethod to overcome at least some
of these shortcomings. To proof thisstatement the paper gives detail sabout two international research projects
which used Neo-Socratic Dialogues (NSD) to discussethical questionswith different groupsof stakeholders.
One project was about the ethics of xenotransplantation, the second one on ethical problemsof genetic coun-
seling. In both projects neo-Socratic Dia ogue was used asaform of intervention and to evaluate theNSD as
atransdisciplinary tool for dialogue and problem solving, aswell asmeansfor participatory policy making
involving relevant stakeholders. The paper presentsresultsof the neo-Socratic Did oguesand theaccompany-
ing sociological research onthe effectsof thetalks. Inthefinal part the chancesand limits of neo-Socratic
Diaoguesinthefield of bioethicswill beresumed.
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Abstract

Thearticleded sprimarily with ethical dilemmasin public, professional and private contexts. My hypoth-
essseemsalittlebit counterintuitive. Infact, | claim that many dilemmasrepresent an opportunity morethanan
obstaclefor our private, professond and publiclife: an opportunity to rediscover “old” philosophical questions
aswell asachanceto train our phronetical reasoning with other people. It depends how we face them.
Inspired by ascheme devel oped by L eonard Nelson, moved from my experience as socratic facilitator in
professiona contexts, | will sketcharhetorical and visual model inwhich aSocratic discursiveattitudeand an
inspired wise decision-making processinteract mutualy to dissolvewhat at first seemsindissolvable.



